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LABOR-MAKING MACHINERY.

WHEN an inventor proposed to Colbert, the minister of Louls
XIV, a machine which would do the work of ten men, Colbert
replied, * I am anxious that men should be able to live hon-
estly by their work, and you propose to me to take the work
out of their hands, Take the invention, if you please, some-
where else”

When, in 1838, Walter Hunt was trying to invent a sewing
machine, his wife protested that it would throw all the sewing
women out of employment, and, as a matter of humanity, Mr,
Hunt threw his model away.

When Arkwright's jenny was introduced the English spinners
destroyed it, and the weavers did as much for Cartwright's
loom. Lace machines were destroyed when introduced into
Nottingham, and the journeymen tailors of London resisted
the introduction of sewing machines. And only last summer
an Ohio farmer found attached to his reaping machine a warn-
ing not to use it, which was signed “ Bread or Blood.”

The workmen in these cases who rezisted the introduction of
machinery may have had some apparent justification. The
silversmith at Ephesus was not so much disturbed at 5t. Pauol's
impicty as he was at the fact which he proclaimed to his fellow-
silversmiths, that ¥ Our craft is in danger.”
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4 LABORMAKING MACHINERY.

But in the case of Colbert and the Hunts the difficulty was
of a radically different character, They acted from motives of
disinterested benevolence.,  They were in error, and their error
was their failure to comprehend that the wants of man are in-
satiable, But that is the fact which the entire history of man
haz demonstrated. No sooner is one want satisfied than man
becomes conscious of another want.  This 1s universal among
all those classes of men whom it is important for us to consider
at this time, Physical wants being satisfied, man hecomes con-
scious of imtellectnal wants. The necessities being once se-
cured, the comforts are desired, and if a2 man's entive ahility to
labor i= not consumed in supplying himseif with necessities and
comiforts, then he will devote what surplus time and strength
he has to the work of obtaining luxuries. So long as man can
by lahor supply his wants, so long he will labor to the extent of
his ability. And the more easily his wants are supplied, the
more wants he will- supply. Colbert did not understand this,
In satisfying his wants, A affords employment, let vs say, to B,
C, D, Eand F. If by machinery the productive capacity of
those men could be increased twenty-five per cent,, then the
wants that five had been employed to supply would he supplied
by four. Colbert =upposed that A would want no mere, and
that F would be thrown out of employment. Experience has
demonstrated that this is wrong ; that A being able to supply
his vid wants with the labor of four men instead of five, em-
ploys F in supplying some new want. [The civilized man dif-
fers from the savage only in having developed and satisfied a
greater number of wants.

When my grandfather went to housekeeping he purchased a
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clock by chopping fifty-three cords of wood at one dollar a
cord, To-day anyone can procure a clock with a few hours’
labor. We do not waste in idleness the time thus saved, but
we satisfy more wants, and in doing so employ men in a score
of trades that were not dreamed of a century ago, without in-
juring the old trades. The clockmakers in this country num-
bered 1,181 in 850, and 1,779 in 1870,

My purpose is to show that the introduction of labor-saving
machinery—so-called—has resulted in increasing the ficld of
employment instead of decreasing it, and in bcttcr‘i_ng the con-
dition of the laboring classes, And [ wish to clear the way
for this by calling attention to some grolesque misTepresenta-
tions of this matter in Mr, W, Godwin Moudy's pamphlet, en-
titted * Our Labor Difficulries ; The Cause and the Way Out.”
This pamphlet embodies the paper read by Mr. Meoody before
the Amercan Social Science Association in May, 1848,

Mr. Moody refers to the amount of work donc in the print
g office of he New Vork Tribune, and then says :

“To do this work requires eighty compositors and proof-
readers; four pressmen and two presses—two of Hoc's perfect-
ing presses,  To issue the same amount of printed matter by
the processes in use by our fathers would require 26y presses,
534 pressmen, and 5,000 compositors and proof-readers. Thus
we see that, in printing to-day, less than 106 men with machinery
will do the work that would have required nearly 6,000 about
fifty years ago. Here in one newspaper establishment labor-
gaving processez have, within half a century, taken the work
from more than 5,500 men,”

Like a good many dispatches during the war, this is impor-
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tant i true; but it isn't true.  Did Fke Tribune ever employ
nearly 6,000 men?  If these more than 5,500 men never had the
work, how can labor-saving machinery have taken it from them ?
Machinery has increased the produwet ; it has not reduced the
numhber of persons employed. Does Mr, Moody suppose that
had the steam press never been invented Fhe New York Tri-
dune would now be issuing 1ts myriads of sheets at four cents 2
copy, and paying living wages 1o nearly 6,000 employés. The
idea is preposterous, Probahly no newspaper previous to the
invention of the steam press employed even reo compositors
and pressmen. When we think of type-making, and press-
making and paper-making it is apparent that the application of
steam to printing has vastly increased the number of persons
employed in the trade,

The newspapers and periedicals in the United States nam-
bered 2,526 in 1850 ; 5,871 in 1876, and 8,133 in (H7H, Many
of these periodicals have been growing in wealth and increas-
ing the amount of labor employed by them, 1s machinery re-
ducing the field of labor in this branch of industry ?

Mr. Moody then draws this indictment against labor-saving
machinery. He says

*In San Francisco its hills, covering miles of territory, have
been removed by labor-saving processes, The steam paddy,
controlled by two men, digs down and removes the hills at the
rate of two or three scoops to the car-load, and then in trains
of a dozen or more cars are Tun to and dumped into the bays
and hollows to be filled ; compelling thousands of muscular
workmen with their picks and shovels, horses and carts, to find
other employment.”
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Now there is nothing whatever in this statement unless it be
assumed that this removal of hills covering miles of territory
would have occurred any way, and that but for the steam paddy
the work would have afforded employment to thousands of la-
borers and their teams. Labor has always been scarce and
high on the Pacific coast, and it is safe to presume that the pos-
sibility of doing that work by steam was the condition of its
being done, If that is so, then the steam paddy has thrown no
one ont of employment, but has provided work for the few men
reguired to construet it, tend it, and to transport the earth.

Te subtract the number of men now employed on a piece of
work from the number that would be employed if the samc
work were done by hand is the most fallacious of all methods
of ascertzining the effect of machinery. It assumes that the
same amount of work would be done, if it had to be done by
hand, that iz now done by machinery. Reason and observa-
tion teach us that this assumption is falze, and that the present
cheapness iz the condition of the present amount of work.

For instance, by hand a man could clean four or five pounds
of cotton a day. Tt 1z now done by machines which clean
4,000 pounds a day each, To clean one of our recent crops
by hand would require the continuous labor of 1,200,000 or
1,500,000 men the year round. Have those men been thrown
out of employment ? Certainly not. They never had it, and
they never would have had it, because cotton could never have
become a great staple had the work of cleaning it been so
great. It wouldn't have been profitable, It is probable that
the cotton gin has actually increased the number of persons
employed in cleaning cotton, In view of the number of per-



