THE SUBSTANCE

OF A

SPEECH

DELIVERED BY °

ROBERT SPANKIE, Eso.

BEFORE

A SELECT COMMITTEE

OF THE

HOUSE OF COMMONS,

On the 24th and 27th Days of June, 1814.
IN SUMMING UP THE EVIDENCE

In Eupport of a BN

~ ““Te make further Regulations for the Registry of Ships built in India.”

LONDON :

PRINTED BY JAMES GILLET,

CROWN-COVRT, FLEET-STREET,




SELECT COMMITTEE

)

ON

EAST INDIA SHIPPING BILL.

Friday, June 24, 1814.
Tur Ricur HoNorABLE THoMmas WALLACE 1IN THE CHAIR.

Mg..SpankiE.—May it please you, Mr. Chairman, it is
now my duty to lay before the Committee what appears to
me to be the result of the long and painful investigation in
which they have been engaged. I feel it extremely difficult,
however, to give them even a short review of such a body of

evidence upon so great a variety of topics, and the bearing of

which upon the question it is sometimes not easy to discover.
Indeed, I ai afraid, that the observation of my learned friend,
Mr. Harrison, as to the circumstances in which one of our

witnesses made his survey of the oak timber, applies, in some
degree, to the whole discussion; and that the superfluity of
leaves, with which the case is surrounded, tends to conceal its

solid contents.

I shall not enter into a very minule examination of the
evidence, which would, probably, carry me farther than is
B
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necessary for the occasion,*

or would be convenient for the
Committee.

With respect to the great and more important considera-
tions, embracing almost every branch of political economy,
and every question of national policy, which the measure
before the Committee involves, 1 shall refrain from them as
much as possible ; feeling that my learned friend who pre-
ceded me went over that ground so luminously, and with so

much ability, that the impression he must have ma
1t unnecessary for

even could T hope t

de renders
me to dwell upon that part of the case,
o follow him with equal success.

In SUmming up the effect of the evidence
Presented ¢q the CommittCe, it will be necessary to call back
to thei‘r recollection the grounds upon which the parties have
}thought it to rest their case ; and to shew more clearly what
;ii})ev;‘:]g\:‘vt%d, compared with th(.-: object with which 1‘:hey set

“dlgument on the other side seems to reduce itself to

this, that ; T o il y
! > that if e building of shipping for the East India Com-
any 5 S e .
})e r} and the trade to Indjg i removed, the consequences will
Utnous {g the establishmen

Sehll ts on the Thames, and that
“ueh remgy . ] :
Luildine : \tal Will produce great danger to the general ship-
terests o 3 s .
5 8 n _
servige: 5 of the country, ang also to the public naval
© “YOnnected with this, Something has also been intro-

which has been

res f a %

e tSpect to the danger that may arise from trans-
N to Tudijq so larce 2 h
other sige y, 1 IS¢ a portion of ship-building. 'The

Ve likewise anticipated o part of what was

. Ut cage Tl 't OF whe sup-
QWestion, whethey tl:erg 5 5’ ét UEEN great.]ength, "‘_‘t‘) the
P of the cage we have limt L AICIty Of Siber. - Tg that
: €8N, 11 some measure, Compelleq tq
L}A:I:it\:? s. g od ﬂm
\ B TQ:‘E’@CH\-Q p'u;lii:'lltce did not intend to Teport any opinion on

—

)

answer. not at the same length, but .at cunsi.dera?)le length.
i 1lnust,confess, however, notwithstanding the tllr‘ne 11-T hasacou,
sumed, that this part of the case‘does not appear to fne(:‘;::s;
sarily to decide the measures o.t goven'lmenti upon‘ 20 ?ar“ui
siubject as this. That a scarcity of t?mbm may ):'al n? 1
ment with some to acquiesce il% t.he tl;ﬂ\ ?e‘f«;l;eapj:) 1:;[;];31;1&,
can casily believe; and so far it justly clan ; .‘f e

e of attention. We have endeavoured, there 01’., 8
:i::;e, that the scarcity which has been represented tf)] e:zst.t,l:z
a rveal one; and, upon that ground al.one, some _fntco 9ukes
ship-building resources of 'tlxis c21111221;5;61swllil?zle;s;irynOw e
us to carry on that extensive cor 2B}

| ~ m-
The ship-builders in the T hames‘-comc. béfo‘re tth:k Cszi A
mittee, insisting, and boldly avowing, that tleBe.t\. m}ld
‘ e : ritain
must be excluded from the trade bL‘(/Iwef?nthfatﬁo:ll ;1; 58
1t the 1ntroduc
dia altogether. They represent t. . :
11:(l)]be prediant with the greatest danger. We, on l;l‘le1 otheli
hand co;’tend that, up to the largest extent to whic 1 tead
1(' s, can be called into use, they ought t.o bfa permitted,
s ding to the letter and spirit of the navigation laws, and
ccordi . ! .
?o every Oprinciple which hitherto has regulated the policy of
this country, but we confine ourselves, on the present 0(‘:ca-
sion, to maintaining, that the limited concession of th}e zlght
, ill, is the least that can
; ] nder roposed bill, is t at
we are to enjoy, under the p the dspsbphaf,
be given to us, and it is absolutely necessary for carrying on
<) 3 ; ; ]
the trade between great Bntam and India.

The ship-builders in the Thal.nfas, I am af1~aicl, have. ?een
actuated, in their present opposition to the Bl“" .by a.spmt of
mercantile jealousy, too frequent when competition is appre-
hended. In this case, they say, that they sy pe e,XCludG’d
from any competition, because the teak ships enter intg e
trade with such advantages as to exclude them altogether.
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This is the common pretence of all those who claim exclusive
advantages, or protection against rivalship  The competition
which is beneficial to the public, they represent as ruinous to
themselves. Dr. Smith, vol. i, p- 229, gives a whimsical

instance of this Jealousy, in a class in whom such jealousies

are not very common, and which a good deal resembles the
apprehensions entertained by the Thames builders on this
OccaSﬂ?ﬂ- He mentions that the proprietors and occupiers of
lands I the home counties petitioned parliament that no
turnpike roads should be made beyond fifty miles from
London, pretending that the cheapness of labour, and other
advantages in the distant counties, would make it impossible
for the Petitioners to sustain any competition with them.
The T.hames builders ‘would deprive the country of what is
i?;:i;hlsoguvanalagous in its imp?rtal‘\ce to tm"npik.e roads—

€¥ance of commodities by sea. Their present

0 O" . l' - ' ] |
Pposition i founded on the same principle. They would
exclude the teq

bt gp i kbships from entering into com_petition in thﬁ
Bt .. ecause th.ey would .have no kind of chance if
i llozvi)lrz suffered to av'all itself of its natural .advantages. ‘ I
T Pared to admit, however, that, taking the durabi-

0 3 . g . :
. aceount, as well as the ‘original cost of a teak ship,
{eertain] 8

Rt oS ¢ a T 5 built ship,) even
that SUperiorit n that of a Thames built ship,)

ship, Vam Y Would give a virtual monopoly to the teak
in pi t ?;HOUS other circumstances must concuar to determine
Wwha ITe - 5
. “e8ree, if at all; tlie one vessel would be preferred to
the othey,

iy
. I'he cheapne
cost of the vessel !
f 2
decide whether

on the commy

ss of labour in building, the original
Orher durability, will not, of themselves,
the teak ghi ‘
; €rCe of Indig,

Capital in an Tudig g}

p or the Thames ship is to carry
: A mian in India, who lays out hig
Cantile 5%y g a,nfa:temuSt bri‘ng himseifo r(‘zlt:nd to a 111§r—
Mierest of money in I ‘I)TOPOltlol?a_t'e : b mel"(:antxle
fepatd Yy o R AR Bntl_sh merchant might be

profit: which would mot ndemnify ‘his Indian

_

—

s

o
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competitor. The mere chefipness of t.he sml[z w‘ould m‘)'t},l Of‘
itseif, decide whether the Thames ship 'bu1 ens,—or. rat 1e‘

the o,wnel‘ of a Thames ship, could enter nto comget;:;?n or

pot.  Our oppounents are alarmed to a greatf‘:rldegl}e‘eb ‘:;1(;1::

necessary ; butwere the consequences to the Thames L Stm

to be even such as they represent, 1 apprehend ;;/e af?(’.‘:ed

entitled to contend, that the share proposed' tg t.e aszlt:.,om

to us by Governmment (admit?ed to. be a ll}lllii 1{));1 o

rights as now defined by law,) 15 as little as could

to us.

that the basis of

: - side iS:
X 0y ent on tlle Othe‘ ‘ sy R LB b
A leading argum if the building for

the establishurents in the Thamnes musF ialvl, A T
the India trade, 1‘6p1‘esentcd tol be tl'lell‘Otl‘n;l]l; bel?'z;‘\)\ighn;ents
moved, and that it will be the run o ; .
amtsalves -« for -us, on the other.hand, to shew tha
Zl\]:?:;ht/i‘js m{;r:r;?v f;(riew t’beir calculation is over rated.

