OUR NATIONAL PERIL.

By ERNEST E. WILLIAMS,*
Author of « The Imperial Heritage,” « Made in Germany,” * Marching Backward,” and
& The Foreigner in the Farmyard.”

FERILS beset
every  nation.
Some, by for-
tune or wise
statesmanship,
are avoided, or
their maleficent
influence 18
mitigated.
Sometimes  the
peril becomes
an overwhelm-
ing evil and
In placing the title,

the nation succumbs.
“ Qur National Peril,” at the head of this
page, I am not ignoring the fact that more
perils than one beset the English people at

the present time. But there is one peril
which looms so gloomily upon the nation’s
hovizon, which has already inflicted such
grievous harm upon the nation, which is so
particularly a source of national decadence,
that without violation of langnage it may
legitimately be allotted a secmingly exclusive
description and be named Onr National
Peril. The peril I mean is that which lies
in the ruin of this country’s agriculture.
The history of the world demonstrates
that an essential to the health, or even the
long-continued life of a nation, is that it
shall bhe rooted in the soil. To the decline
of agriculbure upon the Italian plains the
fall of Rome was in no small measure due ;
ghe rich and powerful Venetian Republic
withered away hecause it was only com-
mercial, and had no roots in the soil.  The
trouhle between Chile and Argentina avises
from Chile’s lack of agricultnral lands,
without which her fnture is doomed to
poverty and insignificance. And it must
always be so. As Alison writes in his
“ History of Europe”: *“No nation can
pretend to independence which rests for any
sensible portions of its subsistence, in ordi-
nary seasons, on foreign, who may hecome

hostile, nations.”  And Burke has told us
that “in every country the first creditor is
the plongh. This original, indefeasible claim
supersedes every other demand.” Nature, in
making the soil the mother of all wealth, its
only real source, reminds us, in point of
economic fact, and also after the manner of
an allegory, that the tilling of the soil must
ever remain the basis of industrial society.
Without agriculture, as Alison said, no nation
can really be independent, for it continuously
leaves hostages of first importance in the
hands of possible enemies. Without agri-
culture the vital forces of the nation die
away. For it is not the denizens of crowded
cities, even of the wealthiest manufacturing
and commercial towns, who keep up the
country’s population ; it is to the country-
side we have to look for the continnation
of the race. It is to the countryside the
recrniting-sergeant goes for the best of his
soldiers ; it is from villages—from agricul-
tural even more than from fishing villages
—that the Navy draws its supply of
sailors,

So it is also in economics.  Agrienlture
is not only the greatest wealth producer
amongst all the departments of industry,
hut the manufacturing industries themselves
depend upon it. The best market for all
manufactures is the market at the door of a
factory—that is to say, the market of the
surrounding countryside, where manufac-
gures can be sold without the profits being
drained by transport charges and the army
of middlemen, which intervene when a far-
off market is sought. Agrienlture and manu-
factures living side by side support each
other, even physically, as well as economi-
cally, as the most elementary agricultural
chemistry will explain to you:; and when
they are wedded in the same community,
wealth and economic well-being are pro-
duced and conserved to an extent which is
not possible when they arve divorced.

* Nore.— The Wixnsor does not necessarily identify iiself with all the deductions conlfained in
Mr. Williams' careful article, but publishes it as a striking contribution towards the study of a subject
which all thoughtful people admit to be one of vital importance,—EDITOR, ’
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ExerAND's SUICIDE.

To kill agriculture is something worse
even than the mnrder of a great industry.
So intimately bound up with the well-heing
of a country is that country’s agricultnre
that to kill it is to drain away the country’s
life-blood, and the nation which kills its
agriculture commits suicide.

Yet England has deliberately killed her
agriculture.  In a moment of madness,
succeeded by years of thoughtless folly, the
Parliament of this country signed the death-
warrant of the queen of this country’s
industries. It committed this crime in the
fancied interests of the manufacturing and
commereial inferests of the connfry, though
these interests were progressing to a degree
which was the world’s marvel. I say that
this act was performed in a moment of
madness, and i support of this view that
the country’s politicians were suffering from
a fit of aberration of mind, I may appeal to
Gladstone’s own words, nttered a year or
two before he plunged into the hysterical
agitation against agrienlture. In 1843 he
declared : “T am strictly correct in saying
there would be no new labour set in motion
by the manufacturers of this country if
foreien corn were admitted free, but what
would be more than counterbalanced by the
digplacement. of the labour of the British
peasantry.”

Those were the words of the patriot and
the cconomist in his time of soberness, Wich
his mind as yet elear of the turgid rhetoric
of the Repeal League, he saw clearly enongh
that the evils and losses attendant upon the
ruin of agricnlture must be greater than any
advantage in the way of an inereased export
trade in manufactures which might possibly
accerne  from  withdrawing  the necessary
support from agvicnlbure.  Yet Gladstone’s
flash of insight into the real bearings of
the matter were soon lost amid the growth
of such doctrines as that tersely and cynically
expressed in Thompson’s  “ Free Trade
Catechism ™ : “It may be information to
the home agriculturists o state that there
would be no physical impossibility in living
without them altogether.”

And so the deed was accomplished. Tt was
not all at once that agriculture began to dic.
Just as a man may, by some foolish course of
living, sow in his system the seeds of death,
and yet continue for some years afterwards
in fair and apparent health, so it was with
English agriculture. The * natural protec-
tion” of distance, which Cobden promised
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to the English farmer, did shield agriculture
for awhile. The prairies of North and
South America were as yet but sparsely
employed in arable eunltivation, and, apart
from the comparative smallness of the
foreign wheat supply available, a lack of
facilities for transportation and the high
charges for freight di’ give the farmer
protection against foreign competitors, even
after the duties were removed. But all
throngh the intervening years the foreign
wheat-lands have been developing, railways
have made a mesh over them, and the seas
are now so erowded with ships that they are
carrying grain  across the Atlantic for a
penny a bushel, and in some cases actually
as hallast.

Meantime also the commercial and manu-
facturing population of England was largely
increasing ; not, however, as Free Traders
vainly imagine, because of England’s free
import system, which as yet was not in
practical operation, but because England was
the world’s workshop, and the world’s gold
discoveries and other indnstrial developments
were daily augmenting the number of pur-
chasers crowding around that workshop ;
and therefore, with these two advantages in
hand—the lack of effective competition, and
the growing urban population ab its doors—
English agriculture did seem for a time to
be impervious, or almost impervious, to the
attacks which had been made upon it in the
forties.

THE DowNFALL,

This period  culminated about 1875.
Shortly afterwards signs of change became
apparent. The protecting influences were
disappearing, competition was growing and
hecoming growingly effective. The approach-
ing débirle first became alarmingly noticeable
doring, as it was in a measure precipitated
by, the bad season of 1879. That misfortune
may be likened to the chill which, in the
case of a man who has within him the seeds
of consumption, discloses the real state of
his constitution, and plunges him into the
illness from which he never recovers, though
the chill itself may be a small and temporary
ailment which otherwise he would easily
and quickly have thrown off. This country’s
agriculture has never recovered from 1879,
I do not mean to say that the disease was
not apparent to an ordinarily close observer
before 1879, or that, even supposing 1879
had been a good year instead of a bad
one, the depression would have been much
longer delayed. Still, in the history of
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English farming the dire trouble which has
since overtaken it is enrrently dated from
that year. Nevertheless, it is well to bear
in mind that the decline, in spite of the
apparent good times of the middle 'seventies,
had commenced prior to that period, for the
acreage under wheat in the United Kingdom
amounted in the middle ’fifties to about
4,200,000, whereas the average for the first

quinquennium of the ’sixties was only 33
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exhibited a practically unbroken record of
decline in this conntry’s agriculture. Not-
withstanding that almost at the beginning
of this quarter-century a Royal Commission
sat upon the then existing depression in
agriculture, the position since has steadily
worsened, and shows not the slightest sign
of mending. If the complaints of distress
do not continually augment, it is for the
ominous, haleful reason that the farmers and
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million acres, and for the first quinquenninm
of the ’seventies it was some 13,000 acres
below this figure. But for general purposes
of comparison it will suffice to take as a
starting point

their labourers, in yearly increasing numbers,
have given up in despair and disgust the
strnggle  to maintain the country’s chief
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A QUARTER
OF A
C'ENTURY'S
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1 want, in

industry—there is  less and ever less
farming
now than

formerly.
This will be
apparent if I
detail the
acreagefigures

o over the
Tgeagd  period.  And

i /f&f& I will miti-

A A cate the

the conrse of
this short ex-
position of
the state of DBritish agriculture, to be
as parsimonious of statistics as an adequate
treatment of the position will allow. For 1
know that to the ordinary reader figures
wear a repellent look.  But their use cannot
be altogether avoided, and T must therefore
ask your indulgence for, and your attention
to, a few figures I am now about to inflict
upon you, because they are necessary to an
adequate presentment of the case. 1 want
you to get well mto mind the fact that the
last quarter of the nineteenth century has

YIELD OF TIHE SAME ACREAGE AT THE PRESENT DAY.

number of
the figures
by tabulating
them in quinquennial averages. Here is
the result.

Thne Wuear Acnr o rHe Uxrrep Kixepow.

4 e,
1871-1875 . . 8,737,140 | 1886-1890 .
IST6-1880 . 3,190,086 | 1891-1885 .
I8RI-1885H . 2,820,584 | 1806-1900 .

