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farther advance to-day, is the assertion that, though the work
men were enriched by the first advance, the riches of the 
employers have continued to increase also. If modern fortunes 
arose from an increasing impoverishment of the wage-earners, 
the wage-earners by this time would have no wages at all ; or 
rather their wages would be some incalcu'able minus quantity. 
Buskin, if the matter had been put thus plainly before him, 
would have probably repudiated this interpretation of his 
doctrine ; but his own chosen illustration of it makes it yet 
more obviously absurd, and saves it from being a falsehood by 
turning it into a perverse quibble. If A wants a guinea and 
has got it, he will not work for B in order to get it. This 
simple truth Ruskin distorts into the assertion that, if A has 
not got it, and to get it will work for B, A “ necessarily ” 
would have had it without any wrork at all, if certain machina
tions of B’s had not artfully hindered him. Ruskin might just 
as well have said that, because no scholars would pay fees to a 
master if they knew already everything which the master could 
teach them, the art of teaching is the art of keeping your 
neighbours ignorant.

Such, then, is the character of Ruskin’s methods as an 
economist—the methods of one who informs economists 
generally that he is going to give them “ more logic than they 
will like," and that their science is one in which no “ loose 
terms ’’ can be tolerated.

To the above examples of his more important criticisms, I 
will add one, equally characteristic, of the manner in which, as 
he imagines, he triumphs over his opponents in detail. Though 
employing himself throughout a large portion of his argument, 
the technical definition of value as “ value in exchange," he 
attempts to hold up Mill as an object of ferocious ridicule, 
because Mill does the same thing. “ So that," he exclaims, 
“ if two ships cannot exchange their rudders, their rudders are, 
in politico-economic language, of no value to either 1 ” And he 
actually thinks that he has reduced Mill’s whole meaning to an 
absurdity. The true meaning of economic value is this—that,