They have proved that pl-iol'- to the time 0? ‘(Cfﬂt\ ?h;ll?s
they “:Cye in the habit of building a great. npm‘Jex c‘) S 1.p§
annually, for the Company, tlfe average bm‘dmg’,?.elo.am]futl]l]lé
from 1795 to 1804 being 7 ships, and thaE the a\ Ll??e ? $
last ten years is reduced to between 2 and 3: (B{Iflf?\lﬂzs,‘%:é\xredj
Among other errors of that average my leai n(:,.( 1\ len 75 3 in:
that i;l that abstract for the first ten years ¢ ships \;e! ¢
cluded as built for the India Company’s. servxce{ J“, 3T ‘1,1 I
fact were built for Government. ] But, Sir, we .S l-L.\\_, (am ¥
think our evidence is quite decisive to tha't poTnt, that the

ent of the Thames yards has arisen 1n by far the
employmbﬂt vl dige ilding for the last twenty years
oreatest pmportion, as to building for 'Lle‘ as .m.ax'] y -3‘ {1
;’rom building for Government, and the recent d%sh:;s fLal
has prevailed in those yar.ds has been produced, 111. e first
P{a.ce, by the suspension of t.lmt employment, and, in the ge-
cond place, in a very considerable degree, by the change
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which has taken place in the course and period of employ

menf of the India ships by the company, that is, by thi ey«
tepsmp of the number of voyages from 6 to 8, az;d from 4 ;o
6, wl.nf:h has dispensed with the necessity of such a fr; uent
repetition of building. It is quite clear, therefo‘re th”ﬁt 11“
argument drawn from that abstract of the averag;, bu?lcfini{‘

. <
uring ~ s y
during the first ten years and the last ten years is erroneous

B sl g G
pany during the last tw ,t Nl %1.’ oL, tEK Com-
bl s 1 L“en y years by five great building esta-
L fo,‘ag( that the .Lsame ¥1ouses (Minutes, p. 639,) built
ol 01 0‘lrovemmem,.‘besxdes t‘hat, the seven ships al-
ach oy auol]t to be w1thdrawn from the buiiding for the
Uildinq}fol,]c added to that for _GO‘s’el‘nment._ Taking the
3CC0uhtb r oth.er‘ purposes, during that period, into the
“% amounting to about 42,000 tons, (Minutes, p. 16,)

the E ; e
¢ Bast India building for the last 20 years has been hardly

a fchird of the whole.

thiot‘;:; Sll)‘;s?rcicordmg to these abstracts, it is perfectly clear
n buildine be::-is‘of the rwe‘} during the last 20 years, has,
by the e[;éloymexpiorted, i much the largest proportion,
that when the GovoernGover“ment; but it is quite natural
Peace, is no longer Contiment ‘business, upon the retur.n of
able distress shoulq n -mled'm the same degree; a cor'151der-'
river.  Althoysh thated?xgel‘lenced by the \Yorkmeu in the
must be expe(t:)ted - llstless n%ust be a subject of regret, it

nappen in those divisions of labour

e 2
e turned towards the supply of the war.

™m of Peace o
¥ reat fluc ~ i
thlng BT great fluctuation must be produced

B i with that supply., and a number of

¥ Thames lmp!oy. The extent of suffering in
» SBCR A3 it is described, does not exceed

which have 1,
I_Jpon the retu
n evGry
pers(_ms
the riye

PR

el

>
(]

that occasioned by many fluctuations in commercial enter-
prise,\and must be expected in those large divisions of capital
and of industry, put in action by the extensive war which has

now ceased.

1f, however, I were to allow the full effect of all that is

‘contended for in this argument, it 1s quite clear that the

builders in the river Thames cannot ascribe to the introduc-

duction of the teak ships in past times that distress which

has been experienced in the last year. The number of teak
ships in the India trade, and which can be considered as sub-
stitutes for those which would have been built in the river, is
not of that magnitude which could be attended with the
effect ascribed to it, for less a sudden effect. The whole
of the building which that number would have furnished, if

they had possessed it, would not have prevented that decay
which they have endeavoured to prove. Allowing that the

exaggerated 1 umber of six or seven a year would have been
built, that, according to their own evidence, could only have
given work to 860 artificers of every description.  You find
from the evidence of Mr. Hughes, in page 63 of the Minutes,
that GO artificers of all sorts were competent to build a 1200
ton ship in 14 months. At that rate (the number of men
being now reduced to about 600 or 700,) would only have
been encreased by 360, leaving the amount still far below the
average number employed on the Thames in preceding years,
while government afforded full employment.

Now, Sir, that the business of the river, as to bwilding, has
been furnished, in the greatest proportion, by the Govern-
ment service during that period, appears most clearly from
the quantity of tonnage built in the river. That it has algg
arisen from the repairing of ships there can be no doubt. W,
have had great difficulty in ascertaining the amount of that
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repair ; but it seems to be'admitted by the witnesses, that tlie
repaus might be about one-half; T find that stated by Mr.
-Feamell, in page 114, in the Minutes ; an
I page 130. The other sid
interest, could have told us ¢

d by Mr. Sparrow,
e, had they found it for their
xactly.

In proof of the building for government being
source of oceupation to the river builders, I oug
to the two Abstracts i 1
(Pages 639, 640 )

a principal
ht to refer
n the Minutes, marked U. and W.
oy v in th.at ?f U. will be found the amount .Of
iy ,Ib Ot ships built for government, and of those built

€ -India Company ; the whole tonnage built for the

Ind; .
p laCOmpany as already mentioned, is 97,789 ; of those for
Overnment, 119,

the vrine:
Principal] yards has not at all corresponded with the

u x = . .
3 antity of building for the company. By Abstract W. it
PPears that in the year 1804, Messrs. Wigram, and Co.

€mplo = . SE
0 11)80y5e,dt§98 men, when they had no East India building ;

B diier €y employed 604, when they had no Fast India
Indiam?u; . the. year 1806, they employed 598, and one
i Indim:as built ; in 18{)7, they employed 505, when not
there we an Was. b“f‘“ n 1808, they employed 496, when

'€ two built ; in 1809, they employed 462, when there

Were None buil :
t; in 1810, th BEA AN e
e Wl O ey employed 554, in which year

wer : : :
€re three built ; and in 1812, they employed 392, wheq

€re was one built, T ;s :
b6 takin rhy: th-e 1e year 1813, perhaps, ought hardly

bUt i by account. The number of men is 738,
. year Messys. Wigram’s built ten fir frigates
or > T4 = ?
the additional number of men, N
€ whole , ow,
e ) of the tonnage of India buil
Present remains S uilt
Woulg by s, or €ver was in - the COlnp
: N0 means acco y 3 :
in : Unt p ;
the vive, B 55, 15 coras for the falling
use the present

which
any’s service,
' off of the building
dlstress, because the

—

415; and the number of men employed in "

It ; in 1811, they employed 616, when there -
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whole extent of the India built tonnage now in their service,
is of regular ships, 9,254 tons, extra, 4,228 tons.* The whole
extent of teak built tonnage, the introduction, or rather the
registry of which is complained of, is 60,939, in the course of