Grear Brirarxy ONLy,
1,845,042 | 18901

1,957,573

1900 1,700,828

These wheat acreage figures are those to
which your attention should chiefly be drawn :
for the production of breadstuffs i1s the most
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important department of agriculture, and it
may be taken as typical of arable cultivation
generally.  But it may be well to demon-
strate this last point. This will be done by
reproducing a similar acreage table to the
above, but including all kinds of corn crops-—

IMPORTED WHEAT.

that is to say, in addition to wheat, barley,
oats, rye, beans and peas.

Tur Cony Crors Ackeace or rur Usiren
Kixcpo. \

Avers
1871-1875 11,543,777 | 1886-1850
18761880 10,931,558 | 1801-1805 5
1881-1885 10,345,860 | 1896-1900 S,816,100

BarLEY axp Oars Oxny, iv Grear Brrrars Oxny.
1900 . . . 5,016,353 | 1901 4,9 9,850

Here the same tale of continuons decline
may be read. The other corn crops have gone
the way of wheat. Nor have these lost corn
crops been replaced by green crops. I will
not worry you again with tabulated sfate-
ments; let it suffice to compare the average at
the beginning of the guarter-century with the
average ab the end. The green crops of the
United Kingdom, which comprise potatoes,
tarnips  and  swedes, mangolds, cabbage,
vetehes, ete., were from 1871 to 1875 planted
over an annual average of 5,073,843 acres,
From 1896 to 1900 they were planted over
an average of 4,318,733 acres.  So it is with
flax, the average acreage of which from 1871
to 1875 was 136,005 acres ; from 1896 to
1900 it was only 47,974 acres. Even hops
have declined in the same period from 64,044
acres to 51,600 acres.

There isa proverhb “ Down corn, up horn™;
but the later history of England poorly
exemplifies that proverb. Notwithstanding
the land which the diminished arable cultiva-
tion set free for stock and sheep raising, the
head of cattle held in the Kingdom has
only increased from 9,932,443 to 11,178,976 ;
while the number of sheep pastured in the
United Kingdomhas positively declined during

this period, the figure being in the first years
33,192,418, and in the last years 31,051,718,
We have failed even to increase the number
of pigs, which have declined from 3,782,134
to 3,663,716.

Now think out the meaning of these
figures in the light of the growth during
the period of the population, which has
increased from 31} millions in 1871 to
41} millions in 1901, and which would have
increased, it may be remarked, yet more, but
for the extensive emigration from rural
Iveland, and for the substantial emigration
from rural England and Scotland, caused
by the decline in agriculture.  And consider
these figures, morcover, in the light of the
increased wealth per head of the population,
which means increased purchasing power, and
therefore increased consumption of food.

Consider them in the light of our increased
imports of foodstuffs. In 1875 we imported
51,876,017 cwt. of wheat; in 1900,
68,669,490 ewt.; in 1875 we imported
6,136,083 cwb. of wheat flour; in 1900,
21,548,131 cwt. ; in 1875 we imported
11,049,476  ewt. of barley; in 1900,
17,054,900 ewt.; in 1875 we imported
2,955,202 cwt. of meat, bacon and hams ;
in 1900, 17,911,738 cwt. 1

This is the record for the queen of indus-
tries in this country during the past quarter
of a century. Are you satisfied 7 Do you now
accuse me of exaggeration in speaking of
the present condition of agriculbure as our
national peril ?

IMPORTED FLOUR.

- Toe Loss or THE NATIONAT CAPITAL.

There are many points of view from which
this death by inches of our chief industry
may be regarded, and from time to time
publicists invite your attention to one or
other of these aspects. Before I close this
brief survey I purvose to touch upon most
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of them: but in the first place I would
direct your atfention to one aspect, which,
though of very great importance, has not yet
received the serions consideration which it
deserves—I mean the loss of capital which
the country has suffered, and continues to
suffer, by reason of the decline in agriculture.
In a way it is somewhat strange that this
aspect of the matter should not have received
greater attention, becanse Englishmen arve
apt to pride themselves upon their huge
aceninulations of capital, and of late years
they have been a litfle exercised in their
minds over the question
whether the nation’s
capital is growing af a
satisfactory rate, com-
pared with its progress

m past times, and com- / ﬁ
pared with the present AN
progress of other nations, {{&
or whether, indeed, it is wﬁm
now growing at all. PH}
Aund in trath the ques-

tion is a vital one : yet ]
searce anyone d;summ:r

it includes in the dis-

cussion the question of

agricultural capital. Yet 4

the capital invested in ‘1%‘;
the best of all the in- ‘ﬂ-\l\
dustries 1s surely proper H w

f
matter for inclusion in [ﬁ
any discussion of the
nation’s capital
generally.
Let us, therefore,
before proceeding  to
other aspects of the rural
roblem, try to find ont
how the position stands
n regard fo the loss of
capl ital which the country
has suffered by reason of
the decay of its rural
industries.
It is not easy to ap-
praise this loss. Various b
estimates have  been

;.m-e rers a?qu __/

\\ 24" pears Gpo
/

made, but they can only

be estimates; exact
aggregate ﬁrrme% are not

;;vm gy/#‘z—
b

obbdnmhlc, and in so far

as the estimates are based
upon exact statistics, and confined within

their range, it is safe to assume that
the real loss of capital has been very much
greater than such estimates say. This

point I would like you to bear in mind
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when perusing the estimates I am now about
to lay before you.

For the purpose of calculating the loss, I
doubt if we can find a better Lmbhont\ than
Mr. Robert E. Turnbull, a land agent of
great  experience, who
preparved statisties upon
the subject for the
London Farmers” Club,
and afterwards put in

these statistics as evi-
dence  before the last
I Royal Commission on the

Depression of  Agricul-
ture.  Listen to thun,
and say if they are not
startling enough to shake
the most confirmed
A optimist.

First for the landlords’
capital. Between 1874and
1892-3 the value of agri-
cultural land decreased
from £1,874,000,000 to
£1,160,000,000 5 that is
to say, in eighteen years
it fell off by 38 per

e
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cent. Think of what
that means. In this

hrief space of time 38
per cent. of the agri-
cultural landlords’ capital
was swepb away. It is
ﬁ an enormous amount ; it
represents capital invested

in the best of all the
industries, and the loss
oceurred at a time when
capital <rumwlly in the
world was growing at a
rapid rate. Ttwas the first
fruits of Free Trade. For
the loss began synchron-
ously with the coming
into force of unchecked
FreeTradein thiscountry.
Moreover, it is a moderate estimate.
Indeed, when the dafe upon which Mr.
Turnbull formed his estimates are examined,
it will be agreed by most persons that the
estimate is too moderate, for it assumed that
agricultural land was worth twenty - eight
years’ purchase in 1874 and 1875, and
twenty-five years’ purchase in 1892 and
1893 5 whereas it is asserted by many of those
who follow the course of land prices that in
the former period agricultural land was sell-
ing at thirty years’ pmchaqc, and doubt has
been expressed as to whether twenty - five

_f.j“}rm ™ ago
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years’ purchase was not too heavy a figure to
take for the sale price of agricultural land in
the 'nineties. If the estimates had been thus
altered, the enormous drop in capital would
have been yet greater: for the method of
caleulation was, of course, the capitalisation
of the rents and tithes in the two periods.

Now, the case has worsened since 1893,
As the acreage figures 1 have already given
show, there has been a progressive loss since
1893 in the Kingdom’s arable acreage, and
there has mot been any recovery in rents.
Bearing these various facts in mind—the
underestimation of the loss in the period
covered by Mr. Turnbull, and the loss since
then—I am not exaggerating seriously, if
exaggerabing ab all, when T put the total loss
of agricultural landlords’ capital in the last
quarter of a century at the round fignre of
1,000 millions sterling.  Think of it !

But this is not the end of the story.
There is the farmers’ capital as well as the
landlords™ capital, and the farmers’ capital,
according to  Mr. Turnbull's estimates,
declined Dbetween June, 1874, and June,
1892, from £440,550,000 to £330,575,000
—a loss of £110,000,000, equal to 25 per
cent. And this loss, too, has been progressive.

The farmers’ capital, it may be said, is
calculated by adding together the value of
the following items, which I reproduce in
shortened form from Mr. Turnbull’s table.

Farmenrs' Carrrarn iy e Unrren KiNcpos,

1874, 1892, Deerease.

£265,750,000 £185,725,000 £80,025,000
48,000,000 48,000,000

48,000,000 385

Live Stock
Implements, efe.
Manures .

9,500,000

Labour « 28,000,000 2,500,000
Seed : . 19,800,000 1 7,490,000
Hay .. 8,800,000 & 3,050,000
Corn % 12,750,000 3,980,000
Straw 2,500,000 250,000
Hop  gardens,

orchards, ete. 2,500,000 2,500,000 —

Tradesmen's
charges

: . 3,000,000 e
Dairy produce .

3,000,000 :
1,270,000 180,000

1,430,000

In explanation of some of the above items,
I may say that “corn™ comprises 20 per
cent. of the wheat, oats, beans and peas
upon the farm, that the “straw™ is that
reserved for thatching and for stock, while
the “hay™ is that reserved for live stock
and for sale. The * tradesmen’s charges ™
are 25 per cent. of the estimated annual
outlay, being part of the cost of the growing
crops, and the “dairy produce ™ represents
one-sixth of the season’s make of cheese in
stock on the 4th of June.

