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ANNE ROBERT JacqQues Turcor, baron d’Aulne, was born
in Paris on May 10, 1727. He came of a branch of an old
noble family of Normandy, which had for two or three gen-
erations furnished the state with able administrative officials:
his grandfather had served as an Intendant; his father had
occupied high judicial positions, and presided for a time
over the municipal government of Pans as Prévot des Mar-
chands. He received his early education at the College
Louis-le-Grand and the Collége du Plessis, and then, being
destined as a younger son for the ecclesiastical profession,
he entered upon his theological studies at the Séminaire de
Saint-Sulpice, and received the degree of bachelor of theol-
ogy in 1747. In 1748 he was admitted to residence in the
Maison de Sorbonne; and, in December 1749, he was
elected to the honorary office of Prieur for the ensuing year.
Early in 1751 he changed his plans, and determined to
enter the judicial and administrative service. In January
1752 he was appointed Substitut du Procureur Général ; in
December, Conseiller au Parlement de Pans; in March
1753, Maitre des Requétes. His duties for the next eight
years were chiefly judicial ; but in 1955 and 1756 he accom-
panied Gournay, the Intendant du Commerce, n his official
tours of inspection through the south and west of the
kingdom.

In August 1761 he was appointed Intendant of the Gén-
¢ralité of Limoges, and held that office till the middle of
3774. During his administration he reformed the method
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of collecting the Taille, substituted a money payment for the
forced labour of the Corvée, brought about the free circula-
tion of corn within the Généralité, and established a system
of poor relief. In his occasional visits to Pars, he con-
tracted a friendship with David Hume (secretary to the
English Embassy from 1763 to 1766), and made the ac-
quaintance of Adam Smith (in Pans from Chrnistmas 1765
to October 1766). It was durning 1766 that Turgot wrote
his Reflections (for which see infra)

Upon the accession of Louis XVI, Turgot was 1nvited to
join the new reforming ministry. After a brief tenure of the
Ministry of Manne (July zo~August 24, 1774), he was ap-
pointed Controleur Général des Finances. His short minis-
try of two years forms one of the best known episodes in the
history of France. The most important of his measures
were the establishment of freedom in the internal corn-
trade, the substitution for the Corvée of a tax to which the
privileged classes were also to contnbute, and the abolition
of the Jurandes, or corporations of crafts. Turgot’s edicts
aroused the most determined opposition from the nobihty,
the magistracy, and all those interested in the maintenance
of existing conditions, and Lows yielded to the remon-
strances of the court and of Mane Antoinette, and dismissed
Turgot, May 12, 1776. His measures were at once recalled,
—to be re-enacted by the legislatures of the Revolution
Turgot devoted the years of retirement to Iiterary labours,
and died on March 18, 1481,

The only economc writings of Turgot, other than the
Reflections, published dunng his lifeime, would seem to
have been the Questons importantes sur le commerce, 1755
(translated from the English of Tucker), and two articles on
Foires et Marchés and Fondations in the Encyclopadie, 1756.
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He drew up, however, a large number of Mémoires on van-
ous economic topics, some of them addressed to his official
superiors apropos of his government of Limoges his meas-
ures of reform while Intendant were all explained and justi-
fied by him 1n circular letters and other papers addressed to
the pubhc. and the edicts of his mimstry were preceded by
elaborate expositions of the principles involved. All these,
together with his Eloge de Gournay, wntten in 1759, were
published, under the editorship of Du Pont de Nemours,
i the Euvres de Turgot, in g vols,, 1809-1811, and re-
printed with additions 1n the 2-volume edition of s Ewwres,
edited by Daire and Dussard, in 1844, for the Gullaunun
Collection des Principaux Economstes. The volume entitled
Turgot: Admimistration et (Euvres Economtques, edited by
M. Robineau, 1889, in the Petite Bidliothéque Ezonoquue,
contains the Réflexions, the Eloge, the Edit de Suppression
des Corvées, and the Edit de Suppression des Jurandes. In
Mr W. Walker Stephens' Life and Writings of Turgot, 1895,
will be found a translation of the Eloge, and of a good many
miscellaneous extracts from Turgot’s writings

The main source for the biography of Turgot 1s Du Pont
de Nemours, Mémozres sur la vie et les ouvrages de M Tur-
got,1782. The Vie de Turgot, by his fnend Condorcet, 1786,
(translated into English 1787), gives some additional par-
ticulars. Of wntings concerning Turgot a list will be found
m Dr. Lippert's article in the Hendworterbuch der Staats-
wissenschaften, vol. vi. Among the most notable of these,
from the eminence of the wnters, are the articles of
M. Léonce de Lavergne n Les Economistes Francais du
dix-huttéme siécle, 1870, and of Mr. John Morley in Cri#ical
Miscellanies 1877, and the brief life by M. Léon Say, 1887,
translated into Enghsh by Mr. Gustave Masson, 1888.
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Among the very few really impartial estimates of Turgot’s
place in French history, the reader may be referred to
M. Albert Sorel’'s L’ Europe et la Révolution Frangaise, 1885,
1, Pp- 209—213..

