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The New- York Association for the gratuitous Distribution of Dis-

cussions on Politicl Economy, beg leave to offer to their [e!low citi-
zens of this State and of the Union, ana to their brethien throughout
the world, a copy of this, the firstof a series of periodicai essays in-
tended o appear Walf yearly. - [n doing it they entertain the desire,
if it be intheir power, to discover and make known the elements of a
political system capable of securing not only * the greatest zood of
thie greatest number,” but of the whole. They believe it is within the
intellectual ‘power of man to make such discovery ; and being made,
that 1t is in his morel and physical power to reduce it to practice.
In other words, they believe that man, in his social capacity, is mas-
ter of his own happiness.

What the system shall’ be, that may be found capable of assurin z

such a result; how far it may depart from, or how near resemble -

any existing system, is at present the problem to be sclved. For them-
selves, they can think of nothing so simple and intelligible to their
own understandings, with which to illustrate their ideas, asthat of
imagining a republic, where every human heing of mature agé%has,
and has ever had equal power in the creation and administration of
the laws, and where it has always happened that parents were able
10 give, and did give to their children as they arrived at manhood,

and womanhood, and at that time only, an equal and reasonable a-'

mount of property. By this we wish to be understood as meaning
that each parent, without inconvenience to himself, has heen able ta
furnish his children, male and feriale, successively as they arrive at
the age of maturity, as much of property as any other parent could
or did furnish to his; and that previous to this period, the sam= equal
opportunities for instruction in ail that is valuable in knowledge, and
the same equal exercise of some pursuit of industry, were afforded to
the-child of onéman as to thatof another. We wish it still further to
be understood that this amount, so given to each dndividual, should
be equal to an equal-proportion of all the property left, annually, by
the dying, divided anjong;those annually coming of age; and that
the whole world hag éver-contained nothing but such republics.

We are aware that this supposition could never have been realized
among mankind.J are sensible, as every one else is, that had the
fixst inhabitants of guery euu'g?y from the earliest to the present agg,
whether native or/aen; when they divided for the first time the soil
of the state, made sueh division equal among all its adult inhabitants,
as nature and justiee evidently require, it never could have happened
that all parents were able to give to their children a like amount o¢
property. Even if the same number of children were born to each

Read and lend. Read and lend again.
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pdir of parents; death, by destroying during their minarity more of
these in one family than in another, would render it wholly impos-
sible fur the individual children of one parentage to receive the same
amount as would be afforded to another.
. But tho’ it is manifestly impracticable to cause the parents, (being
the first inhabitants of any country which at any time has made pri-
vate property of land) to be able to give an equal amount of property
(o their children, one family with another, for the reason just sta-
ted, even where the first division was made equal ; and altho it would
Le still more impracticable, where this first division was made ua-
equal ; still it is in our power and in the power of the reader. and it
may be to his and our profit 10 contemplate what would be the ope-
ration of such a state of things, were it found possible to put it in
practice. We may, perhaps, draw strong analogical arguments to
show that another system, which is capable of being carried into ex-
cution, has precisely the same strong claim to our approbation which
this would be found to possess, eould it be shown to be practicable.
But before proceeding to speak of the operation of a system which
should give the same equal food, clothing, instruction in science and
knowledge in and experience of labor to every humair Leing, previ-
ous to arriving at the age of maturity, and. at this age, an equal
awognt of property ; and all this, JSrom some supposed ability on the
part of parents, each for their own Sumilies, to confer these equal ad-
vantawes on their own children, and not fiom any arbitrary regula-
tions of government; it may not be amiss to ob<erve, that had the
ficst adults of the state of New-York, for example, been placed in
equal possession of its soil, as it is evidently right they should have
been, the children of the first parests must necessarily have had une-
qual patrimonies every other circumstance being as we could wish it,
vierely by the chasims in families which the operations of death plo-
duce.  The se-ond generation, commencing more unequal than did
tie first, would leave its successors still more unequal; a third ge-
nevation would see the disparity greater yet, and so on, till some
areat civil convulsion took place and destroyed the state altogether,
or till some remedy were found for the evil. It is thus, we think,
‘thal we trace the prominent cause of inequality of proparty ‘among
“ mieh, and of course, at least of a very great portion if not the entire
niass of the misery that exists throughout the human race.
Ze this hoswever as it may, we proceed to ask our readers, each {or

. himself, what objection he could find to a ctate of things if such a

state were possible, in which every parent made his children good and
useful citizens hy proper iiental and physical cultivation during non
dge, and on arriving at maturity, gave them such an equal amount
of property as we have already named 7 Would he think it wrong

- that the ekild of 'ore parent should have a sufficiency of the same

good, 1y even luxurions food thiat was afforded to the child of ano-
ther? Wonld he think it wrong, that he should have the samie ten-
der care and vrotection Y Woudd it be wrdig, that all chdilrén should
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be exempted. from any necessity to labor at all, till age and strength
and education had given their sanction to its propriety ? Would it be
wrong that all should have good and equally good clothing and an
* abundance of it? Would it be wrong that all should have equally
spacious, airy, comfortable and healthy dwellings?  Would it be
wrong that all should lodge with equal comfort and cleanliness ?
Would it be wrong that all should have equal opportunities and fa-
cilities for acquiring a general knowledge of allthatis useful to man,
and a special and practical knowledge of some- particular trade,
pursuit or oceupation?  Would it be wrong that, male and female,
tie children of vne family‘should have given to them, by-their pa-
vents, on arriving at the age of maturity, as much of property with
which to commence their career in life, as the children of another?
Would it be wrong that, following the impulse of nature, these should
unite their destinies in early and congenial marriage, and live and be
happy, as we think most assuredly they would, where no difference
of rank existed to poison public and private happiness? Would it be
wrong, that, in this state of things, those who have arrived at mature
age should be under equal necessity o supply their own wants by their
own industry? Would it be wrong that ell were compelled to
labor, and that none were obliged to toil from two to five times
‘as much as they otherwise \vouTt} be? Would it be wrong that
“one was not compelled to make himselfa hireling to another? Would
it be wrone that there were no journeymen and no masters or eni-
ployers? Would it be wrong that every business that cannot be cairi-
ed on by a single person, should be conducted by association in which
all the wembers put equal property and from which all draw equal
 profit, or such other prop’ rtion as they all agree upon? Would it be
wrong thatsailors, under thiese circumstances, bronght up to be as good
citizens as any others, notwithstanding there may be those who now
think them otherwise, shoujd own the ship they navigate ? Would it
be wrong that a hundred or other number of ship-carpenters should
“inlike manner possess their ship-yard with its materials and thus in
inutual benefit build ships for those who want them ? Would it be
seronz that those who by hundreds and thousands spend their misera-
ble lives in manufactories, should own these establishments and work
them on their own account? Would it be wrong that no individual
person would then be able to purchase whole cargoes and ware-
houses of impo:ted and other goods? Would it be wrong that all ox
nearly all the concerns of commerce would then be conducted, as
very much of it is now, by commission merchants, with small capital
in property, but with great capital in integrity, skill, and knowledge
of business? Would it be wrong that, among such a people as this,

every man would be, nct only a preserver of all knowledge in exist-

ence cotemporaneously with him, but a contributor to its increase !
Would it be wrong, that such a people were eminently virtuous and
good? Would it be wrong that under such circumstances insurance
of property against injury or destruction from.any cause whatever
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conld safely be made by the state? Would it be wiong in such an
e ent, that no one could l1ose by fire or by. shipwreck, since the state

would always be able and willing to make good the loss? Wouldit -

be woong that the state could insure health as.well as property, and
thus guarantee the property itself of each individual from injury by
the inroads of infirmity and disease 2 Would it be wrong that a tax
luid oa propeity for thie support of all in sickness, operating as a pre-
miai patd by each person for the insurance of his own health, should
thus protect hun from the sufferings of want?. Could it be wroiig,
in such a state of things that there would be 0o debt, since all wonld
b able to pay, aud noue would be able or willing to trust, at least
to any extent! Would it be wrong that bank note paper, which is
ouly another description of debt due by the bank to the holder,
would cease to exist 1ltogether ; the government of the country trans-
feiting to distant parts without charge to individuals all monies ne-
cessaty to effcet exchanges? Would it be wrong that such an equa-
lity aud comfort and happiness of condition should hanish all internal
and exteinal wars? Would it be wrong, that private law would ceuse
almost altogether, carrying out of existenee lawyers, judges, sherifis
ad almost all legislation? Would it be wrong that in such a state of
tiiings en.ire security should exist for all of enjoying, almost in qp-
position. to their will to the contrary, if this were possible, all that
their nature can desire.