-twenty years. Ofthat total, part consists of ships employed

coming home with rice, in consequence of an expected
scarcity, and which cannot be considered as having any rival-
ship with the business of the builders in the Thames. Now
of the 60,939 tonnage, a very large proportion, consisting of
no less than 32 ships, making 19,769 tons, have been
totally lost. There are employed in the transport service;
and sold to government, 2,803 tons. Ships employed as
store ships, and sold to government, 2,618 tons, so that very
few remain to enter at all into competition with the Thames
ship builders, or any other class of British ship builders.
But perhaps it is unnecessary for me to trouble the Cin-
mittee with those statements from the Minutes, to Wblf:l],
as soon as they are printed, they will have an opportunity
of referring ; they will see that the amount of tonnage of the
teak ships now in the India trade, (Minutes, page 635,) is
such, that it is impossible that could have produced the
distress complained of, by the subtraction of any employment
the River builders could have expected to possess. The
whole quantity brought into the whole registered tonnage
of the empire, and now existing, is under 30,000 tons. As
to the past, therefore, I feel confident that it will be alto-
gether impossible for the Thames builders to sustain their
complaint, because they have not proved that they have
depended upon the India Company’s building in the degree
they have contended. I mustadmit, indeed, that allowing
that the distress complained of were to be explained as we

# P.S. Since this account was made up, contracts for three ships, amounting
to 2,001 tons have terminated, as per Minutes, page 663.
C
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have done, it is not to be denied, that if the Thames builders
were to lose the whole of the building calculated for the
India trade for the future, it might affect their interests in a
degree, that no doubt would obtain your consideration. The
question, however, must be discussed after all, less with
reference to the past effects of the employment of teak ships,
though erroneously represented by the other side, than with
a view to its policy for the future; and I apprehend that the
question how the building of ships for the India trade is in
future to be regulated, will be decided on principles very
different from any that are to be collected from these partial
considerations.

- It ought not to be forgotten, however, that of the trade

which is brought to London through the teak ships, a large
portion of it has been created by the employment of those
ships, and the Thames builders have derived the greatest
benefit from the consumption of all the various articles in
Which they deal, which those ships have occasioned. The
Thames builders would not, were they to lose the building
suffer a loss to the extent which has been stated. But there
Of]gbt Cfﬂrtainly to be taken into view in this case, a material
i;:g:‘lstlaondbetween the.situation in which the ships in pxtivate
e Comna,n and the situation of the -ships in the service of

i ha(%)‘bey. If the commeree currled' on for the prlvz.:xte

o cOmedn confined to th_c—: Fast Irmha Company"s ship-

Sl 3 1‘1ot have existed. The whole evidence *

1as been created out of this very employment,

The Thameg

PR 11‘0uilders would not be benefited by excluding
ghips « for j
b g Onlpgr31 for ‘the trade brought to London by the

\Vate‘fount, no other ships would have

¥ o

© See M
i ‘nutes, pages 597, 54 .
i Taggart, and othel-s?. 574; &e, the evidence of Messys, it?he]’

1 .

P )

11

ed. The expenditure and disbursement in re-
been employ p . ;

pairs, and otherwise arising ﬁ-om s.sh.lps coming from India,
(pages 622 to 625,) has been an addition to the profit of the

b . . - -

Thames builders, and also an addition to the national wealth
of the country, without being a competition or rivalship with
any British trade or employment whatever.

Now, Sir, in going over these details, it may be necessary
to state, that while the other side have ascribed their
‘distress solely to the teak built ships taken into the India
trade, they have omitted to notice that there has been another
description of tonnage taken into that trade, not built in the
river, and to which, on their principles, some part of the
present distress must be owing. In page 594 of the Minutes,
it will appear that the tonnage of ships in the Company’s

employment, built in the outports, amounts to 8,028 tons,
and therefore it would have been. fair to have taken into
consideration this part of the tonnage in the service of the

Fast India Company, as tending to diminish the building in
the river, and contributing to its present distress.

In referring the Committee to the accounts which have .
been lately presented, with a view to shew the effect of the
additional voyages in which the Company’s ships have been
employed, they will find that 13 ships have been recently
discharged the service, upon the completion of their con-
tracts, (Minutes, page 663 ;) and that the number of those
whose voyages are just expiring is 40, (Minutes, page 594 ;) so
that there will be according to the practice of the Company,
even allowing for the voyages that have been renewed, the
number of 53 ships to be replaced within a very short
period, and considering the number of 40 is the propor-
tion going out of service of a total of 84 ships, it must
shew that there has been an extraordinary suspension of
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building, which of itself would explain the falling off in the
last ten years in that description of employment.

It is therefore clear, that if the prosperity of their trade

con.tmue,-the (}ompanjr In a very few years must take into
their service ships either built in England or in India to the

extent of nearly two thirds of all their tonnage ; and I believe
no man, allowing the utmost for the capacity of India to
build ships, will say, that India could supply so |
n.umber In so short a time, on so sudden g call ; not to men-
tion the increase of price which such a sudden d,emand ;vould
os:casion. It appears to me, therefore, that the case of
dlst'ress so far as we can be considere( 1~espolxsible for it
entirely fails ; and that in all probability that distress and thé

cessation of employment which has caused it, will not be
permanent. ’

great a

ti Bl{t’ S.“" passing from that head, I will consider the aid
b::;flidlzrzaldéo ha\je been given to~g<-)vemment by the Thames
L ]'tlt.[a n this I.Jramh of the discussion, I shall take up
EIIGS;a\lfou‘;-e(z]f }t’zur flme; the .Thames builders certainly have
assistance they | el,e;Ct. 2 clain upon. the country for the
TR ﬁidl?; Cltl Cvl}dered to government. It is not my
builders have condlxllct::dltl‘zl Uis Panvge ip. which thedlhems
government, or to take ay ylf)l::te b in, their contracts with

't 1n the controversy as to the

1
It in private yards ; but, Sir, when

alne 1 i

We ascribe their tempor

the i
Y have meritorioy

ary distress. Tet it be admitted that
e
“%.agement in which

sl
¥ conducted themse|yeg

i.n every
they have been COI‘lcerned 5
]

yet it is

e

-
»
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surely a most extravagant inference to conclude that the
public 1s interested in the degree they represent in the mag-
nitude of their establishments, and in the question whether
they shall or shall not retain the building for the East India
trade. In page 594, it appears that the whole tonnage 1n
the service of the East India Company is 70,000, including
12,000 of extra shipping taken up for the private trade.
Now that is the amount of tonnage, of which in the possible
event these gentlemen anticipate they would lose the build-
ing ; certainly not 5 or 6000 tons per annum. Now suppose
the whole of that 70,000 were built in India at the rate of
5 or 6000 ton per annum, what aliquot part does that 70,000
form of the whole tonnage of the country. From the argu-
ment of my learned friend Mr. Harrison, of the danger to the
country from the transfer of it to India, I was inclined to

think it must be a very great proportion indeed ; but you
will find, that in 1813, the whole commercial tonnage of the

country is 2,514,484 tons, (Minutes, page 627 ;) so that the
whole of this tonnage, uponthe building of which inthe Thane;
the salvation of the country is to depend, does not make a
thirty-fifth part of the commercial tonnage of Great Britain !
This prodigious alarm for the naval greatness of the country
is quite exaggerated : because when we compare the whole of
the tonnage with the naval means this nation enjoys, it is not
very appalling to take into consideration the utmost extent
of the injury likely to arise from the transfer of 70,000 tons
of building to another part of the empire. The public in-
terests, I apprehend, are in no danger from the measure.
With respect to the aid said to bave been derived to govern-
ment from the Thames building, the aid derived from the
outports is in a much greater proportion. Ina paper circu-
lated by the other side, and to which your attention has
frequently been called, (page 53,) I find the quantity of
tonnage now in the service of government built in the .
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ports, stated to be 197,851, and in the river, 166.000.. In

confirmation of this too, it became material to see what was

the proportion of men employed in the different public
yards derived from the outports, and from the Thames ; on
this point Mr. Sepping (Minutes, page 451) says, that the
greatest part are obtained from the outports; from the ac-
counts before the Committee, it willappear, that the building
of London is about one-eighth of the building of the whole of
Great Britain, and it is probable that the supplies of men in the
dock-yards from the whole counfry, must be in proportion
to the business performed in the country at large. Therefore
most of the persons employed in the yards must be bred in the
outports ; but, Sir, I am quite sure it cannot be considered
as a very conclusive argument upon this subject, with reference
1.:0 a great public measure, merely to assert or prove, that
n point of fact, the Thames builders have been employed
extemively 1n the service upon particular occasions, when it
18 a question of public policy (into which, I shall not
enter,) whether they should be employed at all or not; it is
Now proved, however, that by the arrangements lately made
!DY government, it will execute a great part of its own build-
ng.  (Mr. Seppings ubi Sup.) And if the public establish-
ments should require aid either for building or repairing the
Sh“P building establishments in the country at large, will even
without any aid from the Thames be fully adequate to afford
whatever assistance may be necessary, as well as to train up
a race of able and experienced workmen. In the infancy
of our Commercial establishments, and of our naval great-
ness, these considerations might have had weight ; butat this

Pel".Od they afford no argument of policy or public ex-
pediency.