The Reflections on the Production and the Distribution
of Riches were wntten towards the close of 1766 for the
benefit of two young Chinese, who having been educated m
France were returming to their country with a pension from
the crown. China was commonly regarded by the French
economists of the time as the pecuhar home of enhghtened
government (compare de Tocquewille, L'Ancien Régime,
hvre 11, ch. 3); and these young men were expected to
keep their European patrons informed upon the internal
affairs of their country. Turgot drew up a list of questions
for them to answer, and prepared the Reflecfions to enable
them the better to understand the purpose of his interro-
gations (see Appendix, Excerpt 6). In 1769 he yielded
to the insistence of Du Pont de Nemours, then editing the
Ephémérides du Citoyen, the organ of the Physiocratic party,
who was 1n chronic want of copy, and gave him the Reflec-
tions to print. They appeared in the numbers for No-
vember and December 1769, and January 1770; which,
however, were not actually issued till January, February
and Apnl 1770.

It has recently been shewn by M. G. Schelle (in s D»
Pont de Nemours et lécole physiocratique, 1888, pp. 126-129,
and 1n an article 1 the Jowrnal des Economustes for July
1888), that Du Pont took upon himself, without consulting
the author, to mod:fy the text in more than one direction.
In § xvi (smfra, p. 16) the adjectives “human” and
“civil” were omtted before ¢ conventions” and “laws” ;
and to the words “after they ceased to cultivate them”
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were added, “And this as the price of the original agn-
cultural advances, by which they have brought these soils
mnto a condition to be cultivated, and which, so to speak,
are mcorporated with the soil” (“Et cela pour pnx des
avances fonciéres par les quelles ils ont mis ces terremns en
état d'étre cultivées, et qui se sont pour ainsi dire incor-
porées au sol méme "). Out of Turgot's one section (xxi1)
on cultivation by slaves, Du Pont made three ; his additions
(more than equal n extent to Turgot’s own text) not only
emphasizing the moral evil of slavery, but also maintaimng
that slave labour was unprofitable even to the masters: and
from the heading and opening sentences of § v Du Pont
omitted altogether the enumeration of slaves among move-
able niches. Turgot was exceedingly annoyed (see Appen-
dix, Excerpts 7, 8) ; and remonstrated 1n time to prevent
the third mstalment from being tampered with. But Du
Pont could not allow Turgot's language in § Ixxviii, about
saving (“'épargne”) as the source of capital, to pass
uncnticised , and accordingly he appended a long note,
urging that ‘“the formation of capitals anses much less
from saving out of the expenditure of revenues than from
the wise employment of the expenditure" (see Appendix,
Excerpt ¢), and added one or two other fussy notes.
Throughout he touched-up the style in minute points.
Turgot insisted that in the separate issue of the Reflec-
tions which was about to be made, the text should be cor-
rected, and an errafum inserted drawn up by himself. This
was done; but according to M. Schelle only 100 or 150
copies were struck off, and scarcely one has survived. A
corrected repnnt, issued in 1788, 15 equally rare. Strangest
of all is the fact that when, in 1808, Du Pont edited Tur-
got's Euvres, he boldly reprinted his old text of the Zphé-
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merides, and this was copied by Daire 1n his edition of 1844.
Not till 1889 were the Reflechions accessible as onginally
written. M. Schelle and M Robineau have both announced
that 1n the Reflections, as printed by the latter in the Zurgor
volume of the Pente Bibhothéque Economigue, the ongmal
text has been re-estabhished In every essential point this
15 doubtless the case, but a companson of the Robineau
text with that of the Ephéméndes and with the Enghsh
translation of 1793 about to be mentioned, raises a good
many curious little questions as to Turgot’s exact language
which cannot at present be answered. A really critical
edition of the Reflections would come with good grace from
the inhentors of the Turgot tradition, — the group of Pansian
economusts associated with the Journal des Economistes and
the house of Guillaumin. It must be observed, also, that
unless the manuscript of Turgot’s other wrnitings published
posthumously by Du Pont can be recovered, they must
remain under some suspicion.