1¢ all these things would be wrong, and many moie might have
been named, it would be, either because they are the parents of these
children who confer on their offspring this equality of condition, or
because of same other reason. For ourselves we think that it is not
the present age, with its present opinions, that would look upon such
a state of things, if if were possible to exist, to be undesired and undesi-
rable. Itisnot the present generation W hich would consent to change
it. Yetif they would, they must be of opinion that the very reverse
of what we have supposed o be good is the real good which society
ought to stiive to attain. They must think that inequality is the-great-
est of blessings; that the children of one man should have less food
than the children of another ;- that it should be less invariety, and in-
ferior in quality. They must think it right that they should not Lave
the same tender care and protection 3 that they should not be exempt-
e from labor till age, strength and education had rendered it appro-
priate ; that they should rot have the sanie and equally good elothing ;
the same spacious, airy, comfortable and healthy dwellings, the same
comfortable and cleanly lodgings ; thai the education of science and
of practical life shoul ' not be alike at the command of the children
of one parent as of another. They must think it right, that at the
age of maturity all should not possess an egual amount of property,
male and female alike, altho furnished by their parents; and that
of course it wauld be 7ight that some should have enornious patri-
monies, while othars bad none: They must think it right to pre-

vent early and congenial marriages by placing all property Tn few
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-materials &c. and build ships for their eustomers; that those who

Airst of all blessings to man, should not be guaranteed by the state ;

3

hands, and thus introducing those moral disorders into society which ;
are the bane of half its happiness. They must think it right, that
all should not be under equai necessity to supply their own wants
by their own industry; that some showld be exempted from toil and
others be compelled to labor from two to five times as much as they
«otherwise would ; tha. one should be a hireling to another; that
theve should be masters and journeymen ; that all business requiring
mnore than one man to conduct it, and which could nevertheless be
carried on by association in which the members of it should have
equal shares of the profits made by it, should yet be in the hands
of a single proprietor to whom ‘the workinen under him shou!d be
tributaries of wealth, as much as his horses or his cattlé. They must
think that sailors for example, should not own the ship they navi-
gate; that ship-carpenters should nst equally own their ship-yards,
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by hundreds and by thousands spend their miserable lives in manu-
factories should not own these establishinents and work them on
their own account j that somas men should be able to purchase whole
~argoes and .warenouses of imported aud other goods; that com- .
merce should not be wholly carried on by agency, as much of it is !
now done. They must think that an equal people, as supposed to

Le made so by the fortunate condition and wise condust of their parents,
would nof tend to make every man a preserver of knowledge and a
contributor to its increase ; and that such a people would not be em
inently happy, virtuous and good. . They must thiok it right under

such circumstances ‘that the state should not insure against’ loss of,

or damage to property by fire, shipwreck &ec. and that health, the
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and of cowse that the present precarious system of securing property
to its possessor should not be superseded by a better. They 1hust think
it right, that all necessity for debt should not be abolished in any
of its thousand various forms, the sou® 2 of innumerable frauds and
miseries in society ; that wars should a0t as they mignt, be puta stop
to; and that lawyers, judges, sheriffs, &c. shauld still be permitted
to make their ravages an the happiness of man. All these and
a thousand other things must they pronounce to be right, Just and
proper, who could persuade themselves that an equal state of society, 1=
brought about, let it be understood, as we have supposed, by the good
Jortune and wise conduct of parents and of parents only, acting in some
measure as parents do now act, or would wish to act were it in their
power, was wrong.

Jf therefore it had happened that every parent could have given
to his children an education wise in science and useful in practice,
as much so as that given by any ether parent to #is children ; and
if too he could have given to-them property on urriving at manhood |
and womanhood, equal to that which should be given by any other f
parent ; and if after that they lived under e%ual laws, it seems self- |
eyident to- this assaciation, and they think that it will seem equa lryE
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evident to every reflecting man, that pothing more would be neces-
sary to secure, beyond the reach of casualty or accident or power,
of any kind, an equal and unmixed happiness for mau forever.

If there be any human being who would ubject to sueh a state of
things, provided it were DOW in existence, w= beg to ask him if he
duyly considers what lie must necessaiily propose to do? Would he.
prevent one parent [rom giving as good food and as much of it to his
“hildren, as was given by another? Wonld he compel hifo to give
less and inferior clcthing:, inferior and less comfortable lodgimgs;
Jess spacious airy and healthy dwellings? Would he compel him to
give less instruction, and perhaps none atall? Would he send thein
furnished with little or no propeity into the world 1. Would he, in one
word violate what is now considered the estebiished right and duty
of parents, and bring again into existence the relation of master
and slave, of wealth and Jependance? :

Such, certainly, is what he must propose to do who wonld object
to that equality of condition which we bave supposed, for example’s
sake, might be found to kave existence among men., 2

We have presented our ideas of what would he the happy condi-
tion of man in society, as it is now constituted, were it possible, in
the present order of things, that each parent could give to his owny'
children an education moral, scientific aud practical, equal in value
to that which should be given to the children of any other man, and
at mature age the same aimount of property. And we have done it,
not that we tl:ink that parents as such. can ever accomplish so desi-
rable a result: hut that itis fully in their power to'do it, as citizens.,
We have done it, aiso, for anothier reason : and this is, to show, that
if, to those who love human liberty and happiness. such a picture as
we have drawn, could it represent real life, is all captivating and
endearing—that which, in this essay, we have to propose 1o the can-
did consideration of the reader, and which i<, as we think, decided-

ly and speedily practicable,ds not less so. This picture will give us -

the advantage of being very easily understuod by our readers; for
the operation of the system of government which we could wish ta
see introduced, is precisely the syme in every respect as if all fathers
were able to give to their children, one family with another. that
equality of knowledze and possession which we have supposed. I
then. our system be wrong hecanse it gives to all under age, the same
abundant and good fooil. clothing, instruction, and practical know-
ledge of soie une o~ more of the aits of lifes so would be the -
aginary system we liave drawn of parents doing the same thing. If
oir svstem be wrong beeause it proposes, (and points out the way
in which it ¢ be done.) peipetually to set forward the new gene-
ration, without distinction of sex or color, with an equal and com-
peteni amount of prop ity as they arrive at years of discretion; so
would it be wrong that parents, if they were able. should do the same
thing. Ifour system beé wrong, hecause (being universallyintrodnced)

it weuld lead immediately to the extinctionr of wars throughout the -
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world, by placing every human being on a level as to property and
every thing else, and thus rendering it impossible for any man to
consent to be a soldier for the, purpose of aggression; so would it
be wrong for parents to produce such a result by placing their chil-
dren in the same equal condition one with another. And in like
manner might we continue the comparison of effects flowing from the
two systems, but these we deem sufficient for the present, being fully
convinced that he who would object to one system would object to
both ; and he who would accept either, wou'd also accept the other.

We, .therefore. proceed to exhibit our views of the change which
we think government should order to take place before mau, as a
citizen, can accomplish for himself that substantial equality of pos-
session and of happiness, which would certainly be his, could he pos-
sibly do that which he cannot do, but which, for supposition’s sake,
we have imagined him ‘o be able to do, as a parent.