Sir, 1 )
3 no .
mous\ w come to that part of the case which has so enor-

the izvzwf“eé the volumes of evidence before you. I mean
Stigation of the state of timbe

r in this country. I

o

e s
C—

—

T
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must, at the same time, protest against any supposition, that
our case depends solely on the issue of the debate, as to the
plenty or scarcity of ship-building .timber.‘ We do not
reject this, as an auxiliary topic, but 1t hardly enters at all
into the great views of policy by which our elaims are recom-

mended.

1t has been said, by the other side, that the state of the
timber is most flourishing; and much evidence has been
brought forward, in order to prove it. That evidence we
have met by parole testimony in direct contradiction to it ;
but I think it necessary again to draw the attention of t.he
Committee to what we have considered the presumptive
proofs of the decline of ship-building timber in this country,
and which, of themselves, lead to the conclusion that, com-
pared with the consumption and demand, there is a real

scarcity. I refer to those proofs with confidence, because
they have not been made up for the occasion, and afford con-

clusions which it is impossible to dispute. My learned friend
who preceded me, stated a number of grox.mds, which he
powerfully illustrated, from which he established the fact,
that the quantity of timber in this country must have been
reduced. It appears that, as a mere matter of profit, it is
not advantageous to those who wish to make the most of their
land, to convert it into wood-land. It is proved by the
evidence of all the intelligent witnesses who have been ex-
amined, that the land best adapted to oak timber, is land
which is adapted to wheat ; but, Sir, without going in detail
into these considerations, I should be inclined to maintain,
that timber fit for ship-building must be greatly reduced in
quantity, by the actual consumption that has been made of
it, and the immense demand there has been for it, during the
last twenty years. Sir, it is a fact perfectly notorious, that
for a great many years prior to this, the most serious alarms
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were entertained, upon the subject of the scarcity of timber ;
and we have, | think, a most powerful evidence, that there
was such a scarcity. Ap enquiry into the state of oak timber
1 the country, was set on foot iy the'year 1771 : evidence
Was collected from 3] quarters, and from al] descriptions of
persons, growers, ship-builders, some of them the ancestors
of the present petitioners ; and al] concurred in the fact of
scarcity, to a serious and alarming extent, requiring the inter-
position of the Legislature, Ip consequence of this investj-

any were prohibited by the Act

subject: Tt ig entituled,

" the more effectually
Securing quantity

of Oak Tember, for the use of the Royal
Navy» 1t then S0€s on to state, < Whereas, the tonnage of

““ the ships employed, anq of those now buildjng, n order to
‘ be em pPloyed in the service of the Indjq Company, greatly

isite to carry on the

" more ships fo the sery;
‘ are noy employed, o

““ reduced iy tonnage to the quantity re
" on their trade. o

asion ap unne
“ of oak timber, gt for i

ce of the Comp

any, till those which
building to be

g, Onnage is reduced ¢
45,000 t ; ion ;
Tl" ons.. - And Wwas there any opposition to this measure ?
his Prohibijtio, was a .
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the contrary, they were allowed, and almost recmzm‘c?z.}if :;:

ild i dia. This is a deliberate Acff of the Legis ature,
i i ] letailed enquiry upon the subject, and adopted in
ff)“OW'“g 2 \cvithout any pressure of immediate danger, l?ut
:‘l?x]:doef;lps;(;i; a sobei’ conviction of the necessity of lessening
0

' i conduet of the
‘the consumption of native oak timber. The cond

y most
Legislature, in such Circumsmnce-s’ hals tfle fgsssdzf(‘l.ther[‘here
direct evidence of the fact on which they p oLt aalE R
were so many interests conc.erned, o Cl? s emade upon the
any false impression that mlght. have deelnadin“ il B
minds of Government at that time, Ve ethat Zvel'y oppo-
measure, that it is impossible 2. Couce.n-et' 1 as much as in
sition would not have been called into e:xeltllo:; a real scarcity
the present case, had not all men agreed, }atal'e that to 156
existed, or was to be apprehended. Now, K

: -, that at that
. N rour, that :
Pl ony 1n our fav )
tCOIlVlI]C]n" testimon ad that
the lIi(l)S Wass s'chcifY of timber ; and by what h
time there was a :

ity been produced ? If the pressure of the demands of
SC?‘I‘CIW. i Il) d.so exceeded the means of the country at
sh]p-b.uﬂdmf% ]ait be doubted that the late enormous con-
Chal tl.me’ (;'a(r)lm‘ gigantic naval power, military and commfi‘r-
o tEi;n the consumption caused by extensive
o 110113 'to :']:)il;ments must have, in a greater degree, out-
; im . . s . .
a6, ko R
of Commerce, Macpherson’s edition, tl;au 1125;7 iz
tonnage of England was 2611!;212727;015;8 wll:olé tc;nlnage of the
the tinnaf:cs:fd?gg’g?o‘; fficial register, was 979,263 tons, of
- v y of‘cimerican built, was 373,618. I shall not
- mlittee with tracing the progress through
FI'OUble dt'hi Cogll‘iods, but come to the period of the Regisﬁter
Xtir;::elr;r;;*p At that time the number of ships belongmg
¢ i

e

* 4 Macpherson, 181,
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to England alone was 9,858 making a tonnage of 1,052,990

tor.ls., being 112 tons per ship. The whole tonnage of the

British empire that year, was 13,827 ships, being a tonnage

0f 1,363,488, being 91 tons per ship. In the year 1792, the
whole tonnage of the empire was 16,079 ships, making a total
of 1,540,145 tons. Now, Sir, not to trouble you with inter-
mediate periods, I will just refer you to the finance paper,
Page 178 in the year 1811 the commercial tonnage of Eng-
land alone will he found to be 16,164 ships, g‘ivins;; a tonnage
of 1,943,406 tons, The tonnage of the wl{ble é[npil‘e that
%\’;ftr Was 24,106 ships, making a tonnage of 2,474,774. (See
Inm]u;;;’ ft)ﬁg(?s 626, 627:-) I w%]l pass over the year 1812.
9,996 03% felfi were 16,602 ships, malncing: a tonhage of
iy ;n th’ of which, the average per ship, is 122 tons. 1

L ese statements noticed the average per ship, in the
:ize amount of tonnage, from which it appears that the
of the ship has encreased, particularly in the shipping of

Eng] g
gland taken separately ; and I did so, because it has been
asserted that, thou

. gh the registered tonnage is encreased, the

ize a . _ . 5
nd lmportance of the ships have fallen off, whereas it is

Proved - ;
Ny that, both in extent and in value, the shipping of the
0iry has greatly improved.

: Now, Sir, T hay
?‘lOuS Teasons;
Immediately tq

has ¢
aken pla
Ce froln tl . . r
& 1€ growing reas . :
marine, duringt growing increase of our comimercial

countyy i \ge last 20 or 30 years, upon the timber of the
Year 1788 nd that our commercial marine is, since the

> & goo0d
S < X g v
the Prize shine (.lna\ more than doubled, deductmg even.