An anonymous Enghsh translation, made, as 1s clear from
internal evidence, from the edition of 1788, appeared in
London 1n 1793 ; and this was reprinted by J. R. McCul-
loch mn 1859 1n one of the Overstone volumes, (A4 Selct
Collection of Scarce and Valuable Economical Tracts).
The onginal intention of the present editor was merely to
repnnt this translation, but upon examination this was
quickly seen to be out of the question. The 1793 transla-
tion 1s fairly good for the first few paragraphs; but soon
gross blunders begin to make their appearance, ¢g. in
§ xxv, where the heading “Colonage partiaire” 1s trans-
lated “ Partial Colonization” ! As 1t proceeds 1t becomes
worse, until in the second half there are many paragraphs
which are absolutely unintelhigible. It was evidently a piece
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of hack-work, done by a man who had little understanding
of the course of Turgot’s argument. McCulloch can hardly
have read 1t.

The present editor has, accordingly, ventured on a new
translation, following M. Robineau’s text, and companng it
with that of the Ephémérides,— for the loan of a copy of
which he 1s 1ndebted to his friend, Professor E. R. A. Sehg-
man. He has attempted to produce something like the
effect of Turgot’s style; which 1s, indeed, inelegant and
sometimes rugged, and also very hmited in vocabulary, but
yet direct and clear, the style pre-eminently of a man of
affairs.  Turgot’s thought 1s, of course, abstract, ke that
of the group to which he belonged, but his language 1s
not as abstract as that of economic wnting has since
become; and, in spite of the occasional awkwardness of
the result, the translator has sought to retam as much as
possible of the concreteness of Turgot's expressions. In
this attempt some help has been derived from the usage
of Adam Smith. Thus “rnchesses” has been rendered
“rnches,” “la société ” commonly by “the society,” and so
on. Sometimes a word hike “ denrée ” 1s used first in a nar-
rower and then in a wider sense, and therefore differently
rendered. To avoid misrepresenting our author, the orgi-
nal French has been given in a note, when 1t 1s either a
technical term, or used with more than one shade of mean-
g, or for any other reason noticeable. The punctuation
n the Ephémérides, (connecting, for instance, two or three
sentences with the colon or semi-colon) often suggests the
connection of ideas more clearly than the modern texts, and
it has been usually followed here, except where a prninter's
blunder could be fairly supposed. In the use of capital let-
ters (which, it will be noticed, are far fewer in the third
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instalment), and 1n various trifles of typography, the print-
ing of the Ephémérides has also been here imitated, in the
hope of keeping something of the eighteenth-century flavour.

The Excerpts from Turgot’s Correspondence, given 1n the
Appendix, will be found to throw a good deal of light on his
economic theory. Those numbered 1, 3, 5, were printed as
long ago as 1849 by J. H. Burton in Zetters of Eminent
Lersons to David Hume; while the letters of Hume, from
which 2 and 4 are taken, have only of late years seen the
light, in M. Léon Say's David Hume: Buvre Economigue,
1888, (1n Petite Bibhothéque Economigue). The economic
passages form a small part of the whole correspondence
between Turgot and Hume, which is chiefly concerned with
the affairs of Rousseau. Hume’s interesting letter to Mo-
rellet, (of which excerpt 10 is a fragment) is also printed in
M. Say's Aume. Excerpts 6—g are taken from previously
unprinted letters of Turgot given by M. Schelle in the article
in the Journal des Economistes and the book on Du Pont
de Nemours already mentioned. The latter is an indispen-
sable source of information for all students of the Physio-
cratic school.

The translator may be permitted to add two observations
at the end of his work. The first is that, in spite of Tur-
got's dislike for the narrow sectarian spirit of the circle
that surrounded Quesnay, and the freedom with which he
expressed his dissent from them on minor points of doc-
trine, nevertheless his whole economic thought was domi-
nated by the fundamental Physiocratic ideas ; and these find
in the Reflecions their briefest and most lucid expression.
The second is suggested by the recent discussion as to the
relation between Adam Smith on the one side, and Turgot,
or the whole Physiocratic school, on the other. This discus-
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sion, though 1t has received of late some valuable contribu-
tions, (S. Feillbogen, Smith und Turgot, 1892, E. Cannan,
Intyoduction to his edition of Smuth’s Lectures, 1896, H.
Higgs i Economsc Journal, December 1896, and W Has-
bach in Pohtical Science Quarterly, January 1898) cannot
be regarded as concluded It 1s now generally recognized
that there are not inconsiderable portions of Adam Smith’s
treatise of a distinctly Physiocratic character. And it will
probably be found that the contnbution of Physiocracy to
the production of the Wealth of Nations was even greater
In two other ways,—in raising questions in Adam Smith's
mind, which left to himself he would never have put, and
in providing him with a phraseology which of himself he
would never have hit upon
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[Introductory Note by Du Pont de Nemours,
in the E;)/zémérza’es for Nov. 1769, p. 12.]