Government then we think, and by governme:t we mean in this
instance the whole people at the polls, ordering by their votesithe
special enactment of such a iaw ; the whole peonle, we say, should
declare all property to be he property of the state ; thus dispossess-
ing every man. They should order the state to be divided into a
great number of small districts ; the property in each to be apprais-
ed, and its adult and uinor citizens registered and numbered, with
their name, age, sex, color, occnpation and pareitage. A copy of
the appratsement and census of each district should be taken to the

‘Capital of thie state; the amount of the value of the property and of

the number of citizens who should be of, and over the age of matu-
rity, ascertained, and by dividing this amount by this number should
be ascegtained also the suim it would amount to for each individual.
I'hey should order report of this sum to be sent back to every dis-
trict; and so soon a- this was done, the auctions (one kind of pro-
propesty only being sold at a tume, tho' in any number of differeat
places; to commence. Each person is ordered and authqrized to
bid for what he likes best to an amount not exceeding nor falling
<hiort, say 5 or 10 perent under or over the dividend made for each
individuad at the cent:e of the state, he being considered as having
2 debt due to hiin fiom the State for thut amount.  They should or-
der, s0 soon as the sales are done with, that each district should send
a rerurn of the amount of its sales to the Capital.  T'his being done,
e whole amount is ascertained; it is divided as before amang’all
people of full age, aud the actual amount is made known which is
due to each individual. If he have purchased to an amount greater
than this, he owes to the state something and his pioperty remains
mortgaged till paid; if he have bought less, the State owes him and
will make it good.  Till the sales are all doue, no property to be
delivered to the purchaser. In the m an time, while all this is go-

“ jug on, all people may be supplied by the State, with all the neces-

saries of life, and this, we think, need not be longer than some three
or four weeks.
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They, the people, should order the property of thase who die in
any one year to be divided equally among the native born children
of the state, who, during the same year come of age, without dis-
tinction of sex or color, and this forever after the General Division
has once taken place.* This patrimony to be all that each individual
is ever to receive from the State, exceptit be insurance for propei-
ty lost and destroyed, for services rendered, or for rélief from dis-

-tress arrising from accident, infirmity or disease. All burials at the

public expense. It should be added that at the General Division of
all property, foreigners who have previously become citizens should,
with their children, be on the same footing with the native-born—
but those coming afterwards cannot expectit. The children only
which may be born to them after they do come, can alone be con-
sidered as citizens entitied to support and patrimonies as herein 1e-
commended to be ordered. ‘

They should order all children to Fe fed, clothed, instructed and
taught some useful pursuit at the public expense; but in doing this,
there is no occasion to separate children from parents till they are
of an age to commence the acquisition of the knowledge of some
useful occupation; and often not then. All family ties it will be
seen, under this sysiem will remain then as they are now; and

there will be 110 exception unless it be in cases where parents do not -

take proper care of their children. 'Taxation on property is that
which is to enable the State to furnish all these supplies to'the rising
generations. .

Were government modified on principles like these, it is apparent
the condition of every man’s children would be exactly the same as
it might be if -every parent had been able to give his offspring the
same education and property as another could give his. * There is
this difference, however, in the two cases; that in the system we
recommend, the property of the dying only, and of course, of those
who have no further use for it, is annually divided among those an-
nually coming of age. Nothing would be taken from the living,
whereas in the other case, parents would be oblized to part with
that which is or may be of thie utmost importance to their welfare.
Admitting every other circumstance in human society as bow con-

stituted to be right, one thing must evidently be acknowledged to

be wrong; and this is, that parents must part with property. which
they cannot spare without inconveniencé and injury to themselyes,

“as often as their children arrive at maturity, or their children must

spend the best part of their lives surrounded with all the distresses
and difficulties which a want of property is sure to inflict upon them.
How very desirable then, even in this respect, would be a better
system for the transmission of property from one generation to
anonother ! :

We ask the reader now to imagine with us that all families thro’~
out our country possessing the same number af children and the
same awount of wealth were to get together and inake an amrange-

* HesSapd or »0ife dpng fost e other has half of thesr whelé p‘rbpcr,ly.i
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ment, that the property of those who first die sheuld be handed, as
their sole and only patrimony, forever, to those anong the children
who should first come of age. Oun such a supposition does he not
_see, that each person arriving at age would receive exadctly the same
{ amount as if it had been given him by his fattier? Does he nnt see that
1 no father while living woutd be called upon to part with any thing
] Lowever small. and that if the possession of property be of any im-
‘7 portance and the happy situation of his offspring afford any plea-
e sare to him, that this is'the way in which to make the most of it?

! Does he not think that the sons and danghters 6l these persons of
wealth would counsider, so far as T'H £2Y were concerned, that such
an arrangement would he eminently better for them ? 1f then. the
condition of both parents and children would be beiter, where shall
we look for objectious? It may be said indeed, thai there exists
argong these parents now supposed to be equally wealthy aiid to have
an equal number of childien, no certainty that they would continue
equal, and that therefore for this if for no other reason such arrange-
ment could never be made. It is true, in alj couatriés, that there
\ are and ever have been great fluctuations in the possession of pro-
verty brought about almost whoily by artificial, arbitrary and unna-
tural causes; but these, in our opinion are capable of heing sooner
or later destroyed. Besides, the operation of such an airangement
can as well be understood when it is theoretically as when it is prac-
tically considered. Who then, we beg leave 1o ask the ieader, would
object to'it? Would it be the father? W ould it be an oppression to
 him that his childres, at tha best possible tinie of 1ife were furnished
with property as much as he could ever hope to ieave theni without
expense t0 him? Would he mourn at their opportuniiy at least, for
prosperity 7 Would the children themsclves deplore their situation,

and prefer to struggle with young and growing families through all

the evils of poverty, ‘waiting for the father's death! Should we
hear such lamentations over the advantages which such an arrange-
ment would piace in their hands, as we-liear over the system that i
proposes to give equal property 1o all at mature age, such as that it JF

SRA-UN R

would destroy all inducement to exertion 7~ Strange indeed to onr
“comprebension would be such an objection ; when, as every one

mnust perceive however property may be acquired, that it is preser-

ved, increased squandered, or turned to good ov bad account aceord- .

ing to the dispositions and habits of the person acquiring it~-and
. that these dispositions and habits are, in each individual as the state )

of things around him has made them.

Thus far has this Association reasoned with its readers in an ana-

logical manner. - Uhiey propose now to take a niwre direct method.

They desire now to meet the iost powerful and popular objections ;

and they trust they will be able to do i' in a manner satisfactory to

every candid mind. There are many we ihink, there is in our opin-

ion, & Majority in this city who wou'd be in-favor of an equal divi-

sion of ‘property in the manner proposed is tiils essay, did they not' -

T

=

= sy i

.
D




B

e o

YOS e ot A
DA o

pe
) AT

10

believe that it would soon” become as unequal as ever. And they

trinmphantly ask, if property was once equally divided, How long

1t would remain so ? How long would it be before the thousands of pro~

digals on the one hand and the ignorant on the other would be reduced .
to their former condition? We answer never. We answer, empha-~ -

ticzly, NEVER. Let those then, who think to the contrary, make .

good their position. Let them show how the profligate, for exam-
ple could accomplish his purpose? Suppose a division to be inade.