T € given these different statements for va-
’ 8Ve them to shew, in their application
118 argument, the enormous pressure which

Oonnag .
8¢ of Gregy Brit

0 ay .

L that

ain in 1788, w ' .
s‘nips S, in 1yo0, was 1,363,488 ;
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known that the registry Iinc]uded a 'great number ofSI;ips not
entitled as British built, and that, by Lord Liverpool’s Act,
the abuses in granting registers being corrected, the register
now gives a more accurate account of the British tonnage
than formerly.—What then is the application of this argu-
ment ? That the pressure upon the produce of the country as
to oak timber has been excessive, and must have exceeded
any resources that could have been called into existence from
the period when a scarcity was felt and acknowledged.
Without any direct proof at all, it must have been manifest
that the consumption of the last 20 years, during which the
royal navy has been so prodigiously augmented in number
and quantity of tonnage, could not fail to thin our forests,
and to reduce the ship-building timber.—IHow stands it upon
the evidence—almostall the witnesses agree that there is not

one-third of the timber fit for ship-building now standing
that was 15 or 20 years ago; see the evidence of Thorn,

(page 602,) Staples, (page 640.)

The statements of the increase of our commercial shipping
are exceedingly material, in shewing that an-extraordinary
and disproportionate consumption of our own native means
of ship-building must have taken place ; but they likewise
shew that no detriment can arise in a public view, from al-
lowing so small a part of our whole tonnage, as that engaged
in the India trade to be built in India, such a proportion
would not operate to discourage ship-building in this country,
or the growth of timber, considering what a favourable market
the growers -of timber would have to resort to in the im-~
mense ship-building that would still remain at home.

But, Sir, in addition to the evidence of the scarcity of
timber, 1 would appeal to the conduct of the Thames builders
themselves in 1805, when they made it a matter of enquiry

a very considerable number of

wWed to b gie .
© Teglstered till they wore out, and it is well
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whether government had authorized an agent to buy timber
to the amount of 40,000. of the next fall, which you will find
upon the Minutes, page 856. If these builders had not been
convinced that a scarcity did prevail, it would be absurd to
suppose they could be alarmed at the effect of the purchase
of 40,000/. in an article so abundant as they now represent ;
and in procuring which, they now say, they never had any
difficulty.—Besides this, Sir, it appears from various docu-
ments (as well as generally from the testimony of the witnesses)
that in the years 1805, 1806, 1807, 1808, and 1809, when
government were building largely in private yards, the supply
for the dock-yards fell off nearly in proportion, (Minutes,
Page 662,) and it happened in every instance that whenever
government had employed the private builders to do their
business, their own supply of timber fell off exactly in the
same proportion. I do not mean to say they had so much
demand for it when part of the public work was done in the
Private yards, but such difficulty was then experienced in
Procuring timber, that both the priv

rate yards and those of
government, whatever pressure of service arose, never could
be employed {ull

y at the same time,. or procure an adequate
stock of timber.

Now, Sir, there 18
out of a piece of eyig
(Minutes, Page 063,)

Conviction of afl sid

another materiai circumstance arising
€nce that has been introduced to day,
and which I thiyk proves clearly the
timber, ang i difﬁoueli upon‘ the .SUb:ject of a scarcity of

Lo procuring it.  The contractors

e m . . :
Pressed with the dange
o}

] s t of competiti . SEers .
Tiver bullders, bt G petition of purcha for the

the Quantity th ' contract provides for a reduction in

Whie %oveyr € Contractor ig tq furnish in the Proportion in
: n h ¢

Pullding g,y - Pl contract with private builders for

Ae differ
ifferent classes of ships of war, If a 74 was ta

;
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be buili: in the private yards there was to be a re‘duction of
1000 loads, and so on in proportion.—That ap}?eali.tobme to
be a decisive proof of the difficulty of obtamn;gl_)m? e:]-__
‘The contractor knew that the competition woul(1 | e‘ sl:n; hllxsl
the case provided, for that he wou.ld'be a ObelJ‘y >
'contra(-t, because those who were bu1‘ldmg for SOVUHT?I
would come into the market and raise the prlcel,. rln;;
,could never happen in an article, the supply of which w

abundant.

shew that a serious difficulty
al timber, of which it is now
ant supply; and independent

These various circumstances
was experienced in obtaining nav
contended there is such an abund : - B by
of direct proof would satisfy ever impartial man 0‘ b]: “ wé
but if we refer to the positive preof upon the subject,

i g 10t -
shall find that the scarcity is proved by witnesses who cani

be impeached ; witnesses have been producid ‘ont::f)l; z;ldozsé
and I shall say a very few words upon t'he character o
. other side, without at all calling m.questlo-n eir
e Ot~ itv.—I must say, however, that little reliance 1s
evlfral Vl?cizcdl yo.n the - testimony of persons who passing
Z;:l'oighp the country and seeil‘\g plenty of f:reesl, careleizg‘
draw an inference of plenty of naval timber, wxen‘a .g t
quantity of that which adorns the faee of the counfxy 1;1:3;
fit for the purposes of ship-building,—but welha; e‘zlgon
deal of testimony of this description.—We 1.1ave t 1(13 (.%H th);
of persons who have been called by theu'. emp (;Jye kf, .d.
ship-builders, to prove what abundance- is t(:l (13 f)u,'l.lﬂi
persons who have been in the constant habit of dea g lm |
the river builders, and though thess': gentlemen may.not 1?1;31
come here with an intention to fglslfy, yet ‘t.hey are bc?me -
a bias upon their minds, and a bias which 1s_too1 oﬂx\l)ous no};
to be seen ;—they come with an alarm which has been ex-

ited that their own business will be gone if this Bill is
cite
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carried into a law ; that the whole of the building in the Thames
will be utterly extinguished, unless they can retain the
building of ships for the India trade here ; and that their
whole employment must perish with if.

Now, when men entertain such notions, we may expect to
hear from them that they have seen vast quantities of timber
all. over the country, and that there is no scarcity ; but there is
this to be observed, that they have been commohly speaking
of the quantities of timber that may be found, without thz
least 'vxew to the general consumption of the country and
what it requires ;—with respect to that, I should have been
glad if we could have laid before the Committee an accurate
§tatefne11t.r—Pel'llaps all that can be done is to make an ap-
g‘if;};l(;natlon, as it hardly admits of being accurately ascer-
Consun.rt(')ne of the w1tnes,ses, Mr. Driver, estimates the
e trutlt)x “;n dat 200,000 loads a year, probably much under
T e ’a Sn > with all the evidence of plenty, is there any
Driver says uﬁxplty tﬁor P a.consutrfption { B WESK

£ increasea y ear 1€ cgnsumptlon of timber in Sh]p—bll}ldil‘lg
Biseip e Variouy muc of.late years ; that the foundation of
Wi g s other things have consumed a great deal of
Mr. M cveral of our witnesses, Mr. Ramage, (page 409,)

- Mumford, (page 543) ,h . aad, ’
COUntry to find tiny ) say, that in going abouﬁt the
B a4 okt 3 11‘ for. the navy they found but little ;
useless foy tl?e nav €al' of timber, but great part of it was
new plans g S‘lpply.ﬂhln the yards government have adopted
also adopted'by ‘chy Tle place of large timber, which have been
all agree ; My g, ¥ ; hames builders. In this, the witnesses
those alteratioﬁs,pp‘“gs most particularly states theeffect of

of the 1, 15> and though caleul
of t\'\e largest timbper, they t211rlLiLCL]ldted to supply the place

thatz:‘ll;)er itself.— My, W
Tcity W“ll
Pl‘Obably

augment the consnmption

illiaia Driver, (page 104,) states,
take place in 25 years.