We have long begged the Author of the following work
to let us have 1t to enrich our Pertodical He was never
ready to consent, because he had not grven the last touch to
the exposition of his reflections, because, throwing them on
paper, three years ago, very hasuly and for a particular
purpose, he approaches the subject in a manner whick seems
to hum not sufficiently direct, because, as a consequence, he
has been obliged sometimes to repeat himself, and because
tt seems to him that thereby he gives occasion to obections
which could easily have been forestalled 1f the subjects had
been presented in a more systematic fashion. It 1s the
Author himself who has so severely criticised his perform-
ance, whenever we have spoken lo hum about 12, and we
doubt not that he would really have been quite capable of
grung 1t @ higher degree of perfection. Yet as important
occupations, from whick he cannot be released, leave him
too httle lesure for it to be possible for him to reckon
upon the time which would be necessary to arrwve at what
would satsfy lumself; and since, even in the condition
which the reflections now are, they seem to us to compose
a Work that i1s very nteresting, very fruitful, and very
worthy of the wmportant subject of which they treat, we
have insisted upon his grving us permission lo place them
in our Collection ; and he has finally granted to friendship
the sacrifice he had always refused to our arguments.

B 1






REFLECTIONS on the formation & the distribu-
tion of riches,' by Mr. X.
§. FIRST.

Impossibilsty of Commerce upon the supposition of an equal
divnsion of lands, wherein every man should possess only
what was necessary for his own support.

If the land were so distributed among all the inhabitants
of a country that each of them had precisely the quantity
of it necessary for his support and nothing more, 1t is evi-
dent that, all being equal, no one would be wilhing to work
for others. No one, besides, would possess anything with
which to pay for the labour of another; for each, having
only as much land as he needed to produce his subsistence,
would consume all that he had gathered, and would have
nothing that he could exchange for the labour of the
others.

§ 1L

The above hypothesis has never existed, & could not have
continued. The diversity of sols & the multiphcity of
wants lead to the exchange of the products of the land
Jor other products.

This hypothesis can never have existed, because the lands
have been cultivated before they have been divided ; that

1 Des rschesses.
3



4 REFLECT/ONS ON THE FORMATION

very cultivation having been the sole motive for division
and for the law which assures to each his property. Now
the first who have cultivated have probably cultivated as
much ground as their forces permitted, and consequently
more than was necessary for their support.

Even f this state could have existed, 1t could not possibly
have been durable; each man, as he got from his field
nothing but his subsistence, and had nothing wherewith to
pay the labour of the others, could only supply his other
wants 1 the way of shelter, clothing, etc., by his own labour,
and this would be almost impossible ; every prece of land
by no means producing everything,

He whose land was only fit for gramn and would produce
neither cotton nor hemp would be without cloth where-
with to clothe himself. Another would have a piece of
land fit for cotton which would not produce gramn. A third
would be without wood wherewith to warm himself, while
a fourth would be without grain wherewith to feed himself.
Expenence would soon teach each what was the kind of
product for which his land would be best adapted, and he
would limit himself to the cultivation of that particular
crop, in order to procure for himself the things he was
devoid of by means of exchange with his neighbours; and
these, having in their turn made the same reflections, would
have cultivated the crop! best suited to their field and
abandoned the cultivation of all the others.

