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CAPITAL AND LABOR.

A corres PONDENT last week or the week be-
fore, signing himself A., took exceptions tosome
strictures of ours in ** Tae RevorLuTiox " on the
boasted ‘largest store in the world,” and how it
became 80. As we consider our ‘¢ Financial De-
partment” a current co: tly sweeping away
all such views as those of Mr. A., we did not
refer to him in special, but gave him space to
express his dissent as we do others. Another
correspondent, however, wishes to be heard on
Mr. A.’s criticisms, and we cheerfully clear a cor-
ner for him, as below :

Editors of the Revolution :

Your correspondent ‘“A.’" says, * Capital is not, nor
can it be antagonmistic to the interests of labor,” which
in a certain sense is true ; that is to say, there ought to
be no antagonism, and when the laborer owns the capital,
as he should ana will do when he becomes wise enough,
there will be no oppression of laborer by the capitalist.
But now practically, the capitalist owns the laborer, for
whoso owns the means whereby I live owns me. *A.”
might as well say that because the interests ot labor and
capital are identical there is not and never was such &
thing as chattel alavery, as to assert that under existing
circumstances " the relations of capital and labor are
rightly adjuasted.

The starting point is for the capitalist to pretend to-
own the laborer under some more or less patriarcha }
form of slavery, the final goal is at last reaclied when
the laborer owns the capital, which in fact he alone has
croated .

Doubtless the tendency is to leave more and more of
the products of labor in the hands of the laborer, as he
becomes more intelligent and'less dependent on the cap -
italist, but so long as the land and tools are substantially
in the bands of one class, and another has only its labor,
there must be antagonism of int erests.

Does “‘A '’ or any olher letter to Z believe that there is
such a real, natural difference in the prcductive capa-
city of A. T. Stewart and the average workingman that
the forner is justly entitled to receive ten thousand
times a8 much for his year’s labor as the latter?

A man is justly entitled to be paid for his labor, or in

‘other words to own what he produces and nothing more,

except what may be given to him by his fellows as & free
gift. As for instance, a poet or artist may justly receive
whatever the admiration of the world may freely offer as
a testimony to the pleasura he hasgiven, and so any
benefactor may justly be freely rewarded by his fellows
for the good he has done, to any extent they choosee
But the simple producer is only entitied to what he act-
ually produces. Now, A. T. Stewart began with
nothing, and if he is fairly and scientifically entitled to
the immense property he holds, he must have pro-
duced it all, or its equivalent, or he must have received
it as a testimonial'for the benefit he has conferred.

No one will maintain that A, T. 8., or any other of our
rich men, has produced his wealth by hisown labor.
Neither are our rich men usually those who do the most
to advance the interests of their fellow-men. Itistruethe
capital they hold is useful, but it would be much more
80, if held by those who really produced it. Only think
how much moreuseful it wounld be to have A. T. Stewart’s
great warehouses and merchandise owned in shares by
the men and women, whose labor buailt and made them.
And it the men and women who do the world’s work
will be wise and co-operate with one avother, the time
is not far distant when they will do their own buying and
selling for their own benefit, instead of paying a tew
men thousands of times more for distributing tbe pro-
ducts of labor, than the lsborer iz paid for the less
agreeable work of producing the same. *‘A."” says ‘‘ cap-
ital cultivates refined taste,”” by which be means doubt-
less that a certain amount of lelsure ensured by posses-
gion of capital 18 necessary to the cultivation of the
taste. This being true, every one should have capital in
order to cultivate taste ; and as the laborers produc
the capital, there is no reason except their failures tn co-
operate, why they should not have the capital. Free suf-
frage musl be a failure, as compared with an ideal suc-
cess, 80 long as the masses of the people fail to under-
stand the relations of capital and labor. Money is not
capital, but the representative of capital, nor is it more
powerful than human wisdom ; but the cunning of the
capitalist is far more powerful than the simplicity of the

laborer.
F.8 C.
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A. T. STEWART, AGAIN,
Nxw Yorx, Oct. 31st, 1868.
Editors of the Revolwlion :

Dogs your correspondent * A.,” under “ Woman and
Finance” in * REVOLUTION " of the 20th, mean to say
that the condition of men, when some bave not
near enough and others have far more than enough¢
is what it ought to be? If not, then what pro-
duces this difference? Do not the laws in the inlsrest
of capital help to doit? The poor want what they ean,
not sufficiently get. And greed and dishomesty are the
e MW of finance, trade, and political
economy generally,” which your correspondent ‘ A."”

would have the editors of * Tex REVOLUTION "’ ¢ com-
prehend.” If, as he says, “infinite wisdom cannol make
haman intellect s unit in capeacity and desire to make
and to spend money,”’ suffering can be stopped. There-
fore 1 would say to the laboring classes, hereafter keep
what properly belongs to you. If as is sometimes said.
the laborer is dependent on the capitalist, I would ask,
how was it that the first laborer who ever lived made
headway, if he had no capital to go upon ? *“A.”" says, ““if
a seller sells for less, or a buyer buy for more than the
article demands, then the said seller, or the said buyer,
as the case may be, suffers the just penalty of his own
folly.” I reply that the article should demand that the
soller seil for what will enable him to live economically,
and not to &Ml house in Fifth avenue, worth $200,000 or
az.ooo.ooo. But we will try and come out akead of yoar
omoelont by not belumngullmzutoldm and,
as workingmen, for one thing wé will refase to do milr*

tary service for debt-incurring and impoverishing gov-

ernments, The suffering which “A."”" remarks does
not change, no one will presums that God sent, but it is
imposed by the forms of society ; or if not, society
which represents the wealthy, is responsible for itnot
being removed—for its removalis all reformers at pre-
sent are after if they ever desire to go beyond that. )

H.