Those who desired to be farmers will have taken their share, as itis

natural they should in land, in agricultural implements, in dwellings,
in furniture, clothing, provision for a year or more, their equal pro-
portion some ten or twenty dollars each in money, &e. No doubt their
money they could soon dispose of ; but this is a trifle. - What could
they do with their farms? - There is more of land than all can cul-
tivate who choose to be farmers. Will the prodigal farmer offer to
sell to the prudent farmer ? He may indeed, but when he has done
so, what inducement is there to buy, when the prudent farmer has
already more land than he'can plough, and when there are no men
of labor, as suck to be hired?  Will he offer his plough and his~
harrow, his seythe and his axe? - Of these the prudent farmer has .
as much as the other, and all that he can usé. Why then should he
buy ? Wil be sell hint his ox?  Oxen he has-too, as many as he

can work ; and therefore would have no occasion to buy unless in- |

deed it were to fatten him for the butcher; and the prodigal could
as well do this as the other. But supposing him inclined to purchase

‘the ox; can he spare of his small amount of money? Will he not

have occasion for its use in smail sums that are-indispensible, long

Lefore he can prepare the article he has purchased for the butcher ?
There is no question in our minds that he would, and that the pro- -
digal farmer could find vo purchaser. He would thereore see that
the only way in which he could hope to obtain the means of grati-
fying his desires, was by preserving his property and employing
his industry upon it: raising the fruits of the earth which all men
want, rather than by attempting to dispose of the earth itself, of
which all who wish any of it, have all that they desire. In one

. word, instead of killing or selling the goose that lays the golden

cg%, he would feed it, nourish it and grow rich.

t is to be said, perhaps, that there may be an exception to all this ;
that thére may be and probably,is a deficiency of some kinds of per-
sonal property ; that, as a consequence, a profligate might find it mucly
more practicable to make disposal than we have supposed ; and that
therefore, the prodigal farmer in question, might be able to sell a few
articles of a personal kind, But this would be zll; the great mass -
of his possessions would still be of such a nature that they could not
casily find 2 purchaser. He therefore who wished to obtain the
means of indulging in profligate pléasures would find the best way
to do it, would he, to be as industrious and as ecouomical as his
ieighbours.  If, of the fruits of this industry, economy &, he aftey-
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wards made bad use, we do not see how it is to be prevented but by~
the punishment which excess and profligacy always inflict on those

who practice them, or by the substitution ofa new Yace of human

beings brought up in habits altogether good. .

Let us now see how far it would be possible for the profligate and
prodigal in our eities to squander that which they should receive-at
the General Division, as their own equal share. Let us take the
sailor. Of money he would have only his own proportion, some ten
or twenty dollars at most. This would be of small consequence in
the pursuit of immoral pleasures.  Of intoxicating liquors, it might
he so arranged, as in the case of money, that every one, the sailor
among the rest, should be allowed and compelled to receive only
his own equal share; or if the puplic law ordered it, they might
be destroyed altogether. ‘The sailor then yvould find himself, like
every one else, eompelled to choose the kind of property in which he

would have his own equal portion. = What more natural than that

1t should consist, if he had a family, of a house on shore, and a por--

< tion of a ship, purchased in company with such a number of his

fellows as night be sufficient to navigate her? Well, if such were¢

the kind of property he chose, and he afterwards desired to sell for

the purpose of dissipation; to whom would hesell? o his brother
<ailor?  This_eould not be, for, especially right after the division
nad taken place, his brother would have nothing with which to pur-
chase., To the Mechanic or Manufacturer? What would these
want df it, even supposing them to be able to purchase? It would
be of no use to them unless they could find hireling sailors to man it
afterwards. This they could not hope for, unless indeed they ima

ained the whole class of sailorsavould be disposed to dispossess them-
selves for a-song; and this we do not believe, of them any more
than of any other class of society. Besides, inasmuch as, in such a
state of society there are no wills; all instruments of this kind be-
ing considered criminal, so would gifts be considered, since they
are nothing but wills by anticipation, and of consequence a man who
should sell and another who should buy an article of property, a
<hip for example, at a price decidedly and manifestly below that at
whieh it could be made, would both be sentenced to criminal pun-
ishment by the eriminal laws, and held in odium by public opinion.
The one, therefore, could not dare to offer property at a sacrificing
price, nor the other to accept it; and of course the sale could not talfe
place, except by collusion between the parties; and this, when public
opinion shall be so far changed as to consider such an act quite as

. eriminal as is now considered a conspiracy to rob or defraud, will be

as seldom, nay, more seldom done than it is now. The truth is,
the sailor, like our supposed profligate farmer, would discover that
by going to sea as the owner in whole with his fellows of the ship
lhe sails in, he has much better means of acquiring dispesable pro-

erty with which to pursue what he calls pleasure, than in any
other way. When, indeed, a dew generation shiall have beexnt horn

.
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and bronght up under a system of equality like this, we tmnk ic i
i W Meume that none would be found negligent of their own rational
S WHlttie, .in the “smallest degree whatever; and even as things a.
Sy itavould be almost impossibleto spend any portion of thatshar
& dimsapioperty whieh is essential to his employing his industry with
2 m‘%%a portion of its value to another, for the reasons aboye

stated. 5%

Suppose again, the sailor, or indeed any other person wislg’;_{kf;o

4

already has hisown dwelling if he wWishes one at all? = Of what use,
< to him would such a purchase be %+ M here are no tehants, and why
“should there be landlord#. Or if there be tepants, they can be those
@ " only who would turn tiggmsel, es out of doars, for purpose of profli-
! T gate Pleasure ;—and who would want such tenants as these ? Besides,

-wbb&loes not see that“public opinion would operate powerfully
against ,those who should appear to'wish to dispose of essentiul

iy,

22 property for improper objects gand thus restrain them in a great
5 Jmeasure from.all such attempts, and also those who in any degree-
4 15 " %anshould countenance then. Indeed, when we consider this suppo-
B ug’eﬂ,possibililybf a man's spending his share of equal property after

| SRR,

%;e shall have been given to him, this Association looks upon
it¥imost as impossible as it would be for a man who has just eaten
“dinner, to sit_ down and eat another. In the one case the
s eaten -all he can eat till His stomach be emptied ; in the
other man has purchased alkhehas the means of paying for§ or
if this be not so to the fullest extent, he has in possession, all that he
knows what to do with.
- This Association have followed out further probably than was ne-
cessary this argument; and it has been pursued on the supposition
: that the samestendency to immoral conduct would exist in the
equal as in thesunequal state. But it is evident that this is not the
fact. The two ‘prominent evils of society as now constituted are,
the illicit and impure intercourse of the sexes and intemperate drink-
ing. Now it is plain, that if all persons of mature age were put in
possession of an equal amount of property upon the plan we have
named, they would see the means by which families would, all with-
_ out exception, be rendered comfortable and happy, and marriages
. ¥ gwould universally take place. "And every one knows that this with
“jacarcely any exception would lead to entire purity of morals in this
“yespect. Asto intemperance in drinking, those who think more
of it would prevail than prevails now, forget that the very lowest
and poorest in society as it is now constituted, if they wish to throto
their lives on the bottle, can command the means to do so. The
cheapness of the intoxicating liquors is such that no ong ean be
Avithout the means of purehasing all that is sufficient to destroy him.
An addition to his means then would not enable him to indulge the *
more in this respect; but, as it would give universal encoyragement
“to a course of good and respectable conduct, it would reelaim oon-
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sell his dwelling.  Who again we ask will buy Will it be he \5{56‘: B
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" onsideér whether an equalization of condition is not their only effec<?
&%

sands from the fascinations and miseries of the cup, who take to it only’

from the influence of discouragement and despair. In what is cal-

. led high life also, those who are elevated above the level of nattire’s’
standard, to whom toil is umwelcorhe, not because when it is'mode-*
rate it is in its nature unpleasant, but because it is considé[é‘,gl‘ isho-" -
norable, thousands, as the expression is, kil their time in the *@owing*
bowl ;" when in an equal and happy state of things, it would never’
*hang heavy on their hands.” *'T'o those, therefore, who trace much *

1of§he‘-évila of society to the existence of intemperance, this Associ-

» yaddresses itself, with the earnest wish that they would deéply © ,

~“taal remédy. We sincerely believe it is.