For the agricultural year from June, 1874,
to June, 1875, the gross revenue upon the
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above capital is estimated by Mr. Turnbull at
£267,718,000, and for the agricultural year
June, 1892, to June, 1893, at £185,750,000
—a decrease of £81,968,000. (Just imagine
what that means to the yearly income of the
agricultural and the other classes of the
country 1) The first year's gross revenne was
equivalent to £5 13s. 6d. an acre, that of
the second year to £3 17s. 4d. an acre. The
gross revenue of the first year represented
603 per cent. upon the capital, of the second
year 56% per cent., notwithstanding that
that capital was, as we have seen, so greatly
reduced,

Now, if you will run your eye over the
items in the above table, you will see that
there has heen no increase in farmers’ capital
since 1892, but, on the contrary, there must
have been a considerable decrease in the
aggregate.  Buf there has been no general
improvement in prices, either—a slight im-
provement here and there, but considerable
decreases elsewhere ; and, as the acreage re-
turns which T have tabulated in an carlier
part of this article show, the actual amount
of farming is less to-day than it was eight
years ago. If, therefore, in order to arrive
ab a round figure, we say that to-day the
farmers’ capital in this conntry may De re-
turned at 300 millions, as against the 440
millions of a quarter of a century since, we
arrive at a loss in farmers’ capital during
that period of 140 millions sterling. The
extreme Radical may rail as much as he
pleases against the landlord, and profess no
sympathy with the loss of his capital, but
even the extreme Radical must look with
sympathetic eyes at the loss of capital suf-
fered by havd-working farmers. But there is
no need, even for the purpose of gaining the
sympathy of the extreme Radical, for shut-
ting out from consideration the hnge loss of
apital sustained by the landlords, because
economically the loss would have been just
the same whether the land had been owned
by an aristocratic landlord class, by a multi-
tude of small peasants, or by the State. Tt
is the actual loss of capital value in the land
itself which, in an economic view, we have
alone to consider. The personal factor may
be altogether eliminated, and the case re-
mains just as strong and the facts just as
glaring.  Then once again get into your
minds the sum total of those facts—namely,
that owing to the decline in agriculture, this
country, during a bare quarter of a century,
has lost more than 1,100 millions of capital.

Patriotic reader, when you are bidden, as
you so often are bidden, to glow with satis-
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faction over the increasing capital held in
this country (much of which is not capital at
all, or at best only capital and water, princi-
pally water, and much of which is invested
in foreign enterprises which are of no use to
this country, and often breed harmful com-
petition with its industries), at such times |
beg of you to moderate your enthusiastic
gransports and remember that your country
during the last twenty-five years has lost
over 1,100 millions of the capital invested in
the best of all its industries.

(Closely associated with the capital question
is its partner—the labour question. Tt is
computed that for every twenty-five arable
acres put down to grass, a labourer is thrown

country. In the case of that valnable branch
of rural industry, the cultivation of hops,
the lowered acreage is per acre a much more
serious matter for labour than is the loss in
other branches of farming. The amount of
labour employed upon every acre of hop-
gardens is estimated by Colonel Brookfield at
£24 9s. a year. Now, as we have seen, the
loss of acreage among hops during the last
quarter of the century amounts to 12,500
acres. This decline in hop-growing means,
then, that labour in this country gets now
over £300,000 a year less wages than if
would have received, had the hop-gardens of
this country been merely maintained at their
former level. And when it is remembered

who the hop - pickers

}y.f/suf%u
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are—the poor of London
slums, who make each
year a valuable addition
to their wretched
incomes, and at the same
time get much-needed
fresh air, and what is
practically a  country
holiday as well—it will
he realised that there is
involved mnot only an
economic loss, but an
element akin to tragedy.

InpirEcT LOSS OF
(APITAL.

But if we are to
discuss, as it is necessary
we should discuss, the
collateral losses in capital
which have resulted from

RELATIVE SIZES OF POPULATION AND TOTAL OF HOME-GROWN CROPS

OF ALL KINDS.

out of employment. Now, the loss of corn
and green crop acreage during the last
(quarter of a century amounts to fully B
million acres. Therefore, were the arable
acreage of this country only as large as it
was twenty-five years ago, and it might and
should have been very much larger, there
would be employed upon ounr fields to-day
140,000 men more than are, in fact, em-
ployed. That is a point for working-men to
consider. They might have been, perhaps,
had they chosen, among those 140,000,  Or,
if they had preferred the urban life, their
position in the urban labour market would
have been better, unhampered by the com-
petition of those 140,000 men from the

the loss of agricultural
capital, we get on to a
much  widened area,
TLoss of capital means loss
of income, and loss of income is loss of
purchasing power, and the loss of purchasing
power by one class involves loss of income
and capital to other classes, who would have
made money oub of the larger purchases of
the first class. Those 140,000 labourers, for
instance, whom T have just mentioned, would
have spent their money among local shop-
keepers, and  so increaged the trade and
eventually the capital of their district and
their country.

I have lately come across an excellent
presentment of the case from this point of
view which found its way into one of the
appendices attached to the Evidence given
before the last Royal Commission upon
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Agriculture. Mr. W. H. Haughton, a Land

Office inspector of the Board of Agriculture,
was requested by his Department to furnish
a statement regarding the acreage of un-
cultivated land in his district, the county of
Bedford.  One of the instructions given to
this gentleman was to make an approximate
estimate of the extent of land which, having
been arable within the past ten years, was no
longer coltivated, but was left to the unaided
efforts of Nature, and was therefore of little
or no value. And he rveported that in his
county there had to be veturned under this
head 8,904 acres, all of which used to e
under the plough, in a clean state of cultiva-
tion, growing good crops of corn and support-
ing fat stock. The landlord received his
rent, and the land supported prosperous
tenant farmers and a large number of agri-
cultural labourers.  “Now,” wrote Mr.
Haughton—this was in 1895— nearly all
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adds that the result is that many farmers
have not now the capital to cultivate the land
properly.

But it is the part of Mr. Hanghton’s
report from which I am now about to quote
to which T would particularly direct your
attention in this place. He 1s speaking of
the large number of farmers proposing at
that time to let considerable quantities of
their land go to grass, and of one farmer in
particular who told Mr. Haughton that he
was going to put down 500 acres. From this
text the Board of Agriculture inspector
proceeds—I cannot do better than quote his
own words : ““ In this one case alone the loss
to the country is large —loss of home-grown
food, of employment for labourers, black-
smiths, carpenters, harness wmakers, agri-
cultural implement makers, ete., ete.  On all
sides in the agricultural districts, distress and
loss of capital are increasing. The landlord

each year is getting

less out of his

property. The
clergyman’s income
decreases. The

farmers, in number-
less cases, get no
return  from  their
farms and are losing
capital.  The mer-
chants and trades-
men in the country
towns suffer, the
mechanics  in  all
trades connected

RELATIVE TOTALS OF IMPORTED MEAT.

the old farmers of the above reported land
are gone, having lost their capital. The land
being out of cultivation, the labourer's
oceupation on it is gone, and they have been
driven to seek work clsewhere, The farm
buildings ave fast going out of rvepair, with
the fences and field gates to keep them
company.” And he adds that most of this
land could not be brought into cultivation
again except at an expenditure at from £7 to
£10 an acre, in addition to large sums upon
repairs, ete., which the landlords would have
to incur. And then, speaking generally of
the tenant farmers, he writes : < Their capital
has seriously decreased, their credit is gone,
the merchants, cattle anctioneers, and trades-
men are now very shy of giving any fresh
credit to the men who, a few years ago, were
their best customers, and whose names they
were only too glad to have on their books
for good round sums.” And naturally he

with the manufac-
ture of implements
for agricultnre must suffer from loss of
work ; so it is mnot the landlord and the
farmer alone who suffer from agrienltural
depression.”

And to this statement may be appended
Sir James Caird’s estimate, made in his
evidence before the Royal Commission upon
the Depression of Trade, that in one year
(1885) the loss in the purchasing power of
the classes engaged in or connected with
agriculture amounted to £42,800,000.

The Bedfordshire Land Office inspector
winds up his report to the optimistic gentle-
men at Whitehall with the following pregnant
paragraph, which deserves to be rescued from
the obscurity of a dusty Blue Book :—

“This is a point I consider is not brought
sufficiently to the front, as a large proportion
of the voters in the country helieve that
agricultural depression hurts no one but the
landlord and the farmer, and as long as they
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et the benefits of the low prices for corn
they do not think it matters if the landlords
and the farmers in the country are
ruined and the clay land goes out of
cultivation.”

It is not only that the agricultural capital
of the country is so much less than it would
have been but for the decline in cultivation ;
there have heen losses to other sorts of
capital, which it is impossible to number, but
which are real and serions. It was the
manufacturing interests of this country who
sacrificed agriculture half a century ago, but
those same manufacturing interests to-day
would be better off, would have more trade,
and more profitable trade, if a thriving
agriculture were spread over the countryside
around our factory towns. Do not think
that if you are not a farmer or a land-
lord this question of agriculture does not
affect you. It does affect you, whoever yon
are. You may be a doctor—the denuded
countryside gives less scope for your practice.
You may be a stockbroker-—there would be
more business coming to your office if the
acricultural classes had not lost their money.
You may be (let me take a quite extreme
case) an actor——theatres in country towns,
and in London also, would be better filled if
farmers and their wives had not been ruined.
Therefore, this question of agricultural
decline does affect every one of you,
whatsoever your trade or profession, and if

Sa ?Tgﬂ:rc?f'(cfo elal

you do get out of ruined agriculture a loaf a
halfpenny cheaper, or a pound of butter a
penny cheaper, think seriously whether even
from the point of view of your own pockeb
you are really enriched by the ruin of your
fellow countrymen in the villages.