—

- vey proves incontestibly that the
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Mr. Abraham Driver, another witness on the other side, in~
deed, says, that in his opinion there will be no\scarcity; and
he thinl;s that a great quantity of timber will come into use
much sooner : but there is one circumstance in his evidence
which struck me, as shewing the inconsistency of the testi-
mony that has been given from mere loose observat':ion, and
how little it is to be relied upon. Myr. Abraham Driver, wl.m
had himself surveyed the Forest of Dean, says, (as you will
find in page 215 in the Minutes,) that it contains a great deal
of fine timber: yet, though Mr. Abraham Driver states the
TForest to be so well stocked, the whole quantity (as appears

i ‘ 1 7, 22,82 s round
upon the Minutes, page 345,) was in 1807, 22,822 load '
000 square measure. Now, there

than 13,000 loads ; and I
d measure, would

measure, that is, about 33,
has been cut no less, since 1807,
find that the quantity of 22,000 loads rou

afford meetings only at 32, that is the square measure at 48 ;
so that the whole quantity that existed in the Forest of Dean

in 1808 amounted to 33,000. Mr. Abraham Driver states mn
his evidence, that he knows the Forest of Dean, that it con-
tains a great deal of fine timber from 60 to 70, 80 and 90 feet
that would come to the high meetings. 1 do not suppose that
Mr. Driver meant to impose upen the Committee ; but L
avail myself of the difference between the actual survey and
his parole statement, to shew that a man of this description

speaking from loose recollection, deceives himself.—The sur-
Forest was exhausted of

large timber; yet Mr. Abraham Driver’s testimony leads us
to suppose that it is abundantly stocked.

te clear there could not be the quantity of timber

It is qui
he may not have been couscious that he

that he represents :

was stating that which was untrue; but he stated 1t at ran-
We kuow, besides, that witnesses, not giving their
do take a liberty that they would not do

dom.
evidence upon oath,
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if they were upon oath ; and I only give the specimen of

Mr. Driver to shew what may be expected from that species.

of evidence. Another witness, Mr. Kershaw, was asked as
to the consumption of the outports, and he said, he thought
it must be very small. Now, it is clear, taking the quantity
of ship-building in the country at large, that it must be six
or eight times the consumption of the river; and therefore
the evidence of such witnesses must be received with a great
deal of allowance, and as comparing 'the supply with the
demand, it is worth nothing. A part of the evidence much
relied upon, on the other side, is that of Mr. Harvey, who
appeared to be a very respectable man; but it is manifest,
that the witness giving so stupendous an account of the tim-
ber on Lord Bagott’s estate, had not examined it with accu-
racy, or with a view to such an enquiry as this. He stated
that there was a great deal of timber: of that timber, how-
ever, a great deal is ornamental timber, not fit for the navy ;
and even Mr. Harvey himself, when he was pushed to ‘say
what was the quantity of timber Lord Bagott’s estate could
regularly supply, stated that not above 2 or 3000 loads which
could be annually brought to market. He sajd likewise, that
he believed the whole which the county of Stafford couid sup-
. Ply, might be 10,002 loads a-year: but you see, when we
take the testimony of such witnesses to inform us practically
what is the supply of timber fit for naval purposes, compared
with the actual consumption, they speak without reference
to the wants of the country, and merely from very loose ob-

servation. There is another witness upon the head of timber,
Mr. Major Bull, whose ev
to him, will no doubt prod
stated, that in the
ACquainted

idence, and that which is opposed
uce some discussion. e certainly
part of the country with which he was
Sl , an immense quantity of timber.m]ght be ob-
hod) \\(r)irt}l:aval purposes, and so largely, that it struck every

Surprise. It became necessary, therefore, to
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ascertain what the real quantity of' tin'rlber was in that. part,
of the country. I understand, from hmts.throm.l cfults: bﬁr t}}?
other side, that the evidence to contx:admt M&'aqm Bull \ns

be the subject of considerable. observatlon: )\ ew;r 11'1 l“{]a-ﬂ

brought here to give evidence upou 2 subject wit :1 W 1Tc 1\. 1;

acquaintance was not very accurate. He never had occasio

' to ascertain the precise amount of timber upon any of the

estates he spoke of; scarcely even upon t;hat of.l-ns employer,
Lord Carnarvon : he knew little of the txm.ber in the 901111try
but from riding through it, and measuring it by 111:9‘ (;ye
Luckily we have obtained so direct and pointed a contradic-

-tion to the evidence of Major Bull, as will induce the Com-

mittee to receive cautiously all the evideuf:e of' the' Sarl;lr(‘,
kind on the other side. Mr. Fermor, 'a t_nnb'el-sm;rlq1 ;
was employed to look at the estates of which Majm Bu i
u, on a very strict cross-exami-

1 1t : he told yo
SEH 4 as to what might be the result

at.o that he ad no notion
nQ o Vt le] ore 1 I e here to state
i P befor he made 1t and he cam . >

or his sur ey I >

.urvey, without knowing whether it would be advan-
that 1SUIVES ’ose who sent him, or whether it would make

The result of Mr. Fermor’s testimony is, thﬁ!.t
i he timber on the estates in his

. Bull’s estimate of t figs, ‘
M‘ajﬁgourhood at from 90,000 to 103,000 loads, is reduced
1 ’ i i
?j fbout one-fifth, or about 19,000 loads. Now these wit
nesses differing so much in the result, you must suppose,

tageous to th
against them.

i . I f ho-
" either that they are inferior to each other in point of h

nesty, or that the one has not taken .the same mmeans ’to %rlo-
n ate information on the subject as the other. f:
cure accllhho sives the statement I have mentioned, speaks
ffe rt:lng ‘”;a‘:’m :states with Major Bull. He we?t ~ove‘r the
le property taking an accurate. survey of ev<'31y tree, as
whole p E t’ buy or sell ; and, in his calculation, lest he
if he haﬁavze’l:)r;)itteg any trees, he makes an allowance for
E

should
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such omission. Major Bull says, too, that in the forest of
Marlborough, as he believes, there is 600,000/. of timber ;
and Mr. Fermor estimates the whole timber, above 25 feet,
at 2,480 loads of large timber. Mr. Bull, not knowing the
quantities, never having taken any means to ascertain them,
gives an estimate which he may believe true, but which
dwindles to nothing when put to the test of actual examina-
tion. Of the samme description is the testimony of several
witnesses on the other side, even when they are free from any
bias or interest in the representations they have given. To
the evidence of Mr. Major Bull and Mr. Harvey, we oppose
that of persons who are free from interest, and who, we think,
are better informed. The general result is, that the country
is not stocked with large timber as it was fifteen or twenty
years ago, by at least two-thirds ; and that twenty or thirty
years must elapse, in which it will be necessary to introduce
fresh supplies from other quarters, in order to furnish a
resource for that trade which has been carried already to so
great an extent, provided the consumption goes on in any
thing like what it has been. Sir, it will not be necessary for
me 1o go over in detail the whole of the evidence of all these
witnesses, because the result of all is nearly the same; I shall
refer generally to the evidence of Mr. Thorn, Mr. Fermor,
Mr. Staples, and Mr, Clare. These gentlemen are timber
SUIVEyors, or timber dealers; and it appears to me that, as
far as interest is concerned, they have a most manifest inte-
rest in supporting the case of the other side; because they

haye been inoculated with the apprehension that the employ-

ment for timber-merchants and timber-surveyors must nearly
Ceas.e,;xf the measure proposed is carried into a law. Their
testimony is not a loose testimony, unsupported by probabi-

JRBSSIERE A

¥ Minutes, pp- 602, 582, 6;‘-"5: &e.
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lity ; but their evidence is such as you would expéct to be
oiven, after those presumptive proofs from so many quarters,
D e .

to .shew to you:that the stock of large timber must have

fallen offt. These witnesses all agree that two-thirds of the

large timber has been consumed ; and of that which remains

a large part cannot be employed for the purposes of ship-

building at all.

Sir, in addition to these demonstrations, as 1 think I may
call them, that a scarcity of ship-building timber has been
felt, and does exist, I would refer the Committee to the let-
ter of Lord St. Vincent, in 1802, recommending tl?e Kast
India Company to limit their builders of large ships in as far
as it might cause a consumption of that timber which ‘1t w‘a,s
necessary to reserve for the purposes of the navy; in ob-

taining  which, much difficulty was experienced. .I-do not
cite that letter as binding evidence, but as the opinion of a

person in a public station fully competent to forn.l tl}at opi-
nion, on the best means of information, and fomyng it upon
actual inquiry. The object of the letter met with the con-
currence of the Directors of the East India .Compar_]y, in-
cluding many individuals who were well acquainted \N"lt‘h the‘
subject of ship-building. This shews at least tl'le opinion of
those persons, that the scarcity supposed to exist was no de-
lusion imposed upon them by interested persons, but that
it was an actual evil which called for a powerful and imme-
diate remedy.