-7 ~Webog the reader to understand that inall our reasoning, showing, -

=" assWe conceive we have done, the almest total impossibility of a i -

.. ..niaw’s spending his equal proportion of property, wehave considered

- ~the question as though the whole world had adopted our system at one
and thesame time. But if it be considered that only our own country *
may have adopted it, the case becomes different. It would thén be*
possible to make sale of entire patrimonies, if not to gthers, atJeast « -
to foreigners. But then, as happens among us now, laws m?ght'be'! 3
passed appointing guardians for those who should in the opinidt of &

T 2 a-jiry of their countrymen, be tanifeéstly and evidently unfit*.to=

’ have charge of theirproperty.  This wouldremedy the nppt;ezj‘gﬁdl‘-?

ed evil. And this remedy might also be resorted to with'gome ad- * .

vantage perhaps, were the whole world prevailed'upbm‘f‘q??ddpt :

+. - the equalsystem in question. -

W e think, therefore, we have shown that it would be, as it Were,
physically impossible for a man to squander that which is essential”
to his happiness; for, if it may be said that a man is physically re<
strained from selling, who lives at a time and under circumstances

' in which there is absolutely no one in existence to buy 5 so also is he
in Jike manher physically restrained, who wishes to sell, and around -
whom are abundance of human beings like bimself, but who have
and can have no ability or motive to purchase. The case is precise-
ly the same, whether men'do not exist at all for the use of him who

- las to sell, or existing, will not or cannot buy. b

It has indeed sometimes been urged that a prodigal and profiigate 5
person might dispose of his farm, for example, to a person of a con-
trary description; and that the latter would consent to buy, on the
expectation that the seller would shortly be in a situation to sell his *
labor to the purchaser, as now, for less than its worth. But Jet us
take care how we mistake ourselves in the new situation of things.

A person of profligate and idle habits is not exactly that description
of character which prudent men wish to employ. = We think there-
fore that few or no persons would be found to purchase property on
such an expectation as this. But let us suppose the contrary. If
. one prudent person would desire such a laborer, so would another.
What secwrity then wowld any particular purchaser of a prodigal’s

s




‘g_ropcrty have that e would monopolize his services? Wonld not
is neighbor farmers as naturally desire them as himsel{? And where
B, the number.of the prudent compared to the imprudent, as is the fact,
o is certainly very great, would not the prodigal whenever he chose to.
e labor, be able to command the full value, or very nearly the full value
' of his services? If the full value were given, it ‘woulg turn out that
the sale of his property had not injured him, but that by labor he
had mutually benefitted himself and those for whom he labored.
- Thus far we have showny we think, that persons of dissipated ha- | *
¥ * bits could not injure themselves or add to the possessions of othiers,
through the mediym of selling their property. It remains for us o e
- show that the cunning could not impose upon the ignorant to pro- -
“duce such an effect, or if they coul_(F, it would be to a very unim- = -
portant degte€. 5 “ e
i “In the proposed new state of society, all would have the means
S~ of prompt payment. * There.would be no credit, 1o debt, or if any, - ]
;
%
E

'

~very little indeed. Anrticles, of whatever kind, would be aid for on
the spot. _And even.if it be supposed that there were progably some _
inclination to.give and take credit, all laws for the collection of —
’ debts might, as we think they should, be repealed, and this would .
. render it still more improbable that debt would exist at all. - What
| *  thenwould be the natural course of trade 7 Would nat those who had i
oceasion to buy any thing, a3 now, call upon many venders, compare \
i qualities and ascertain prices? - And having done.so, would not the
ignorant determine as correctly as the wise, which of all the articles
oftéred it was most to his interest to buy? Could not the commonest -
of men judge of the quality of sugar, for example, as correctly as the- by
profoundest, but ot thé same time, the most knav ish of philosophers? » *
Andisany mansoignorant as not to know, where quality is the same,
that si¥ centsa pound is cheaper than seven? In one word, could nat -
the slave of/Mr. M*Duffic of South-Carolina, for instance, sell cot-
ton, sugar, tobacco or any other article {or as high a prick,if he had it

= tosell, as could hismaster 7 Could he not purchase as chieap, whatever * *~ b
he had cceasion to purchase ¥ And mote espccially would not every
man purchase as cheap as another, when he had such an ameunt of 2

the means of purchase as would enable hiim to buy a six months’ sup-
ply; thus making it of sufficient interést to him to take time enough
thoroughly to ascertain the lowest possible price, and thus breaking
up what may be called the small retail business forever, except it be

in quickly perishable articles? We think most decidedly, that in all U |
“matters of trade those who are called ignorant art as wise as those -‘
who pretend to scornor topity them, and that with all their superior i

pretensions to knowledge over them, inan equal state of things, they
could not possibly overreack them. 7
It is to be said perhiaps that instanees might oceur in which a sci- -,
entific knave cofild prevail upon the credulity ofignorance to engage,,
i the pursuit of chimerical undertakings upon such terms as to. be

sure to terminate in 10ss to the latter and gain to the former. . Bots-

i
i
4
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a5"all expenses are ‘paid on the spot, and solely out of the results
of the labor of those who embark in them, a pursuit of this kind could
not involve others in misfortune, and would soon, through the les-
sons of experience, become its own corrective, so that, at the worst,
any adventurer of this kind could only lose his entire possessions,
and this would very seldom happen. And even when it did happen
the injury inflicted on the sufferer would be very little if any thing
more than the mere loss of labor embarked. For the mumber of
the imprudent of this description, or indeed of any other, compared
to the mass of society, is very small. Any one, therefore, who should
sce himself reduced to poverty, would also see his labor in demand
by almost every one around him, and this competition to employ him
would give him as great returns nearly, if not quite, for his labor as
he could obtain, had he his property still, and were able to employ
* himself.

Under these views of the subject, we begleave to press home upon
the good will of such of our readers as have had their minds made
up to approve of this system of equal education and equal property,
but for an idea that this equality cannot be substantially maintain-
ed, the importange of recoasidering their objections. <Let them do
so, (for an ezxact equality we ourselves do not expect to be kept up,)

..and if any thing we have here said shall have shown these objections
to have been unfounded, we trust and hope they will not be slow to
join us, and thus strengthen our means to extend still further a know-
ledge of our principles.

Much has been said in opposition to these principles; such as,
that the people are-not fitted for such a state of things; that they
should be educated first, &c. &c. Let us feel the weight of this ob-
jection. In the first place, what do we expect of the people, and
particularly that portion of them who are thus proposed to have de-
nied to them the possession of an equal amount of property, at the
same time that it is thus indirectly admitted that they have the right
toit? Do they not know, theoretically and practically, better how
to produce the good things of this life, than those who now monopo-
lize all possession? Do they not Koow equally as well how to pur-
chase what they have occasion to purchase, on terms 2s advantage-
ous to themselves as any others, when they have equal means? Can
they not sell as well? Do they not understand how to plan and
exccute all public works with as much regard to the publie welfare
as the high and lofty in life? Can they not make as judicious a
provision for the education of the young, and the support of the aged
and infirm? Why then is it to be pretended on this account, that
the great mass shall not have equal possessions ? Besides, how has
it been ascertained that they actually do know Jess than others, at
Jeast of that which is worth knowing? Has equal opportunity been
afforded to all classes in which to display their knowledge? If it
hias hat, how hasit been ascertained that the one class is wise; the
other igaoratit?- Tutil, for example, the white lords of the South
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session of property and equal civil advantages, it cannot be t6ld who
. of the two possesses most valuable knowledge. But when this
_equality shall prevail, we venture to say, that the colored popula-
_tion will live better and happier on the same amount-of lagoﬁ,gnd
exertion than will those who shall have previously begn their mas-
ters.  And if this be true of them, how much more is it true of the
= free whjte man of the Northern, Western, and Middle States?
<3 What fact, then, could better establish the superiority to be in fayor

= & of those now affected to be despised, than this? b
Let us then conjure our suffering brethren not to be carried away

and their black slaves shall enjoy equal personal liberty, equal pos-

" by the ignis faluus of education as a remedy for our distresses. -

When they hear it stated that the people are not prepared for such®
a state of things, Iet us ask them to consider whether it may not be
thatthe aristocrdcy are not prepared, siace they are afflicted ‘with the.
vice of wishing to shun the performance of their own just propor-
- tion of labor, and of laying it upon the sdsulders of other men.