OraEr Ecovomic LoOSSES.

This question of the capital loss which the
country has suffered is of such pre-eminent
importance that the subject needs to be
thrashed out in all its bearings, and before
passing away from it, therefore, I would

Tarmers % d/aﬁ'q /
|

direct your attention hriefly to one or two
other aspects of the matter.

in the first place, let no one run away with
the notion that the frightful loss of land-
lords’ capital which T have enumerated
above consists only in depreciated values.
During these years of \-'anis]hing capital the
landowners have actnally been sinking large
additional sums in their estates, and therefore
their real loss of capital is very much greater
than the figures compiled upon the basis
of purchase values indicate. Thus, Lord
Harrington’s agent, Mr., Gilbert Murray,
fold the Royal Commission on Agriculture
that during the twenty-six years he had
heen connected with the Elvaston estate, he
had spent £40,000 on 6,000 acres in build-
ings and drainage, entirely out of income.
Again, Sir Michael Hicks-Beach told the same
oyal Commission that for the past thirty-
five years he had *practically spent his
income upon them.” These examples might
be multiplied indefinitely. Nor is it an
adequate reply to say that the landlords
spending these sums got interest upon the
money.  Colonel Hughes, when giving
evidence before the Royal Commission, upon
the large sums that had been spent in im-
provements upon the Wynstay estate, said
that the return in the way of interest
amounted only to 2} per cent. Now, I need
hardly remind you that one expects more
than 2% per cent. return from money in-
vested in a losing and most uncertain
business. It is not fair, either, to treat the
matter quite in this way. The money spent
upon improvements on an estate should be
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considered as part of the general capital of
the estate, and the income of the esiate
should be treated as a whole. Dcing this,
it is doubtful if the additional money pac
into agricultural land can be said generally
to have yielded even the poverty-stricken
return of 2} per cent.

There is another point which it is worth
while to impress upon the reader. The
official returns which give the statistics of
the amount of land going out of caltivation
from year to year understate the actoal
position.  This will be apparent if 1 quote a
few sample extracts from reports made to the
Board of Agriculbure by land officers and
inspectors.  Mr. Creed reported from Essex
that, in addition to the land actually ont of
cultivation, “a great many farms are unlet
and out of owner’s hands.”  IFrom Lincoln-
shire, Mr. Higgins veports that though he is
not aware of land having gone ount of actual
cultivation, * certain lands have gone into o
partial and imperfect state of culfivation.”
Again, from Norfolk, Mr. Beck reports:
“ No land out of eunltivabion, but large arcas
have been left in grass as sheep-walks.” It
will thus be seen that the actual condition of
farming is worse even than the official
returns show, depressing though these are.

There is another feature of the case which
may be. mentioned in this place. It may he
asked, secing that the farmer’s heaviest losses
are usually upon wheat-growing, why do
farmers leb their capital and income slide away
by continuing to grow wheat, instead of devot-
ing themselves to other kinds of farming, in
which there is more profit or less probability
of loss 7 There are various answers to this
question.  For one thing, farmers are
growing less and less wheat every year ; but
there are many reasons why they hold on as
long as possible to the old staple industry.
There is one reason which I would particularly
mention just now, as it more immediately
concerns the point of view that we have just
been discussing.  The reason is this. The
enltivation of wheat divides farm labour over
the season more equably than do other
branches of farming ; and the urgency of
this reason for wheat cultivation will be
apparent as soon as it is stated. But T may
add that the practical cconomics of farming
furnish yet another reason why wheat is
grown even after it has ceased to be divectly
profitable. That reason is, that a lot of
straw is required upon farms; and even in
these days we have not yet got to the pitch
of importing straw from foreign countries.

Again, with regard to the loss of national
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capital, through the decline in agriculture,
by other than agriculturists, as I have said,
this loss cannot be estimated, though it spreads
far and wide into all sorts of industries,
like the ever-widening circle made by a stone
falling into a pool of water ; bui I may make
particular mention of one such industry,
since it is, or was, largely a rural industry
in close connection with farming. 1 refer to
the milling of wheat. [t may without
exacgeration be said that the ruin of the
miller is greater even than the ruin of the
farmer.  Oue of the most melancholy, as it
is one of the most common sights in the
country is the broken-down mill. I am not
aware that any estimates have been made of
the logs of capital in the milling industry, but
the figures, if they were compiled, would un-
doubtedly be of formidable dimensions, and
the loss to the miller is continually moant-
ing, at an even greater ratio than the loss to
the farmer. Tor whereas the import of
wheat grew from 52 million cwt. to 683
million ewt. between 1875 and 1900, the
import of wheat-meal and flonr grew from 6
million ewt. to 9% million ewt. in the same
period —thab is to say, during the last quarter
of a cenbury our wheat imports have increased
by 31 per cent., but our flour imports by no
less than 58 per cent.

And this increasing stoppage of English
mill-wheels is of even more moment than
the direct loss of production in the mills
themselves indicate ; for milling gives the
valuable Dby-product of offal, the uses of
which to other industries ave important. By
importing flour in ever larger quantibies
we nob only ruin the wheat-farmer and the
miller, but we also deprive the country of a
vast mass of offuls which, if we had them,
would enrvich other departments of rural
industry.

A RESUME.

Let us sum up the position so far. For
the main facts we have dealt with are so im-
portant, so appalling in their significance,
that it is well the impression of their recital
should not be weakened by the explanatory
matter in which it has been necessary to
imbed them. The salient facts, then, are
these.

The power, the health, the wealth, the very
existence of a nation are in the long run
bound up with the prosperity of its agri-
culture. England has, for a certain fancied
consideration in other directions expected to
be received, deliberately sacrificed her agri-
culture. The effect of the sacrifice has be-
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come increasingly apparent during the past
quarter of a century.

The wheat acreage of the United Kingdom
has fallen from 3% million acres in the early
‘seventies, to well under 2 millions at the
present time. That is to say, within a
quarter of a century we have diminished our
native supply of breadstuffs by one half, and
this notwithstanding that the population has
increased in the period from 31% millions to
414 millions.

The increase of population has, however,
been only in the towns, for the abandonment
of agriculture has bl'outrht about the gradual
d(.ph,tlon of the countryside by the emigra-
tion of the villagers into"the towns or abroad.

The abandonment of wheat-growing has
not been compensated by increases in the other
branches of rural industry, The acreage of
corn crops generally has ‘declined from 113
million acres at the beginning of the quarter
century to 83 million acres ab its end. The
green crop acreage has declined from 5 million
acres to 41 million acres. The valuable flax
cultivation has declined from 136,000 acres
to 48,000 acres. The yet more valuable
hop-gardens have declined from 64,000 to
51,000 acres.

Meanwhile, notwithstanding the extended
area thus rendered available for pastnrage,
the head of cattle has only increased from
10 millions to 11 millions, while the number
of sheep has declined from 33 millions to
A1 millions, and there is a slight decline in
the number of pigs fed in the country.

This decline has proceeded pare  pussu
with an enormous increase in onr imports of
foodstuffs—that is to say, an enormously
increased dependence npon the goodwill or
the impotence of foreign nations, and an
equivalent weakening in our defensive power,
issuing in ever greater anxiety regarding our
naval power and continuously augmented
attempts to strengthen that power. Taking
breadstuffs alone, we eat roughly four—in
some years five—loaves made from imported
wheat to one loaf made from home-grown
wheat.

Consequent upon the permanent depression
in our agricultnral industries wronght by
foreign competition, and the abandonment

of home production, the country has suffered
stupendous losses in its capital, and this at
a time when other nations are angmenting
their capital with startling mpl(lltv, and
the possession of a great Cd}]lbsll (upon which
England has prided herself) is as necessary
to a nation as the force which makes the
heart beat is necessary to the sustenance of
animal life. :

That part of our agricultural capital which
is vested in the owners of the land has,
during the past twenty-five years, been
diminished by 1,000 millions ‘:t(,l]l]]u', and
not by its transfer into other industrial
channels—the diminntion is sheer loss,

That part of the nation’s agricultural
capital which is vested in the hands of the
farmers has diminished within the same
period by a sum little short of 150 millions
sterling,  And this diminntion also repre-
sents actual loss of capital.

Greab losses of capital have also Dbeen
suffered by industries snch as milling, which
are allied to the farming industries,

With this loss of capital has proceeded a
general loss of trade and wealth in the
country, ramifying all throngh our in-

dustrial society and inflicting loss of wages
and other evils upon ].lhmll, increasing

pauperism—which, again, is a charge upon
capital and Jabour—and angmenting the
emigration of the very men whom it ig in
the interest of the conntry to preserve within
its borders.

&

the sitnation which
England has to face at the dawn of the
twenticth century. 1t is an overwhelmingly
serious situation viewed from any point of
view, and the aspects ave many. It is indeed
a sitnation which can only adequately be
deseribed as our national peril,

No more urgent problem than the re-
novation of agriculture can command the
attention of statesmen and all citizens of
this conntry at the present moment. The
questions involved go to the very root
of our national well-being, even of our
national existence. In a subsequent paper
I purpose to discuss the possibilities of
renovation,

This. in short, is

(70 be concluded.)
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N my former
article I
endeav-
oured to
lay bare
the naked-
ness of the
land. 1
showed
how deteri-
oration,
d ecadence,

5 practically

death. had
descended upon the queen of our industries.