Sir, there is another part of the evidence upon the '[‘in}ber
case to which I shall allude, and that is', the re.present.atlons
siven by various witnesses as to the fall in the. price of timber.
i{r, Richardson stated that the market-price was. 7/ 10s.
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and fbat he should be glad to dispose of his timber of 60 feet
:;:t::fha; tixat price : and most of the witnesses on the other
the failur: Ofo]she.w that there WE.lS a fall, in consequence of
R ;e;na'rzld. Bl.lt how is it when these gentlemen
e Of : .?r‘, otwithstanding their representations of plenty
] a failing market? We find that, so lately as Ma
t:;st;T iv\f,ll Sparrow, the agent of one of the petitioners, Goe}sr
e e e cen. st
3 S, + 98
that evidence appears to me to be verr))re:n]atc‘)cz(:i.al T}E :lffeCt n
tlemen, coming here to prove a cessation of (iemaud-(«3 gfln—
fall f)f price, can, even pending this enquiry, lay i é“ %
of timber at the rate mentioned, they must ei,they' 1:1] avl it
fact of abundance, or must have the expectati(l)n (Z)l:' ):n th]e
:](:;si,.:,m]?:z,?ﬁinl;lti:?s tl;{eydwi)uld, for the purpose of ’t]}?lz
juiry, s believe. Had there been n Cl 11
ber, I should have expected, under such a plf;cS::ZlCi;tg e(:; :;:f:
o I

‘the objec 'hi
object of which, on the other side, is to proclaim abun-

i ]a % i

‘taken place.
place. The fact alluded to, however, confirms the

statement of M i
of Mr. Mor :
Wit 3‘{" MOU{ICG, so much cavilled at, who said he
e pmi‘hcenzv ) ll)uy timber for the purpose of the contracts,
°r cent. under i
will'be said, as m.(.il the price of 1813. I know a great deal
s ‘4> a8 a great deal has been insinuated, in tl
oftthé idvi detian s en insinuated, in the course
rice’s anxiety t D-“ en before the committee about Mr. Mor-
surely it‘ig o o l:p‘ese“t a scarcity of timber to exist; but
: 5 the mterest of Mr - .
timber, rather to encourge : l\IOf‘"“C& as a great dealer in
be able tg supply i age the opinion of plenty, in order to
il s contract ’
cotrage theViotion of searcit St at a better rate, thau to en-
) arcity, to rais el 2 oras :
self. As a great timh e e S lsh hime
same sort ;r merchant, too, "Mr. Morrice must
) SOIt of interes ' '
est ag 4 :
against the teak ships, that

have the
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the builders have; for if they interfere with the Thames
buiiders, they will interfere with the business of Mr. - Morrice,
who deals largely with those very builders who must be

among his best customers. Notwithstanding this interest,
‘you find Mr. Morrice comes forward and states, that there

has been the utmost difficulty in supplying the Government
contract ; and that the large timber in the country is greatly
exhausted. In so saying, Mr. Morrice is confirmed by all
the documentary evidence in the cause, and by every fact and
circumstance from which confirmation can be derived. Iap-
prehend, therefore, that whatever observations may be made
upon Mr. Morrice, his testimony cannot be shaken; and his
evidence is of great importance, from the extent of his deal-
ings, and the accuracy of his knowledge in the matter which
is now the subject of investigation.

among the proofs of scarcity, the high
as for several years borne in the
market ; but as it has been so ably illustrated by my learned
friend, I shall barely call it back to notice. We find it has
risen from 4/. to 97 and upwards, 10 the last twenty years;
and even now, at the conclusion of peace, ‘the price 1s above
g/. It is said, however, that all other consumable commo-
but certainly none in so great a degree.
1 the price of oak timber advanced,
that Mr. Arthur Young, in the tract cited by my learned
friend, excludes it from his tables, as shewing an excessive
rise to be accounted for by the extraordinary demand for
rposes. If a commodity be abundant, 1t never can
advance beyond the proportion of other consumable com-
modities without 2 demand beyond the supply. The com-
parison of price it this article shews that the demand hag
exceeded the supplys and the fact of price corresponas with

I cannot pass OVer,
price which Oak timber h

dities have risen also ;
So much indeed has beel

naval pu
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all the other facts of the case by ‘which the scarcity of oak
timber is established and explained. %

Sir, T shall not trouble the Committee further in detail
respecting the scarcity of timber ; I apprehend that both the
documentary evidence, and the oral testimony upon which any
reliance can be placed, prove the fact to demonstration. I
might refer to the testimony in detail given by the various wit-
nesses, but I believe it will be admitted that the home coun-
ties have been greatly exhausted, and those who could not
deny that the home counties were thinned, expected a supply
only from the remote ones with which they are acquainted,
and the produce of which is taken off by the outports. Six
out of twelve, even of the witnesses on the other side, speak to
that fact. 'The effect, in short, of all the evidence upon that
subject is this, that the quantity of large timber has de-
creased very much within 10 or {2 years. Mr. Staples,

(Minutes, p. 635,) whom I cite as an example, says, that even
If the growth of oak is encouraged, it would not come into
use till about 30 or 40 years, leaving that interval without
'gdequate supply. Every one of our witnesses states that this
15 the result of his dealings, observations, and experience.
Mpe. Staples, referring particularly to the county of Kent,
says, he ig g Manager of timber for different gentlemen, and
knows the timber in the county to the extent of 20,000 acres,
and that there ;g not 20,000 loads of large timber putting it
altogether; he says, also, that the quantity of large timber

bears E s

dOwnavery small proportion indeed, to that which is cut
bl a0d the same fact iq proved by the testimony of most

~ 0t the othep Witnesgeg.

Now Sirl
’ » not ¢ . : )
' detaiy e 0 trouble the Committee with going over

1€ evidence Upon the subject of large timber,

1}
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I shall content myself with stating that .:hich ) ?ave n::i:-

| 1t of the evidence of our wit-
:oned to have been the resu i
tl:sfslzs that it does not amount to more than one-third of
n > :

what it was 20 years ago.

Adjourned till Monday.
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subordinate part, however considerable.
vinced, that in this instance, if the claims of the different
parties before you be considg:red, there will be no ground for
sacrificing the interests of India to any higher consideratiogs

But I am cop-

MONDAY, JUNE 27.

The Committee having adjourned on Friday,
Mr. SpanKIE resumed this day.

Mr. Chairman,

When the Committee adjourned on Fri‘day, I hzd aor:;lf:;::
-anch of the discussion Whl.Ch, I must ¢ .
i f principal importance in this case, and com-
i ’to me'ol pall others sink into insignificance. I allude,
P'f“’ed i Wh;icd]era,tion of the relation which subsists between
SGI;;;S g:tz?\? ahd'lndia, which canno.t f?ul to m,ﬂljinievzgi
arrangements adopted for the coTnmerCIaI 111t¢1‘co;115}; ,i(;a;n "
the t:fo countries, The Parliament of Grea 1 )

invested with the superintenlciilzfg' agtglo;;ttgr O(f)vaclelx1 pa;lt Stl(l)ef
ir is bound to consult the 1 B0t
Zt:rp ;;et’ezl(;(c}dljlominions. It cannot be unimportaimlt tg-i::;:;df)}
what privilege or protection is due t? the inba 1t i
India, whether native there or British, in the conduct o '
trade which it is desirable to promote between the- t\.’vO
countries : I am persuaded, that the interests of Great Bl‘ltal{;,
and those of India, as far as regards this subject, may wel.l e
reconciled. I do not believe, whatever the claims of '11‘11(.11—
viduals or particular classes may represent, ‘that tllfa I‘le. ia-
ment of Great Britain is called upon to exercise the ln\'ldl.OUS
and doubtful policy of sacrificing the clear and ?bvmus
interest. 1 had almost said the unquestionable right of

N

|
|
¢
b

of policy and public advantage.