Besides,equal education we look upon as being out of human power
_to bestow, until every relation in life is equalized ; till there be equal
food, equal clothing, equal instruction, equal parentage; equal neees-
sity to labor, &e.  Till all these and more be at hand, an equaliza-
_tion of feeling, so to speak; an equal estimation of labor as honor-
- able; an equal choice of the pursuits of life, will never prevail; and
_theif hug a treacherous deception to their bosoms as we believe, who

think there ever can or will. * . ;
‘The question of the advantage to every member of a community,
f an increase of its population by births or otherwise, is one that
has not been publicly discussed as much as it ouaht to be, It is
easy to see, where such increase consists of good citizens, that every
member is a gainer in his own happiness by every augmentation of

- the number of the community. It isa principle well established, that

= a division of labor—that is, the practice of one making one thing,

- * another another, and so on throughout the whole circle of occupa-

tions, is that by which any given number of men, for example, the
citizens of any state, can do more work in a given time than they

‘otherwise could. The greater the number be of the citizens of any *

community, the greater may be the extension of the application of this
principle. Thus the copy of a book, among a population of one hun-
dred.thousand people, must evidently cost mose than if it were printed

‘ber sold, the smaller is the price at which a single copy may be fur-
nished, and more will be sold among one hundred million, than
among one hundred thousand. And the same is true of every de-
partment of industry. Thus, to take an extreme case. If it were
possible that a state of things existed in which the entire labor of
one man’s life consisted in cutting out, assisted perhaps by machine-

mon shoe, another cutting angther pieee, and so on throughout as

N

and published among a hundred millions, For the greater the num- .

xy, one only of the several pieces of leather which compose a com- -

\
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many processes as it would be possible to make the formation of a
- shoe to consist of, it is evident that the price of such shoe would and
could be much lower than under any other circumstances. - And the
same is true, to a greater or less extent, of all other occupations.
Yet nothing can be more certain of profit than that each individual
should be enabled to execute the greatest possible quantity of work
in a given time. 'This being accomplished throughout any commu-
nity, all have much with which to purchase the productions and fa-
brications of others, and all can sell cheap. "Nor in this respect, does
it make any difference whether a particular producer or’ consumer
be a good or bad citizen. In regard, therefore, to the mere opera-
tion of an increase of the number of producing and consuming citi-
zens, the father of a bad citizen bestows as great a benefaction on
his country as the father of a good one. - =424
But if in either case, or rather in both cases, every citizen is bene-
fited by an increase of our numbers, especially in a government
where all shall actually be equal, is not every citizen indebted to all
parents for the number of children they bring into -existence and
rear to matarity.? We think it is self-evident, and that the indebt-
edness to every such parent is in-exact proportion to the number of
his children. Shall not then the -debt be paid?~ And how pay it
better than to tax every man in the State for the maintenance of all
children, and with the money pay every man for feeding and taking
care of his own children, furnishing them with clothing at the same
time and with schools of the best kind at the expense of the State,—
never 1n any case separating parents from children, until the latter =
go to acquire knowledge of some useful occupation, unless sueh pa-
rents oppress, or render them vicious. 'What-more natural and rea-
sonable than that society should adopt such an arrangeinent as this?
What more unnatural and unreasonable than that parents should
consider their children as a species of property, rather than as their -
equal but young fellow-citizens? Our offspring are surely not to be
regarded in the light of domestic animals which we raise for our own
individual profit. ‘They do not stand in the same relation to us as
does a sheep, a hog, or an ox, whom our labor has raised for the
knife.  On the contrary, they are our equals, our friends, and, in
the future, oar benefactors, and as mueh so to one man as to an-
other. While, therefore, we cheerfully accord a share of tax, each
to the support of all the children of the Btate, let us feel that we
shall cross no feeling of our nature, since each parent, asis natural,
will taste, as he does now, of more pleasure in the company of his
own than in those of another ; and since, also, this pleasure will be
heightened by the reflection that by such a system of mutual sup- *
rt other children as well as his own, will enjoy the same enviable
g: piness-and be alike completely protected from want.
Ve may add force to these remarks by observing that if all ought
equally to pay the expense of raising good citizens, (and among
these we congider all the industrious and the virtwous, bowever bume
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bie be their stations and pursits,) because they are all equally Bene=
fitted by their existence; how much more have they the right, and
is it their duty to prevent the bringing up of bad citizens, who will

alike injure all? Every good citizen, therefore, of mature age, we .

think, ‘will not oniy freely consent, but ardently desire to place in
the hands of the government the power to adopt such a system as
will permit no more bad citizens to spring up among us. This, we
think, consists in the plan of civil socitty marked out in this publi-
cation.® :
“ But the great question of all comes at last, What right have you,
what right has government to dispossess every man of all that he has?
For until this be done, property cannot be equally and universally
possessed ; and this cannot be until the moral conviction exist or be
establishied in the minds of a very great majority of men that it is
morally proper to do it. Of this we are fully convinced, but we are
as fully convinced also, that in strict moral right, no man has a just
claim to any thing he holds beyond that which any and every other

man lolds to the same. If therefore, one man has as geod a right .

to another’s possessions (as the latter calls them) as he bas himself,
and if the whole or a very great majority can be convinced of this
supposed fact, it is certain they have the power and no doubt.will
have the disposition to exercise it, to dispossess all as we propose, and
make equal dividend of the same.

It lias been said by Lotke, that no man has a right to any thing
which anotlier has a right to take away. This is so plain a proposition,
50 self evidently true that we shallgake it for granted, and shiall not
weaken it by attempting to give it support. - Another equally self-
evident proposition is, that in the rude and savage state of nature,
the earth and all it contains belongs in equal right to all. So long
as it remains in common, the enjoyment of -all it furnishes is equally
at the command of all.  How then comes it to pass if such be the
fact, that the successors—at least the very distant successors of these
have not the same equality of right? ~ The first of all people, sup-

: posing them to be more than a single individual in number, had right
_ to make equal division of the earth, their equaland common proper-

ty, and they had no right to makeitotherwise. -No individual, for
himself, knowingly, had right to accept of less than his own ‘equal
shiare. Noneto acceptof more. These may seem strange positions.
But we hold them nevertheless to be true.. We hold that no man
has aright to make a gift, since the efiect attendant upon the eXist-
ence of the practice of making gifts, is noless than that of a man’s
making himself'a voluntary slave. This, even the laws of the coun-
try little asthey seem to consider slavery a grievous evil, absolutely
forbid. - Under them, a man cannot indent himself as a slave. Or
it Lie does, he can free himself whenever he chooses, by merely pay-