Then I went on to show how, among the

varions and serious evils which have followed

in the train of this national disaster, the loss
of capital invested in the industry was not
the least serious.  Within about a quarter of

a century agricultural landlords’ capital had

been diminished by about £1,000,000,000,

while the loss in farmers' capital was not
much less than £150,000,000. Were no
other evil results but this loss of capital
involved in the destruction of rural industry,
the matter would demand the most earnest

attention ; but other grave evils wait upon a

country whose villages are derelict.

Tae DerLETED VILLAGES.

It is no light matter this denudation of
the countryside. ~ Even supposing that the
men who leave the villages get as remune-
rative employment elsewhere, it is a loss to
the country when they go abroad. New
countries are glad enough to have them, and
like them in preference to any other class of
immigrants —an excellent reason why we
should look askance at losing them. =~ Yet
they continue to be drained away.

Five thousand seven hundred and one
agrieultural labourers, gardeners, carters,
ete., emigrated from the United Kingdom in

1900.  They were accompanied by 8,508
farmers and graziers, by 60 millers, maltsters,
etc. And in respect to the other classes of
emigrants—the blacksmiths, the carpencers,
the general labourers, the sawyers, the shop-
keepers, and the rest—fewer of these would
have needed to leave their native country
had it not been for the depression in agri-
culture, which diminished their chances of
earning a living at home.

And while we are thus draining away the
best elements in our population, we are re-
ceiving from Continental countries their
worst elements. Europe has made England
the dumping-ground of her surplus popula-
tion, in the same way as she has made it the
dumping-ground of her surplus production.
And if “cheap and nasty " may be applied
to some of Europe's surplus production, it
may certainly be applied to much the greater
part of Europe’s sau?ﬂus population which
she shoots upon our shores. 62,505 of these
alien immigrants (against 50,884 in 1899,
and 40,785 in 1898) arrived in England in
1900. In the Immigration Returns they
are classed as aliens who are not stated to be
en route to America and other places out of
the United Kingdom. Exactly. They were
mostly aliens whom America and ~other
countries would not admit. Those other
countries prefer the flower of our villages,
which we send to them. We let the best go,
and fill up with a class of foreigners who, at
the best, only serve to make our city slums
more slummy.

And when our agricultural workers mi-
grate from their villages, not abroad, but
to the towns and mining districts of this
country, can the change he commended ?
Take first the case of those who become
colliers.  Regarded in an economic view the
depletion of our mineral reserves is not as
good an industry as the growing of grain.
When the coal is taken out of the ground
there is no more to follow, and the country’s

* Nore.—The Wrxnsor does not necessarily identify itself with all the deductions contained in

Mr. Williams® careful article, but publishes it as a striking contribution towards the study of a subject
which all thoughtful people admit to be one of vital importance—FEprron,
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capital is lessened. But the fields may be
tilled over and over again, and, if they are
properly manured, there is no exhaustion.
On the contrary, the greater the income
derived from agriculture, the greater the
principal left behind. A country, therefore,
which exchanges agriculture for mining
does bub impoverish itself.

Regarded from the point of view of the men
themselves, the change is not to be com-
mended either. They get better wages down
a coal-mine ; but at what a price! Compare
the life of the reaper or the teamster, bathed
in the sunlight, inhaling fresh breezes, fol-
lowing a healthful and natural occupation,
surrounded by Nature’s best sights and
sounds and scents, with the lot of the collier,
crouching in the gallery of a coal-pit, grab-
bing in grime and darkness, exposed to awful
danger. And the same sort of comparison,
in its measure, holds good between rural and
urban labour. Compare the agricultural
labourer and the factory hand ; the dairy-
maid and the pallid girl in poisonous white-
lead works or mateh factory; the farmer
jogging along the countryside to market,
with the clerk mewed up in a city office,
cronching on a stool over endless rows of
figures. It is necessary that we should have
our mines and our factories and our city
offices, but it is an evil thing that men should
be forced from the healthful life of the
country into them.

It is more than doubtful if men and
women are the happier for the change. One
hears of the dulness of country life, but the
dulness is largely the product of the very
agricultural depression which has been
denuding the villages, and it is largely a
false assumption based upon an unreal com-
parison of the quiet village life with the
noise of gas-lit pavements. I doubt if a
man is more cheerful in a gin-palace than
in a village inn ; if his wife is happier in a
one-roomed slum lodging than in a country
cottage ; if the children ave happier playing
in the reeking back streets of large towns
than in the lanes and fields of the villages.

Certainly they are not better. One needs
to be a man of considerable culture and
education, to enjoy many advantages which
are denied to the poorer classes, in order to
withstand the evil moral and spiritual
influences of town life. There are plenty of
evils in villages : I am not idealising the
spiritual or moral attainments of the average
rural population ; but they are ab least,
speaking generally, spared that dveary, deep-

rooted scepticism which cats like a dry rob

into the lives of, T fear, the majority of
modern dwellers in big towns. The man
whose horizon is bounded by brick walls,
who does not steep himself n the star-lit
nights of the country, who is unaccustomed
to the sound of rushing water and of the
fresh wind swaying great frees, is deaf and
blind to sights and sounds to which it is
very essential that his eyes and ears should
be opened. It is not alone in the economic
view that the depletion of the villages must
be deprecated.

Tur Narrovan Loss.

What affects the individual affects the
nation of which he is a part. But just as
the foregoing considerations may be said to
apply more particularly to the individual, so
there is another set of considerations which
may be described as more exclusively
national.

The depopulation of the villages acts in
diminution of the population in two ways.
There is, first, the fact that it is by no
means necessary to a plentiful urban popu-
lation to have an uninhabited countryside.
If the farms and villages were thriving, there
would be more work, and not less, for the
manufacturine and commercial classes. I
do not know that anyone has said it outright,
but by a method of implication, at all events,
it has been customary to speak of our in-
dustrial prosperity as the consequence of our
agricultural decadence ; as if the latter were
the necessary price to pay for the former.
Yet a moment’s consideration will suffice to
show how utterly preposterous is this notion.
The diminution of the rural population
means, to a large extent, if nob pro tante, or
more than pro fanto, the diminution of the
entire population.

Secondly, the transfer of the population
from rural to erowded urban districts means
a diminution in the reproductive vigour of
the race. It is a fact attested to by statis-
ticians that a third generation of pure
Londoners is unknown. The amenities of
London life—good drainage, access to hos-
pitals, and the rest—may keep the average
Londoner fairly healthy, in a way, but he
lacks the vigorous health which ensues in
the reproduction of his species. Partly the
artificial life, partly the lack of ozone in the
air, are, I understand, the causes. What we
have to regard, however, is the fact ; and it
is a serious fact for any nation. For, how-
ever hardly a large family may press upon
the individual parent, the merest tyro in
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the South African war that
our town-bred soldiers have
been unequal to the ex-
posure and the incidental
hardships of rough cam-
paigning on the veldt, and
that thereby the efficiency
of our Army in dealing
with the hardy Boer farmers
has been seriously impaired.
In the Navy, too, the dearth
of men is cansing no little
anxiety. It is from the
villages rather than from
the towns that sailors are
recruited, and the villages
are becoming empty at the
same time that the need for
a larger Navy is increasing.

But there is one other
factor of a political kind
which may be mentioned
here—the importance of a
large rural population in
order to furnish the country
with that measure of real
conservatism which is so
essential to the stability of
i 11z1t.iOIl. B‘Y conservatism
I do not mean an attach-
ment to any particular party
in politics ; I mean rather
instinctive conservatism, the
habit of mind which makes
for stability ; and that habit
of mind will always be
found in the largest measure

economics knows that the larger the popu-
lation, the larger the aggregate wealth of the
country. Every man born into the world,
unless he be a vagrant, a criminal, or an
invalid, makes more wealth than he con-
sumes ; else it would not be a profitable
operation for anyone to employ him. There-
fore, in an economic view, the diminution
of the population is a serions matter for the
State. So it is also, obviously, in a political
view : a nation, other things being equal, is
great in proportion to its numbers.

There is, further, the question of national
defence. ~ Since our recruifing sergeants
have had to draw more and more largely
upon the towns there has been a continuous
diminution in the Army’s physical standard ;
and the puny appearance of many of onr
soldiers has now become a common theme
for melancholy jocularity. 1 believe it has
been proved over and over again during

amongst the agricultural
classes. It is well to have progress, but
progress without the element of conservatism
1s too apt to become a mere restless and
reckless pursnit of change for the sake of
change. And it is this habit of mind—which,
unchecked, tends towards disaster — that
flourishes chiefly in big towns. It is needful
to keep the balance. This is seen more par-
ticularly to-day in France, whose very salva-
tion lies in the great solid weight of its
peasantry, counteracting the incipient revolu-
tionism of Paris and the big manufacturing
towns. Similarly the looming evils in Spain
centre in the big towns, such as Barcelona.
Grermany is even now appreciating the neces-
sity of, and taking steps to insure against, the
depletion of its villages. The political
stability of England, and therewith its com-
mercial greatness, are becoming endangered
by the draining away of the solid political basis
which the villages furnish to the Constitution.
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Our Foop v War Triue.