1 La denrée.
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§ III

The products of the land requirve preparatons long & diffi-
cult, in order to render them fit to satisfy the wants of man

The crops which the land produces to satisfy the differ-
ent wants of man cannot serve that purpose, for the most
part, 1n the state in which nature gives them, they must
undergo various changes and be prepared by art. Wheat
must be converted into flour and then into bread, hides
must be tanned or dressed ; wool and cotton must be spun ,
silk must be drawn from the cocoons; hemp and flax must
be soaked, peeled, and spun, next, different textures must
be made from them ; and then they must be cut and sewn
into garments, foot-gear, etc. If the man who causes his
land to produce all these different things and uses them to
supply his wants were himself obliged to put them through
all these intermediate stages, 1t is certain that he would
succeed very badly. The greater part of these preparations
demand an amount of care, of attention, of long experience,
such as are only to be acquired by working continuously
and on a great quantity of materials. Take for example
the preparation of hides; what labourer could attend to all
the details necessary in this operation, which lasts several
months and sometimes several years? If he could, would
he be able to, for a single hide? What loss of time, of
space, of material, which might have served either at the
same time or successively to tan a great quantity of hides!
But even should he succeed in tanning a single hide, he
only needs one pair of shoes; what shall he do with the
rest? Shall he kill an ox to have this pair of shoes? Shall
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he cut down a tree to make himself a pair of sabots? One
might say the same thing concerning all the other wants
of each man, who, 1f he were reduced to his own field and
his own labour, would consume much time and trouble to
be very badly equipped 1n every respect, and would culti-
vate his land very badly.

§. IV.

The necessity of these preparations brings about the exchange
of produce for labour.

The same motive which has established the exchange of
crop for crop between the Cultivators of different kinds
of soil must, then, have necessarily brought about the
exchange of crop for labour between the Cultivators and
another part of the society, which shall have preferred the
occupation of preparing and working up the produce of
the land to that of growing 1t. Everyone profited by this
arrangement, for each by devoting himself to a single kind
of work succeeded much better in 1t. The Husbandman®
obtained from his field the greatest amount of produce
possible, and procured for himself much more easily all
the other things he needed by the exchange of his surplus
than he would have done by his own labour. The Shoe-
maker, by making shoes for the Husbandman, obtained
for himself a part of the latter’s harvest. Each workman
laboured to satisfy the wants of the workmen of all the
other kinds, who, on their side, all laboured for him.

1 Le Laboureur,
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§ V

Pre-eminence of the Husbandman who produces over the
Artisan who works up materials) The Husbandman s
the first mover® in the circulation of labours; it 1s ke who
causes the land to produce the wages® of all the Arfisans.

It must however be observed that the Husbandman,
furnishing all with the most important and most consid-
erable article of)thelr ﬁ:onsumpnon, (I mean therr food
and also the materials of almost every industry) has the
advantage of a greater independence. His labour, in the
sequence ! of the labours divided among the different mem-
bers of the society, retains the same primacy, the same
pre-eminence, as the labour which provided his own food
had among the different kinds of labour which, when he
worked alone, he was obliged to devote to his different
kinds of wants. We have here neither a primacy of honour
nor of dignity; it is one of physical necesssty. The Hus-
bandman, we may say in general terms, can get on without
the labour of the other workmen, but no workman can
labour 1f the Husbandman does not enable him to live. In
this circulation, which, by the reciprocal exchange of
wants, renders men necessary to one another and forms the
bond of the society, 1t is, then, the labour of the Husband-
man which imparts the first impulse.®* What his labour
causes the land to produce beyond his personal wants 1s the
only fund for the wages which all the other members of the

1 Qui prépare. 8 Le salaire,
2 Le premier mobile 4 L'ordre.
& Donue le premier mouvement.
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society receive in exchange for their labour. The latter, in
making use of the price of this exchange to buy in their
turn the products of the Husbandman, only return to him
exactly what they have received from him. We have
here a very essential difference between these two kinds
of labours, upon which 1t 1s necessary to lay stress in
order to be well assured of the evidence on which 1t rests,
before we accept the innumerable consequences which flow
from 1t.

§ VI

The wages of the Workman' are hmited to his subsistence by
the competition among the Workmen He gets only his
lvelihood ?

The mere Workman, who has only his arms and his in-
dustry, has nothing except 1n so far as he succeeds 1n
selling his to11® to others. He sells 1t more or less dear,
but this price, more or less high as it may be, does not
depend upon himself alone 1t results from the agreement
which he makes with him who pays his labour. The latter
pays him as little as he can, as he has the choice among a
great number of Workmen, he prefers the one who works
cheapest. The Workmen are therefore obliged to lower
the price, in competition with one another.* In every
kind of work 1t cannot fail to happen, and as a matter of
fact it does happen, that the wages of the workman are him-
ited to what 1s necessary to procure him his subsistence.

1 L'Ouvnier 8 Sa peine
.
2Q3 vie 4 A I'envi les uns des autres
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§ VII

The Husbandman is the only person whose labour produces
somethang over and above the wages of the labour. He 1
therefore the sole source of all wealth'!