* Seemore Sullys The Rights of Man to Property.” by T, Skidmore,
New York, pp. 400, 12mo. 1829, price $1.25. : ;




ing such damages as may be adjudged on accomnt of his breach of ©
~ eontract. s = s . : :
It may be said, perhaps that on a first division all would have .
more than they could use ; that a man might give of his own, with-
~out injury to himself; and that, therefore, such an act could not be
“wrong. We reply to this, if the fact were that the giver did not &
" injure himself, that in like manner the 1eceiver was not benefitted—
“and therefore there was no gift. : i 8
As applied to eivil society, organized as we wish to see it, it will
be said that the (supposed) eriminality of making gifts, would be at
war with the practice of hospitality; with all provision made for the -
“unfortunate, &c. &c. We answer no. ~As it regards hospitality,
“if men did not live in unnatural relations with each other; if they
were not coldly and artificially distant—our civilities of hospitality
would balance each other. ‘Fo-day you would dine with us; to-
‘morrow we should dine with you; and thus would the character of ™
the gift disappear. : :
he government making provision for the unfortunate in bodily
afflictions and each citizen paying his proportion of this provision;
what is this proportion but the premium which each citizen pays for
the insurance of his own health? A premium which entitles kim
to support also, if disease- should assail him? There is, therefore, .
no gift in this, nor indeed in any other similar and general regula-
tion adopted by government. And since this latter are better atle,
than individuals, and since it is, besides their duty to make the provi-
‘sion required, private persons ought to be restrained from the exer- 3
cise of what is called charity, or benevolence, and therefore ought to : p
be forbidden to make gifts at all. ' -
But to return from our digression. No man has the right know-
ingly, in the first equal division of the soil of nature, to accept of less o
than his own equal and just share; because this would be to sink ., -
bis gwn condition and €levate that of another; and because no man
has a right to disregard his own equal claim to an equality yrith his -
fellows, or, even by his own voluntary consent, to assign to another®
more than the same équal claim. T'o admit that he has such right,
and to admit, also, that anotherbas a right to accept it, would be no .
less than to admit that the one had a right to consent to be a'slave,
the other a despot. And this we think would be a stranzet}eory
of rights, since it conld not by any possibility, have, morality for its
basis. - It would, in faet, be an immoral system of rizhts altogether.
But if a man have not the right knowingly to consent to aceeptof
Jess than his own equal proportioh of the sgil in its uncultivated state 4
—and if'another have not the right to accept of more—itis certain- ;
ly true that no man has the right to give away his lzbor to another,
nor has that other a right toreceive it. As said already, to admit :
the coatrary e’ this, would be to sanction the establishment of the i
relations of master and stave between manand man.  For what does |
the slave more than this? To perform more labor for his master 1




thin his master periorms for him. This, we take it, is the trife
character of the slave, whether he be found in civilized society where

be enjoys what is called personal liberty, cr whether he have a par- &

ticular person for his absolute and unconditional owner. .
But if a man have no right to give any thing to his fellow, (the
extending support to children is not a gift—it is merelyrepaying the
debt we owe for similar support given us in ourinfancy, and other-
wise providing for our own future welfare,) it is certainly evident
that he has no right to give to those who may live after him. This
“principle then strikes at the root of all wills. And why should the
power of making a will ever have been given to mankind? No
doubt it has heen done on the supposition that those who first culti-
vated the earth thereby made it their property forever. Butcan this
be true?. The whole of the first generation of adults that may be
supposed to have had existence, if they had died altogether on the
same day, could they, in justice ‘and ia right, declare that no one
should have possession of their property forever after 7 Aud yet
‘i they truly cwned it, they would have a right to say so.
But the word owned seems not to be duly considered. It hasre-

ference only to that state of things in whicha living being claims the -

«se of animate or inanimate property. Property not existing, the
g

word cwen would never have been heard of.+ Life, or living being *

never having been in existence the same thing would be true. When,
therefore, a man dies, the word oten, so far as he is concerned, ceases
to have any meaning. As well might it be said that a'man eats
peaches that grow on a tree after his decease, as that he owns themn
when he is dead ; for both these are sords that have meaning when
applied to himn as a living being and not otherwise.  Had he never
lived, nor any creature like him, they would never have been known.
So alsoif 2 man deceased cannot own maferial property neither can
he own any thing else, such as the fruits of his ]abor. There is no
ewnership for kim so soon as he ceases tobe. Even thenif it were
possible to be right for a man to give away his labor and his proper-
ty before his death, the use of such labor and property would belong
to the receiver during the life-time of the giver, and no longer. But
this wethink we have shown is alsoimpossible. :
Wedo not rely upon authqrity as such—yet still we cannot refrain

from offering to our readers a passage or two {rom Blackstone and .

Jefferson; the one an eminent law author, to whom all men of pro-

perty look up as the pratector of their possessions; the other, one

of the greatest statesmenand lawyersof the age. The former says,

« For, naturally speaking, the instant 2 man ceases to be, he ceases

to have any dominion; else, if' he had a right to dispose of his acqui.

gitians one moment beyond hislife, he would also have a right to di-

rect their disposal for A MILLION OF AGES after him; which

would be highly absurd and inconvenient. All property, therefore,

_must cease upon death,’ &c. Mr. Jefferson in a letter to James
Madison, dated Paris, Sept. 6, 17849, and lately published in his Cor-

— A -_
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“.respontence, says, ‘‘that the earth belongs in us;!mct to the living
_ that the dead have no power nor right overit.  T’he portion occupicd
- by any individual ceases to be his, when he himself ceases to &, and re-
- werts to the sociely.” :

. . We hold then that inasmuch as the first of our race made the

sworld theirs as they found it, so also have any generation tha right
- todo the same thing. This being true, any generation has a right
. to succeed equally to the possession of what all former generations
« have left behind them. Nor does it alter the ease thatour predeces
_.sors have given to some among their successors their possessions, and

what they call the fruits of their industry. They had no right to give
*them!  Others had no right to receive them, even as gifis l—or hav-

. ing purchased them with their labor, have no title to that which an~_

~other had no right to sell! o g
- Thus far have we*placed our views before our readers. They are
- much more ‘circumscribed than we could have wished. - But, as we
undertake to circulate many thousand copies of the same, without
_ cost to any but ourselves, with a wish, if we are correct, that the minds
of others may be made to harmonize with our owa, we must do'it in

. strict conforniity with the admonitions of our purse. We appeal then
To the Poor !—=to come and join their efforts with ours; to assist

> " us to place the means of happiness as much within their owh reach

as it is or can bewithin the reach of others; to situatetheir children
not whete they may be able to live without labor, but where they
- shall not be compelled to be the servants of men and of women no
better than themselyves; where, below the temptations of power and
- above the necessities of want; they know neither misery nor vice’y
.and where they neither feel fear nor sustain reproach. Weaskthem

“_to consider that all. k=ve right to-be happy ; that noman has right *&

"to desire, much less to possess property for the purpose of exempting

himself from his equal share of labor, and if there be any who does, +°

such person cannot, therefore. have any just claims to be considered
_by-you, bz others, or himself, as any thing buta bad man. - We beg
_y.mto consider that you are free men; thatassuch youhave the right

~ for example, to leave your country ; that if you. were all 10 do it,

~

“those who now live on your, and of course not on their own, labor,
allowing them to be equally rich, and allowing, also, that no more

poor men came among them, would then find themselyes obliged to -

support théms»elvps on their own indivilual labor exactly asthey would
be required to do, if a division of property Liad taken place; and that”
ifit be right in one way torequire all to labor for theirliving ; so is
it right in another. We beg you to consider that those who now ad-
dress you can have no interest in the proposed new modification of
socjety beyond that which will be possessed by every other person,
that of having the full va{ue of their labor, if they.labor at all.and
otherwise nothing ; that you have the power to bring about even this
greatchange; and that as we have already shown, you have no right
o give your-labor to others without an equal return from them, as
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raust be the case if you suffer’society to remain unchanged—nor t6
allow your children to be doomed to the same unhappy eondition.
We ask you to reflect, that, in this country, nineteen out of twenty
read and are able to understand subjects so plain as this; thatevery
man sotes; that the number of your own description of people is
prohably six or seven out of every ten; and that therefore you com-
mand the moral and physical power of every community. Unite
then your exertions with ours; spare of the wages of your servitude
the trifle you can, if you approve our sentiments, to give them astill
more oxtended circulation, knowing full well that many of your bre-
thren have prejudices, as is natural, against the boldness of ourviews,
and, therefore, in the first instance cannot be willing to pay for what
they consider erroneous, impracticable, or unjust. Send abroad our
pamphlets to distant friends and let these in turn either correspond
with us for more at costprice, or republish in their own places. Come
alsa with us at the ensuing election and support a ticket on these
principles, if for no other purpose as to any immediate benefit, than

that it will tend to make our system more correctly and more wide-~.