There is another great danger to which
the nation is exposing itself by a lack of
native food supply. We do not produce
much more than a fifth of our consumption
of breadstuffs. We need, roughly, 30,000,000
quarters a year. Our production in 1901 is
estimated at about 6,500,000 quarters, and
in 1901 the yield per acre was 1 per cent.
above the average of the decade. Nor is the
whole of these 6,500,000 quarters available
for consumption, as 2 or 24 bushels per acre
from the crop each year are needed for seed.
Farther, we do not keep in the country large
stocks of imported wheat. Under the modern
practice less wheat is stored in the country
than formerly, and the tendency to shorten
the stocks is steadily proceeding, In point
of fact, we practically, in this matter, live
from hand to mouth. Millers sell flour ahead
to the hakers, when they have not, perhaps,
bought more than half the wheat wherewith
tomake it. Many of our largest mills have
not even two or three days’ supply. Millers
used to buy wheat ; they now buy options in
wheat. The wheat remains stored in foreign
granaries. Sometimes the entire stock of
wheat in the country, both foreign and home
grown, is less than 2,000,000 quarters—not
equal, that is to say, to more than three weeks’
supply. For the six months following March
each year, the quantity of wheat in the
country seldom exceeds six weeks’ supply,
not infrequently is lower, and tends to become
still lower. Even just after harvest there is
barely fourteen weeks” supply in the country.

Now think what that would mean in time
of war. I mean a war waged against us by
one or more great naval Powers, “ Oh! but
the Navy,” perhaps you say. But does it
not strike you that perhaps our Fleet would
have something better to do than convoy
grain ships across the Atlantic during war
time ? that its operations might he seriously
hampered by having to perform this big
service ?  Hasily, then, the country might
run short of food ; for it is not only wheat,
but all sorts of foodstuffs, for which we are
largely dependent upon imports.  That is to
say, famine would stare the country in the
face. Even if the Navy devoted itself to the
convoy of food-carrying ships, famine prices
would at once result. Corn merchants
estimate that the commencement of a naval
war against this country would mean the
immediate rise of wheat to anything between
one hundred shillings and two hundred
shillings a quarter. What would be the effect

of that to-day upon the working classes ?
With trade disorganised, and wages therefore
lower or non-existent, it would mean grievous
suffering, bread riots, revolution—unless the
country sought peace at once upon any terms
the enemy would give it.

But would there be any grain to convoy ?
By a few smart and secret financial operations

gents of the enemy could corner the world’s
wheat supply ; and as this would be the most
effectual method of bringing England quickly
to her knees, it is more than probable that
such a course would be followed. Suppose
that the enemy declared war in the spring-
time, when there was not more than a month’s
or six weeks’ supply in the country : how
long, under these ecircumstances, could
England stand out, even though she succeeded
in ‘ﬁolding down her famine-stricken popu-
lation ? She could not stand out until the
harvest-time. Even if war came upon the
eve of the harvest, she would still have only
abont two months’ supply, and so would have
to beat the enemy off the sea within a few
weeks, in order that then she might get
access to the wheat of the Colonies—unless
the enemy had forestalled her there. The
position is most formidably serious; the
danger, when it is examined, is really frightful.

Yet, if we were producing, as we might
produce, the greater part of our own bread-
stuffs, we should be secured against this awful
peril.

And as to the Navy. If it really is the fact
that our gigantic Navy, growing more costly
every year, does exist largely for the purpose
of convoying imported grain to our shores,
rather than for fighting operations, is it not
a mad waste of money to spend so many
millions every year upon a fleet which
would be superflnous if we had not abandoned
our arable lands ?

Tae Toss oF THE MANUFACTURERS
MARKETS.

I touched briefly upon this matter in my
last article, when speaking of the loss of
capital and income which agricnltural de-
pression mnecessarily inflicted upon every
department of trade, every occupation in the
country, in varying degree. But a word
further upon the matter is desirable in this
place. We have so often been told, by
apologists for the present state of things, that
England’s trade is an export trade, and that
above all things it is necessary that she should
have cheap food, from wherever it may come,
in order that her manufacturers may (through
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the payment of lower wages) be enabled to
sell cheaply in foreign markets. As a descrip-
tion of the general course of our trade, this
statement may be accepted. But whether
the economic situation it reveals is desirable
or not, is another matter. The more closely
it is examined, the less desirable does it
appear.

In the first place,our manufacturers, faced
by the growingly keen and formidable com-
petition of other nations, have to fight
harder and ever harder for the retention of
their foreign markets.  And it is quite clear
that in the future they will inevitably be
edged ont of those markets, for other nations
are building up their own manufacturing
capacity, while for what import trade remains,
the competition of America and of Germany
is too formidable to allow the English manu-
facturer to retain more than a small remnant,
All this means that our manufacturers, in

concentrating their attention upon the export
markets, are working in a field which is
shrinking, and is bound to shrink, both in
profitableness and in extent.

But always, in the very nature of the case,
an export market must, saving certain
abnormal exceptions, be less profitable than
the home market. The cost of transport
has been wonderfully cheapened of late, but
it is still an item ; so are the commissions of
the various middlemen through whose hands
manufactures destined for distant markets
have to pass.  And when, in addition, there
are heavy import duties to pay, some part of
which at least must fall upon the exporting
manufacturer, and a keen price-cutting com-
petition with other exporting nations also to
face, in addition to the relative uncertainty
of foreign markets, as compared with home
markets, it will be seen without further
argument that our manufacturers would be

much better off had they a

good home market at their
doors instead of this pre-
carious and comparatively
nuprofitable foreign market.

But a good home market
ab their doors would help
them to gain and retain
foreign markets. It is be-
cause America and Germany
have a better home market
than that which is afforded
to English manufacturers
that these rivals of ours are
able to sell more cheaply
abroad than we can. They
so arrange their affairs as
to secure a profit upon the
home markef. The cost of
producing over and above
that quantity with the same
plant, the general charges
having been already paid,
is much less. If English
manufacturers, therefore,
had a larger and better
secured home market, they
would be better equipped
for, and able to sell more
cheaply in foreign markets.
Now the depletion and the
impoverishment of the
countryside seriously dimin-
ish the market for English
manufacturers. Every fresh
acre put under cultivation,
each added head of stock,
cach new dairy and restarted
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mill, would mean so much more population
in the rural districts, so much more pur-
chasing power, so much improvement in the
home market open to English manufacturers.
The questionable advantage of ultra-cheap
foodstuffs as an aid to the payment of low
wages is far more than equalised by the real
disadvantage to the English manufacturer of
a falling and faded market for his goods in
the villages and country towns.

Again, therefore, let it be impressed upon
the reader that the abandonment of our
farming industries issues not alone—~though
that, in truth, is serious enongh—in the
Joss of national wealth through the diminished
production of the fruits of the soil ; it issues
also in a loss of potential wealth of all kinds.
Our factories would have more work, and
more profitable work, with an increase in
the purchasing power of the agricultural
population ; and they would even have
better foreign markets, since they would be
more powerfully equipped to contest those
markets.

UTILISATION OF SEWAGE.

A discussion of the loss of potential wealth
through the depression in agriculture, and of
ihe contrast between town and country life,
naturally calls to mind the question of the
replenishment of the soil’s productive power
by its manuring with the excreta and refuse
from the towns. Where natural manures, as
contrasted with chemical manuves, are used,
this process of rejuvenating the soil is alveady
in existence. But there is a widespread
belief that very much more could be done,
that the sewage of great towns might be
utilised upon an extensive scale. At present
it is wasted, and worse than wasted, for it
tends to propagate disease, and the only
problem which is tackled in practice is how
to get rid of it. In the opinion of some
experts this waste is waste in the proper
sense of the word. Sir Edwin Chadwick,
for example, has said that for 24. a ton he
could distribute London sewage over the
country for the farmers’ use. I am aware
that, on the other hand, so eminent an
authority as the late Sir John Lawes has
taken an adverse view after examining
the matter at length and carrying out ex-
periments. His opinion was that sewage
is so diluted that it is hopeless to think of
doing anything with it. With all due respect,
however, to Sir John Lawes, it should not
be assumed that his opinion is the last word
apon the matter. The experiments which
he conducted were carried oub a great many

years ago, and it may easily be that now,
or in the future, practical scientists may
devise means of getting over the difficulty
which oppressed Sir John TLawes. The
matter is even now under the consideration
of a Royal Commission, and it is well worth
the attention which is being bestowed upon
it, for the absorption into the soil of excre-
mental and decaying vegetable and animal
matter is Nature’s own remedy for the ex-
haustion of the soil consequent upon crop-
bearing. And if adequate means of transfer
from the drains to the cultivated lands could
be found, the land would be enriched and
the farming industry would benefit by what
would practically amount to an infusion of
free capital into the farmers’ business, and
the public health would be better secured
besides.

Tiae Quanrry oF THE Foob.

Here is another consideration which should
not be passed over. Opinions differ as to
the relative qualities of imported and home-
grown foodstuffs ; and though I would not
g0 o far as to contend that imported food
is not generally wholesome and palatable, it
will not be maintained, save, perhaps, by
importing merchants, that the food we get
from abroad is quite as rich in character,
quite as grateful to the palate, as the home-
grown article. I will except grains from this
category. The best American and Canadian
wheat is doubtless fully equal to our own;
though I doubt if as much can be said of
that which comes, say, from Russia. Bub
the best home-made butter and cheese and
home-cured hams are certainly superior to
anything we get from abroad. So it is with
meab. The chilled beef and the frozen
mutton which come to us from the ends of
the earth are good enough, at the price ; but
who, apart from questions of price, would
not prefer a Welsh saddle of mutton or a
joint of Scotch beef to anything from the
United States or New Zealand ? And it
isn’t always the good stuff from the United
States and New Zealand which you get : there
is the inferior mutton from the River Plate,
the inferior beef from Australia, which,
often unannounced, take the place of the
better sorts at our tables. So it is with
fruits. California and Canada send us re-
spectable apples, but their flavour is not as
that of the old English varieties, which are
becoming rarer and raver upon our side-
boards.

