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carpel-wenvtT, may no longer have work in llie vocations to wliich thcj vfcrt

bred nndin which they are >ki h>(i ; but then there will be so iniuh the nirxt^

work in gi owing wheat, ) ieking cotton, or salting pork. I do not see tiie

advantage of the change to liabor even aHlrnied in this slafenitnt, though it

is not dilTicnlt to imagine that Trade may experience a fallacious and transit-

ory improvement. IJut, while the merchant iiiay just as easily (-hip or sell

one Jirticic .is another, the laborer cannot with lik(? facility change from

casting iron to growing corn, from W( aviiig br ail I th to chopping timber^

and so on. To compel him to giv(^ up his accustomed employment and seek

some other is rjcnerally to doom him lo mon'hs <if unwilling idleness followed

by years of relatively inelTective toil. Ths overthrew nf an impTtant branch

of National Industry is therefore n serious ( alamity to a gnat i.or.ion of ^lio

Laboring Class— a blow which will be felt for years.

8. Cheap Goods imd Slarviiig Lcilx/rera.

lUit, thus far, T have conceded the main point assumed by M*Culloch and

his school, that the destruction of a branch of Home Industry by ihe influx

of rival Foreign fabrics is necessarily followed by a corresponoing extension

of somo other branch or branches, giving employment to an etpial an^ount

of labor, and rendering the depiession of Industry only temporary. That

this is a mistake, a few moments' retl ction will establish. It assumes that

the ci nsnmption of a given aiticle is not diminished by the transfer of its

production from the consumers' neighb rhood to a distant sh re, and that

wherever a community receives its supply of cloths or wares from abroad, it

necessarily follows that some staple or staples of erpial value will be taken

of it by the supplying nati.n in return, 'lo prove that the fact is not so, I

cjie the memorable instance of the Dacca x'-eavers of India, as stated in

Parliament by the distinguished Free Trader, Dr. Bowring:

—

" I hold, Sir, in my hand, the correspondence which has taken place

between the (iovernor (leneral of India and the Kast India (Company, on

the subject of tho Dacca hand-loom weavers. It is a melancholy story of

misery so far as they are concerned, and as striking an evidence of the

wonderful progress of manufacturing industry in this c untry. iSome years

ago, the East India Company annually received of the produce of the looms

of India the amount of from six to eight millions of pieces of cotton goods.

The demand gradually fell to somewhat more than one million, and has now
nearly ceased altogether. In iSliO, the United iStates took Irom India

nearly eight hundred thousand pieces of cottons; in 1830, not four thousand.

In 1800, one million of pieces were shipped to Portugal ; in 1830, only

twenty thousand. Terrible are the account-* of the wretchedness of the

poor India weavers, reduced to abs lute starvation. And what was th* sole

cause? The presence of the cheaper Engish manufacture— tiie production

by the power-loom of the article which ih se unhappy ilinJo s had been

.used for ages to make by their unimproved and hand-directed shuttles. Sir,

it was impossible that they could go on weaving what no one would wear or

buy. Numbers of them died of hunger ; the remainder were, for the most