ly known. Be not despairing of the accomplishment of so great an

_object. Hitherto revolutions have been brought about slowly ; but

Litherto men could not read ; hitherto men could not write; nor print;
mor vote; and there were few of course to study the science of go-
vernment. Now, a thousand men, poor men for example, (so cheap

is printing,) in five or ten years, could easily themselves furnish to

every human being in the United States who can read, all that is
_pecessary for him to read of any system, this or any other, which may
“be found adequate to make all equally happy. Why then should we
despair? Shall men of influence prevail upon us to dothis? Let

us remember that Jéfierson thouzht, a hundred years of time and the

whole resources of the United States would be inadequate to con-
struct the Great Erie Canal! Yet De Witt Clinton, with the aid
of New York alone finished it in eight years! Letus beware then
how we think the enjoyment of our rights and our happiness is far
9lf! The present condition of the world saysno. Undoubtedly there
are those who would persuade you to act, not notw, and among these,
men both of good and bad motive. Letus advise you to beware of
both. They say, let us prepare.. As though a man needed prepa-
ration, never more to be called upon by a landlord ! Never more to
have paré only, of all that he earns! - As though men were not now
fitted for that state of society, in which almost the whole business of
Jife would be producing, selling for cash and buying for the same !
We say, claim at the polls your rights, the rights of your wives, your
cbildren and of all future generations! Nor suffer yourselves, like
the adherents of a Casar or a Pompey, to be attached to the cause
of a Clay or a Jackson, since uneither of these will do any thing to
make your condition equal with their own. They will support no
ocause that you can call yours.  We apppeal now, ,

. 'To the Middling Class | —You who have acquired, either by inhe-
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ritanée or industry, a competence for yourselves and your children..
- But though your condition is comfortable, you have no guarantee thag
itshall remain so. Human }ife is full of vicissitudes which each indivi-
 dual for himself can only raodify, but can never control or counteract.
* Jtis for your interestthento come into a system, where, happen what
will to you, your children can never be situated in a condition inferior
tothe childrenofany other man. Considerwell whether you have any
jast, moral and parerital right, by holding fast to the present order of -
3 things, to jeopardize the happiness of those you have brought into

; the world ! - Thivl whether you can be a loser evenin a pecuniary: .
' © pointofview. - 'L'wo parents would receive, on a division being made,
. something like thirec thousand dollars each—and lfaving ten children

on arriving turity also receiving each a‘like sum, the whole
would amou! 35,000 dollars. «~How many men, by their own in-
dustry, withort profit on the labors of others, have brought up such

a family and’saved such a sum? How-many men by inheritance’

have a like sam?  And of these two descriptions of men, how many
are not sinking down into the class of the poor who have nothing,
& devoured by the monopolizing operations of still mightier capital-

o ists? ~Wa conjure this Middle Class then to savesthemselves and
the class helow them by making common eause with-us in our eflurt
entirely t¢ re-model the present state of society. . ” #

i To theWealthy! o you we #ay thateven your true intélests are
with ours, They cannot be separated.” Organized as we wisif to
see socioly, all that you enjoy now, you could enjoy then. ‘One head -
to cover, ene stomach to, feed, one body to elothe, to house, to lodge,
to convey, ongmind to cultivate, comgtitute all your wants. Would
you that 3 man, your equal, your superior jperhaps shonld fan yon
while you are hot, bathe youf fest at night, stand behind your chatr’

4 at your muals, &c. &e.? Al this is surely unregponable and ex-

Stremely deyradingas wwall to the master as to the servant—and the state ?
of society vVhich enables you to obtain if, is such as to make these

unnatural, say, eriminal‘indulgences cost you more than they are

. worth. #Bpiter, far better, that you be gqual with your fellovs; that,
thien, your conntry insure your property fiom loss by storm, by ship- -
wreek, by firg, by sickness ; that there be no debt; no wars abroad.

“~ orat hoinas 1 thieves, robbers, murderers; 1o difference of rank,
agising {rofn diTerevce of conadition; that your children and chil-
dren’s children enjuy the advantags of the same perpetualsystem to

I the-latest generationiand thus be exempted from the possibility of

what happens often enouh now—of dying in the alms house. These ~
are your true interests—1nd though many of you will not listen- o~

thém now, the time is fast cowming when an‘all powerful public opi-
nion il demand it at your hands.  The’time is'fast coming when
this same omnipgtent opiriion will consign toan infamy deeper than
that which now stains the character of the vilest malefactor, the wau~
who would dare to wish tarough his wealth to make others sapport
hig existence.  We pray {12t amongyour owa class, in Amgerica at
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least, there may be found none so unreasonable as to oppose them=
selves 1o g system so holy, benignant &nd just. « - {7 AR
} _ . To the Christian! we also make o rﬁpeal. *Do unto others:
i a1 ~as ye would have others do unto you.” If ye would that any sup-. ..
! . port themselves on their own indiyvidual labor, do ye even so yours.
{ selves. And let no man be found among yot, to desire to have -
enormous, or even any amount of property, for the purpose thereby
i .(and there can be no other purpose) of -being akle ‘to_ live without
; S b Jabor, or with less or more agreeable labor than dc"x another. Chris-,
%;t pis }j@‘n, again we say, * Love thy neighbor as thyself.” "Séek not, there-
1 :
{

{ : ore, to maintain a system, by which one man lahors always @ >
¢ I - scarcely has any thing, while another has every tﬁing and:labors = -
not at all.. Feek not.to keep up a system by whichiyea may give =

more to your.own children ghanyou would give'to t of,aftother. -

These latter, ate they not your neighbors ? Strivénot\hen, we say,

&- . %o do this, since by doing it, and by Tefusing to assist ¥ ananging.
¥ sthings o thatall children shall haye equaliproperty, youcompel the
(' spoarer children to Jabor more for the richertlianthe riqh’érﬁork for
théw, and cannot, therefore, love the one as you do thgﬁher. ; o

Jew amd Chuigtian! We hail'you both aixd eall upon you o re-
spect in practice as well as ‘in theory, as we do and will qurselves, .
that most-ancicnt Chatter of . man’s Rightsy wherein the 1'uhighty. 2.
gave to man *dominion over all the earth; and over the fihof the .
seapand over the fowl of the air, and over every thinzgthaf moveth
upon the earth.’ (Getfesis 1. 28.) We repeat, e calkujiopy you
aid’us in giving to each hugpan heing now living, or hereafidr tolive, o
115 equal proportion of that dominion which'is giventognanigenesal-
ly, and of cotrse equally, by. the Creator of the Universe: é .
< Atheists, Deists, Skeptics! ave appeal to you also; ‘and dince you
Tikewise recognize so much of the Christian religion as iseinbraced .
in the foregeingmaximswof morality, we call upon you to ayply thein .
% -to the structure of eivil society, and thus assist us.to dbta?ii‘“-for any .
equal and unatloyed happiness through all {uflire generatjols,
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* “Im conclusion. This Asspciation has room only/ furt] say,
+ thatthey propose pliblishing aocument of this kindéeyer year;

' Pyae . . ]
that they.intend soon,.cz{lm; a public meeting of ll'snen_Ji¥ing on
ol

-their own uSefil labor tal form a ticket at the ensifing eand: Y-ty
. that as this workis stereotyped, they will be ready to furnish copies 5

of the saime to.those who wish also to distribute them gratuifously,
at two dollars pér hundred, en application, ’-y ctter, post paid, ads 3
dressed cither to our Chairman or Secresary, Ot otheryise to . Ming, . =
“No. 9 Canal steeet corner of Bhn, to Wind ¥, Cisco, 234 Hudsoa
near Spring’ swect, or to Abraham Van Gilder, 207 Broome near P
Norfolk strect. - Single ecopies three cénts. g e e
On molion, Ordered, that fifteen thousand copies of the foregotng * g2

. be pricted and ciscalated.  JOEL P. WHITE, Chairmas.
WAL FORBES, Seeretary. et : g %
. Read and lend. Read and lend agaims =
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