There is a more serious point of view from
which to regard this question of the relative
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quality of English and foreign food. Many
of the Continenfal bufter factories are not
above suspicion. A few years ago the
Board of Customs instructed its analysts to
test imported butters. Out of 890 samples
examined, 106 were declared to be adul-
terated. When T referred to this matter in
my hook, “The Foreigner in the Farmyard,”
I was taken to task by the official organ of
the Danish butter trade, which protested
that Denmark, at all events, was pure, and
that the Dutch Chamber of Commerce had
protested against the results of the English
analyses in regard to Dutch butter. Un-
doubtedly the Danish Government does
exercise admirable care over the products of
Danish factories, but with respect to Holland
I do not see why the protest of a Dutch
Chamber of Commerce should override the
tale told by scientific analyses in England ;
though, it may be added, Germany came out
of the analyses as a worse offender than
Holland.  Nor was France exempt. A
Frenchman himself, M. Guillemin, chair-
man of the commission in charge of a
French Margarine Bill, declared in the
House of Deputies that Normandy and
Brittany bubter was sent over to England
containing 15 to 35 per cent. of margarine.
Nor would the passage of a law against adul-
teration appear to have been quite effectual.
Professor Long told the Food Products
Adulteration Committee that in a French
factory which he visited he found margarine
being blended with butter for the English
market, the product being exported as
‘ gnaranteed pure butter,” and this notwith-
standing that the owner had been repeatedly
fined by his unappreciative compatriots.
There is also the preservative cuestion,
It is hardly open to doubt that the boracic
acid which preserves food by killing the
microbes has a like deadly effect upon the
organisms which inhabit the human stomach
and are necessary to the due performance of
digestion—in a word, that the nuse of boracic
acid and gimilar food-preservatives breeds
dyspepsia.  Now, English dairymen are not
proof against the femptation to use these
deleterions preservatives, though steps are
being taken to check the habit; but ob-
viously those foods which come from a great
distance, often half-way round the world,
are still more likely to be doctored with
chemicals than are home-grown produets.

THE CASE 0F IRELAND.
I wonder when people will begin to realise
that what more than anything else is the

matter with Ireland is the ruin of her great
staple industry, agriculoure. It is generally
recognised that, apart from fomented treason
and race hatred, the Irish question is an
agrarian one; but the full content is not
given to the word “ agrarian.” People wander
offt into mere questions of landlordism.
Landlordism in Ireland is no more to blame
than it is in England or any other country.
On the contrary, the Irish farmer is placed
in a far better position relatively to his
landlord than is the English or the Scottish
farmer. It is the agricultural industry
itself which ought to be considered. A
few do consider it. Mr. Plunkett and his
co-workers in the Irish Agricultural Organi-
sabion Society have appreciated the trouble,
and have seen that Irish renovation depends
upon the renovation of Ireland’s staple
industry, and are working valiantly to that
end by the establishment of co-operative
dairies and agricultural banks. — Politi-
cians of the type of Mr. Dillon know it
also, though they will not confess it; but
hey virtually confess it when they stand
aloof from invitations to join the work of
the Irish Agricultural Organisation Society,
and shrink with terror from anything that
would make agriculture more prosperous in
the country, because they know that the
prosperity of agriculture would mean the
end of the treason and political agitation
upon which they batten. But when will the
mass of Irish people and of English people
see the thing also ?

In the past England treated Ireland
badly. Cruel and oppressive and foolish laws
were made, hampering, even prohibiting,
the formation of manufacturing industries
in Ireland. These laws, however, having
done their work of evil, have since been
repealed. But greater than the evils they
have wrought has been the blow which
England struck at Ireland’s chief industry.
And thab has not yet been put right; and so
Treland still suffers, and will go on suffering,
and the country remains impoverished, and
her children continue to emigrate, to cherish
in a foreign country their rancour against
England. Inoffensive Irish landlords have
been treated badly ; coercive laws, the
necessity of which in a civilised country is a
shame to that country, have heen passed ;
the time and the energy of the Imperial
Parliament have been wasted year after year,
to the neglect of other business, while Irish
questions have been debated ; men have
been murdered ; the Empire has been
weakened, and is still exposed to danger—
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all on account of the Irish trouble, which is
very largely the result of the decadence of
Ireland’s rural industries, and might very
largely be cured by a return of agricultural
prosperity.  If only as a solution of the
eternal, harassing Trish question, it would be
well worth while to take almost any steps, to
submit to almost any sacrifices, in order to
bring prosperity to Irish agrienlture.

But anotion of Governmental insensibility
to the need of enconraging Irish industry
may be gathered from the following reply
made in 1884 by Mr. Childers, then
Chancellor of the Exchequer, to Lord John
Manners, who had asked whether the Govern-
ment would be prepared to allow the
agriculturists of the United Kingdom to
grow tobacco. Mr. Childers said :—

€At that time—1779-1830—when tobaceo
was allowed to be grown in Ireland, the Free
Trade rules, which are the basis of cur
legislation, were not so well understood, and
the tobacco grown in Ireland was not subject
to duty. Of course, now, if the permission
were restored, the tobacco would have to pay
an Excise duty, and a countervailing Customs
duty. . . . T therefore, after the fullest con-
sideration, have come to the conclusion that

it would not be possible to allow the growth of

lobaceo in this country.”
Of such are our legislators made.

Tur DeapnLy Cry oF CHEAPNESS.

And it is all for the sake of cheapness.
This tremendous loss, these most serious and
threatening evils of varions kinds, are all
deliberately incurred by this nation upon the
one plea of Cheapness. It is the most monn-
mental, the deadliest folly that ever entered
into the mind of man.

Dr. Johnson, with that characteristic rongh
common-sense of his which brushed aside
the sophisms overlaying any subject with
which he was dealing, once wrote: “If is to
no purpose to tell me that eggs are a penny
a dozen in the Highlands ; that is not be-
cause eggs are many, but because pence are
few.” This is a passage from the great
doctor’s works which might well form the
subject of serious meditation to-day. An
impartial meditation upon it, in the light of
the facts that we have already been consider-
ing, will play havoe with this short-sighted
Cheapness theory.

The actual case may be put more strongly
than in Dr. Johnson’s words. When a
country’s production is properly cared for
and guarded, a rise in the price of commodi-

ties is not only compensated by a rise in
wages and profits, but is more than compen-
sated. According to evidence given before
the Royal Commission on the Depression in
Trade, the cost of living in the United States
was 10 per cent. more than the cost of living
in this country ; but wages were 80 per cent.
more. And the position in America has not
worsened since then. The marvellously in-
creased production of all kinds of wealth
there has made the cost of living cheaper
than it was in 1886, though wages have not
cone down ; on the contrary, T believe they
have gone substantially upwards.  Anyone
who has lived in the United States, as [ have
done, knows that the American workman is
far better off than the English workman.
And yet we are bidden not to follow
America's example in the safeguarding of
native industries, because by so doing we run
the risk of paving a little more for certain
commodities ! Let us have done with this
huckstering folly before we are utterly ruined.
Let us remember that production must pre-
cede consnmption, and that if we look after
production, consumption will take care of
itself.  What on earth advantage is it to a
working man to have bread cheapened by a
halfpenny a loaf, which means the yearly
saving of less than half-a-crown per head,
when the result is that working men’s wages
are lowered by much more than half-a-
crown a week? Is it not cruel mockery
to tell the working man he can buy his loaf
for fivepence-halfpenny instead of sixpence,
when, in consequence of lack of employ-
ment, he hasn’t the fivepence-halfpenny in
his pocket ?

The mad theory does not bear argument.
And yet it will perhaps be as well to point
out that not only is the adoption of the theory
an act of national suicide, but the alleged fact
upon which it is based is largely false. In
the first place, owing to the great increase in
the world's production of all kinds of wealth,
and the development of the credit system
offsetting the depreciation of gold, commodi-
ties generally are cheaper than they used to
be—that is to say, they are more easily within
the reach of the poor man. Any necessity,
therefore, which may have existed in past
years to study cheapness as a subject of cry-
ing moment is disappearing. The greater
power which the working classes of all
nations have now of demanding a bigger
share of the fruits of industry makes this
desirability of studying cheapness yet more
remote.

And then there is the fact, ignored by the
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Cheapness theorists, that the protection of
industry does not, in the long run, make for

dearness. It helps to ensure a reasonable
profit and reasonable wages to those engaged
in indusry ; but it also develops industry
within the protected area, and thereby de-
velops competition, and so forces down
prices to a reasonable level. Tt is not in the
interests of permanent cheapness of food to
let the excellent food-producing lands of this
country go to rack and ruin, and so to give
the foreigner a monopoly of the supply. Do
you know that in 1836, the year of highest
protective duties in this country, bread was
selling at fivepence-halfpenny a foaf ?  With

all your importa-
tions you cannot
geb it much below
that to-day. And
why was bread sold
ab fivepence-half-
penny a loaf in
18367 Because the
nation’s agriculture
had been protected
and developed to
such a degree that
the country was
self -sufficing, and
when the harvest
was bountiful the
wheat could be sold
as cheaply as it can
be sold to-day un-
der the influence
of decayed home
agriculture and
unrestricted
foreign competi-
tion. Inlean years
more had to be
paid, but the pro-
tective duties were
arranged upon a
sliding scale, which,
by admitting for.
eign wheat upon
lower terms in pro-
portion to the in-
crease in the price,
mitigated the dan-
ger of very dear
bread. Nor would
it have been either
just or wise, our
fathers saw, to
make the agricul-
tural classes, who
sustained the great
national industry, bear all the brunt of bad
seasons. It was right and proper that
the effect should be distributed over the
whole country, so that the agricultural pro-
ducers should not be impoverished and their
industry brought to ruin. That was the old
wise principle ; the adoption of the contrary
principle has brought about the melancholy
and disastrous and menacing results which
now confront us.