The posttion of the Husbandman is very different. The
land pays him directly the price of his labour, indepen-
dently of any other man or any agreement. Nature does not
bargain with him to oblige him to content himself with
what 1s absolutely necessary  What she grants is propor-
tioned neither to his wants, nor to a contractual valuation ?
of the price of his days of labour. It 1s the physical result of
the fertility of the so1l, and of the wisdom, far more than
of the laboriousness, of the means which he has employed
to render 1t fertile. As soon as the labour of the Hus.
bandman produces more than his wants, he can, with this
superfluity that nature accords him as a pure gift, over and
above the wages of his toil, buy the labour of the other
members of the society. The latter, in selling to him,
gain only their livelihood, but the Husbandman gathers,
beyond his subsistence, a wealth which 1s independent
and disposable, which he has not bought and which he
sells. He is, therefore, the sole source of the riches,
which, by their ctrculation, animate all the labours of the
society; because he is the only one whose labour produces
over and above the wages of the labour.

1 L'umque source de toute richesse,
2 Une évaluation conventionnelle,



10 REFLECIIONS ON THE FORMATION

§ VII

First division of the society into two classes - the one pro-
ductive,! or that of the Cultivators, the second stipen-
diary,? or that of the Artisans.

Here then we have the whole society divided, by a ne-
cessity founded on the nature of things, into two classes.
equally industrious.> But one of these by its labour pro-
duces, or rather draws from the land, riches which are con-
tinually springing up afresh, and which supply the whole
society with its subsistence and with the materials for all
its needs. The other, occupied in giving to materials thus
produced the preparations and the forms which render
them suitable for the use of men, sells its labour to the
first class, and receives in exchange 1its subsistence. The
first may be called the productve class, and the second
the s#pendiary class.

§ IX.

In the first ages the Proprictor cannot have been distinguished
Jrom the Cultivator,

Up to this point we have not yet distinguished the Hus-
bandman from the Proprietor* of the lands; and in fact
they were not originally distinct, It is by the labour of
those who have been the first to till the fields, and who
have enclosed them, in order to secure to themselves the
harvest, that all the lands have ceased to be common to
all, and that landed properties have been established.

1 Productrice. 8 Toutes deux laborieuses,
8 Stipendiée, ¢ Propriétaire,
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Until the societies have been consolidated, and the public
force, or law, now become superior to individual force,
has been able to guarantee to each man the tranquil pos-
session of his property against all invasion from without,
a man could retain the ownership of a field only in the
way he had acquired 1t and by continuing to cultivate it.
It would not have been safe to get his field cultivated by
somebody else, who, having taken all the trouble, would
have had difficulty 1n understanding that the whole harvest
did not belong to him. Moreover, in this early time, as
every industrious man would find as much land as he
wished, he could not be tempted to till the soil for others.
It was necessary that every proprietor should cultivate his
field himself, or give it up altogether.

§. X.
Progress of the society, all the lands have a master.

But the land filled up, and was more and more cleared.
The best lands at length came to be all occupred. There
remained for the last comers only the sterile soils rejected
by the first. But in the end all land found 1ts master, and
those who could not have properties! had at first no other
resource than that of exchanging the labour of their arms,
in the employments of the s#pendiary class, for the super-
fluous portion of the crops of the cultivating Proprietor.

1 Propriétés,
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§. XL

The Proprietors begin to be able to throw the labour of culti-
vation upon hired Cultivators.

But since the land returned, to the master who cultivated
1t, not only his subsistence, not only that wherewith to pro-
cure for himself by way of exchange the other things he
needed, but also a considerable superfluity, he could, with
this superfluity, pay men to cultivate his land , and for
men who live on wages, 1t was as good to earn them 1n this
business as 1n any other. Thus ownership could be sepa-
rated from the labour of cultivation ; and soon 1t was.

§. XII

Inequality 1n the dimision of properties. causes which render
that inevitable.

The original Proprietors at first occupied, as has been
already said, as much of the ground as their forces per-
mitted them to cultivate with their family. A man of
greater strength, more industrious, more anxious about the
future, took more of 1t than 2 man of a contrary character.
He whose family was more numerous, as he had more needs
and more hands at his disposal, extended his possessions
further: here was already a first inequality. All pieces of
ground are not equally fertile: two men, with the same
extent of ground and the same labour, could obtain a very
different produce from it: second source of inequality.
Properties, in passing from fathers to children, are divided
into portions more or less small, according as the families