WaY WHEAT 15 AT PRESENT
UNPROFITABLE.

It may be well to say a word or two with
regard to the economic necessity for the
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abandonment of our wheat acres. Why, it
may be asked, cannot the English farmer
under present conditions make wheat-growing
pay ?

The best answer to this question will be to
transcribe the substance of Mr. W. J.
Harris's evidence upon the subject before the
Royal Commission on Agricultural Depres-
gion. This witness made estimates of the
comparative costs of production of English
and foreign wheat farms. His conelngion
was that the foreigner (ina gold currency
country) had a net advantage of 40s. an
acre over the Englishman. And he calculated
thus: The ease with which the foreigner’s
soil is worked, including lack of preparation
and the saving in ploughing and harvesting,
is equal to an advantage of 40s. an acre over
the Englishman ; the absence of weeding =
95, 1 certain harvest weather and continuous
instead of rotatory crops = 20s. ; the English
farmer’s use of manures and growth of inter-
mediate crops for fertilising, which probably
do not pay expenses and rent as well = 20s.;
the English farmer’s rent and tithe = 15s.;
his rates and taxes = 5s. ; advantage to the
foreigner = 102s. per acre. Upon the other
side are the disadvantages which the foreigner
suffers. Freight and insurance = 15s. per
acre ; short yield of foreign land compared
with English = 50s. per acre. Thus the
Englishman has an advantage over the
foreigner of 65s. per acre, and the foreigner
an advantage over the Englishman of 102s.
per acre—net gain to the foreigner, 37s. per
acre ; or, if we add 8s. saved by American
and Colonial farmers in the cost of seed, 40s.
per acre. These calculations are, of course,
conjectural, though it is worth stating that
other experts have calculated the Englishman’s
position as being less favonrable than appears
in Mr. Harris’s estimates. And, of course, in
respect to competition from silver and paper
currency countries, the foreigner’s position
is yet more favourable. I may add, too, that
since Mr. Harris made his estimate freights
have tended downward, and that agricultural
machinery abroad, owing to the growth of
the American and German industries, is also
getting cheaper.  Further, English wheat
Jands are much better than foreign wheat
lands. You will notice that Mr. Harris puts
the English farmer’s advantage in this respect
at 50s. an acre. Of course, that is in part
accounted for by the contraction of English
wheat lands, the less prolific being abandoned,
while some of the more prolific remain. Bub
even when twice the amount of wheat was
grown in England that is grown to-day, the

vield of our wheat lands was well in excess
of the average yields in foreign countries ;
indeed, upon well-manured lands it was as
high as the present average. With our soil
so well adapted to wheat cultivation, there-
fore, apologists of the present condition of
the industry have no justification for using
the argument that England is not naturally
suited  to wheat cultivation. ~Wheat is
certainly not an exotic in this country. It
is not Nature which is against the English
farmer ; it is the English Legislature.

PILLS FOR AN FARTHQUAKE.

The scene was in a rural district of the
United States. Two farmers were con-
versing about modern improvements. From
their dialogne I extract the following
passage :—

Unxcre Jonx: “Why, yes; they have
agricultural schools where they teach scien-
tific farmin’.”

Uxcnte Hrram: “I s'pose some day
they'll have schools where they’ll teach
scientific bunco-steerin’.”

In Uncle Hiram’s caustic rejoinder there
is a parable for application upon this side of
the Atlantic. I don’t wish to talk dis-
paragingly of any sort of education. Agri-
cultural colleges and the like are excellent
institutions, and peripatetic Government
dairy experts going about instructing farmers
and dairymaids in more scientific methods of
following their calling (as is now done in
Canada) are quite excellent in their way.
But, on the other hand, there is a good deal
in Uncle Hiram’s comment. The English
farmer does not want to be taught how to
produce a good crop of wheat or barley. 1f
he sows less perfect sorts than formerly, it is
because they yield more prolifically ; whereas
for the better bub rather less prolific sorts
which he used to sow he can no longer
command an adequately increased price, now
that the miller has learned to blend English
with foreign wheat. It is not the professor
steeped to the eyes in agricultural chemistry,
but the man who has been reared on the
soil, and knows it and its products as an
artist knows a picture, to whom one would
oo for the best judgment upon meadow
grass or the quality of a head of stock. We
can do very well indeed with a larger infu-
sion of agricultural chemistry and scientific
methods (though they are mainly applicable
to the minor rural industries, rather than to
the major ones): but do not let. us abuse
the English farmer as a man who fails
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because he doesn’s know his Dbusiness.
Neither let us think that agricultural edu-
cation or any other palliative will renovate
our derelict countryside. In their place all
these varions reforms of which we hear are
good enough as palliatives during the present
distressful period, and as useful accompani-
ments of agricultural industry when, if ever,
it shall be renovated. But if we regard
them as more than this ; if we regard them
as in themselves adequate remedies for the
awful disease that has sfruck down our
agriculture, then we are like the people who
propose pills to cure an earthquake. I am
an enthusiastic advocate of co-operative
dairy farming, of co-operation for the pur-
chase of seeds and manures and for the sale
of produce. [ believe in agricultural banks

upon the Raiffeisen system for the encourage-
ment of small peasant farmers. Our villages
would flourish better if more attention were
given to the poultry run and the orchard,
particularly with regard to the better and ex-

tended manufacture of cider. Railway rates
are in a very unsatisfactory condition, and
agriculture calls loudly for more reform
than the railway companies have hitherto
deemed it worth their while to grant. The
incidence of rating and taxation might be
changed so as to fall less hardly upon the
agricultural  classes.  Tmported produce
should be marked. But though you might
execnte all these reforms, agriculture would
not be lifted clear of the Slough of Despond
into which it has been plunged. There is
only one full, real remedy.

Wiar Must Be DoNE.

'his nation must return upon its steps.
It must go back to the system under which,
and by which, England was elevated to her
commanding rank among the nations. It is
of no use to tell me that Englishmen will
never consent again to have a duty put upon
corn. The time is coming when Englishmen
will remember Burke’s words
that ““in every country the first

creditor is the plough. This
original,indefeasible claim super-
sedes every other demand.” To
act npon these words, to admit
the necessity of a duty upon
corn, may mean a breaking with
old prejudices and old traditions.
But the break has got to be
made ; and there is hope that it
will be made, and made before
very long, in the fact that, con-
servative and slow-moving as are
the ideas of the English people,
Englishmen have already broken
with the Cobdenite philosophy
at every other point. The Cob-
denite school would have noth-
ing to do with Empire; the
people to-day values its Empire
as its most freasured possession,
as the guarantee of continued
existence. The Cobdenite school
would have nothing to do with
legislation for the protection of
the worker against tyranny and
of the consumer against adulter-
ation ; modern Englishmen have
insisted upon such protection.
Why should they not go just
one step further, and break com-
pletely with Cobdenism, and in-
sisb upon protection for the great
industry itself ? For it is the

fundamental industry of the
S B



756 THE WINDSOR MAGAZINE.

country ; the industry without which the
nation itself is endangered ; without which
the industrial and commercial socicty and
the body politic which are reared upon it
will in time crumble away, or, maybe, will
topple over before the first serious assanlt.
Those who glibly repeat the phrase that
the counfry will never consent to import
.duties being re-enacted upon corn utter a
parrot ery.  Each man will tell you that the
country will never consent, ete., though he
himself quite sees the necessity. Some day
the conntry will wake up to find that a vast
majority of the individuals composing the
nation arve enfertaining simultaneously the
same idea as to the necessity. The parrot
phrase about corn had an analogue until last
year in a similar ery about the conntry never
standing an import duty npon sugar.  As we
know, the country took the duty without a
murmur.  Nay, professional Free Traders
like Sir Robert Giffen have recently put
forth suggestions for a shilling a quarter
import duty upon grain itself, and there has
been no ontery.  The country accepted the
sugar duties because it knew they were
necessary in the interests of the revenue.
It will accept also import duties which are
necessary in the interests of the greatest of
national industries and of the nafion’s own
safety, as readily as it accepted a burden for

the purpose of paying for an ill-managed
war,

There is one more maftter upon which I
must touch. It is commonly said that we
could not, an we wounld, grow all our own
food. The statement is not true. Except
in lean seasons, we might, with an effort,
produce the whole of our own consumption.
Eight million arable acres would probahly
suffice for our wheat consumption; and eight
million acres of good wheat land could be
found in the United Kingdom. Similarly, a
much greater head of stock conld be kept in
this country, if we adopted the Scandinavian
system of stall-feeding.  But it is not neces-
sary that we shonld produce the whole of our
supply ; it would be enough that in normal
years we should produce, say three-fourths
of it, and for the other fourth let us go to
our Colonies, who are already trying hard to
get into our markets, and for whose produets,
in larger measure than obtains ab present, we
could still find room, after renovating our
own agricnlture.  To secure that these im-

portations should be from the Colonies it
would only be necessary to give Colonial pro-
duce a preferential tariff, such as Canada
accords to-day to our manufactures ; and in
return we should be granted a preference in
their markets against the competition of
foreign manufacturers.
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