Then let us consider what is
between Great Britain and India,
how the claims of commerce and
ought to be adjusted.
a colony, why is

that we may the better see
navigation now before you,
If our Indian territories counstitute
India to be placed in a worse situation in
point of navigation than any other part of the empire ? if it is
not a colony, it is adependency upon this country, connected
with it by ties as strong, and implying on our part, as im-
perious duties of protection and favour, as those of any
colony. - The whole revenue,.and the swhole produce of the
country is subject to the controul of this country thmugh

the East India Company, and whatever improvement that
country makes in wealth and in resources, they go towards
the advancement of the strength and resources of the British
empire. In our intercourse even with foreign and rival
states, we should conduct ourselves upon the principle of
giving and receiving reciprocal advantage. Now what do we
receive from India? We receive the dignity of governing
with great advantage to ourselves, a numerous class of the
population of India, and in return for that commerce which
in all ages has been the envy of mankind, and from which we
have derived so much benefit. What is it that India asks
from us upon the present occasion ? Tt is only that its inha-
bitants, whether native or those who are more immediately

. ar s0 mucl A our fellow subjects should have an opportunity of employing
| | #ioto prolendsipublic Hterests here, w‘?‘?h W,e e | ships built in that country, and those ships to be manned
| the appearance of a selfish and monop(;hsl;i(;g Epl}lt. 1Ifta | py British sailors, in wafting to our shores the produce and
| real conflict of irreconcilable interests shou € found to / hicl it shl

, i actures which those territories yield.
XI5, the claims of the empire must prevail over those of a ) manufa !
1: I?
i
L‘ ' -

the relat'ion which subsists
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We do not call for an exclusion of British ships from the

_trade; but that we may be permitted to carry on the trade
_upon fair terms with others, and that India may be permitted

to avail itself of its natural advantages in a way that may be
most conducive to herself, and to the interests of the British
empire. I am much afraid indeed, that those who claim on
the other side so much exclusive benefit, would throw impe-
diments in the way of the interests of the British empire,
were they to succeed in the objects for which they now con-
tend. It never yet has been attempted, and I fancy never
will, to exclude foreigners wholly from resorting to the shores
of India. They do resort to the territories under the pro-
tection of Great Britain, as well as to the settlements pos-
sessed by other European powers. If India were to be
considered as a colony, you might say, they shall trade with

Great DBritain only, and by making the intercourse similar

to that of other colonial monopolies, you might limit the
productions of India in the first instance, to the market of
Great Britain ; but the preduce of India is destined not only
for Great Britain, but a considerable part for the rest of
Kurope, and even for the more distant demand of the West
Indies. Now, if you cannot carry on the trade through
Great Britain to supply the foreign market as cheap as
9ther nations can, you must be unable to secure the trade as
lt_.has been the endeavour of this country to enjoy it. What
will b‘e the consequence? If you exclude foreigners, you
ei;a’bmh a monopoly in favor of British navigation, directly
adverse to the interests of India, as a producing and manu-

facturi : .
TNg. country, but not so effectually as to destroy the

competition of other nationg altogether ?

. M, on the other hand, you permit

mde,

which you cannot

athm——————,__ « il
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you have so many other advantages, unless you are enabled
to meet them in the markets of Kurope on the principles of
fair competition.

Sir, by referring to the papers upon the table of the Com-
mittee, it appears that, of the produce of India brought into
this country, more than half is re-exported for the foreign
markets. It is proved, by the paper No. 191 of the papers
which were presented to the house last year, and now on your
table, that the quantity of India produce, distinguished from
that of China, imported into this country in twenty years,
from 1792, was 87,971,482l. official value; the goods re-
exported from this country were 47,876,394l. so that consi-
derably more than one half was destined to be sent to foreign
countries. Indeed, in analysing the account in detail, it will
appear, that the re-export cousists, chiefly, of manufactured
articles, for which there is not only no demand, but which are
prohibited here. Therefore, unless you are able to sustain a
competition, it will be impossible to carry on the trade. With
respect to the China trade, it appears that only one seventh
part of the whole imports from thence is re-exported. In

such circumstances, ‘it is in vain to attempt to secure the
advantage of a foreign market, but by supplying upon cheap
terms, and, therefore, the India trade requires to be conducted
in such a way as to give us a superiority even in competition.

So faras the home market is concerned, it may, perhaps,
be thought, provided the market is properly supplied, all
the disadvantages are obviated, or, at all events, the natural
11 effects of the monopoly are counteracted by some benefit
not otherwise to be obtained. The monopoly of the China
trade may, therefore, be, on the whole, best for the country,

while that of the India trade would be prejudicial. That is

ed .
will qerevent, the resort of other

nations to India, they

Py
€ you of a large share of that commerce for which
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the distinction on which the legislature, last year, seems to

have acted, and that is the-distinction we now endeavour to
establish. Unless, therefore, you are capable, by some act of
authority, or some act of‘power, to enable your own subjects
here to carry on the India trade, as far as respects the supply
of the foreign market, in such a way as to rival these competi-
tors, it is impossible that England can be the dep6t for the
commeree of India. The claims, on the other side, I am afraid,
would render that impossible, because the rest of Europe will
have other sources of supply ; and nothing but the superior
cheapness of our supply, of which the mode of navigation 1s
-one ingredient, can continue the trade in the British Channel,
in which it is so desirable that it should be conducted. -

Sir, the extent of the trade of foreigners to India is very
considerable, as appears from the papers laid before the house
last year, and now on your table. I shall merely present to
you a view of the trade between British India and foreign
Europe and America, to be found in those documents. It
appears, that in ten years, ending in 1811, the whole amount
of the trade of foreign Europe and America was upwards of
11’0.41:0001-; that is, the exports from India. Now, Sir, if
foreigners have been enabled to obtain such a pfbportion of
the trade with India, what have been the causes.?

thln thf? opinion of intelligent persons, most conversant with
wli:;;blec@ it has been solely owing to the disadvantages in
the commerce of India has been placed, by withholding

from Indi
a the means ; . e

i 5 of exporting its o roduce in its
own ships. p g its own p

: . Ehat a8 the oroudd of the opinion so ably

A v o

:L‘f:;atfd In the celebrated Letter of Lor(? Wellesley, to
beg leave to refer, ‘as an authority of the greatest

part of the subject. To official state:)nents I

the facts necessary to raise the discussion ; for

Weight .oy this
shall Tefer fop

&
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the principles which ought to go;fern the decision of such a
question, I cannot appeal to the-authority of any statesman
superior to that of Lord Wellesley.

It may be important, therefore, to.call the attention of the
Committee to some extracts from an official report of
- Mr. Brown, the reporter of external commerce in India, frox.n
May, 1795, to May, 1800, which is a most important appli-
cation to the points now under consideration. ;

This document appears in a paper laid before the Hous.e. of
Commons last year, No. 171, in which he states the following

circumstances : Hesays that,

« From the 1st of June, 1795, to the 31st of May, 1798,
¢¢ the quantity of sugar “shipped to-Hamburgl aﬁd Co"p_f.:n—
<« hagen . (supposed to be principally on acéouut of British
« subjects residing 1in Calcutta, was 140-,7“29 maunds, or
c 103,031 cwt. If this guantity had been shipped to Lon-
<« don, and the sale price had been 45s. per cwt., the duty of
< customs, at 37 per cent. on the sale price, would have l.)een
< 85,773l..sterling, and if the piece goods and other aljtlcles
«« shipped on freight to Hamburgh. Copenhagen, and Igsbon,
¢ in those three years, had been also sent to London, it may
¢ be estimated that the British revenue of customs, Oh the
¢ terms of the late warehousing act, would have been bene-~
« fitted above 500,000l sterling by the trade thus forc?d to
¢« fureign ports by means of the high f-rfeight on gruff articles,
¢ and the heavy duties on piece goods in London.”*

« In 1798-9, when British merchants in Calcutta were per-
4 TOTT
« mitted to load theiwr own ships, or to make their own

e

* Paragraph 6, page 10



« arrangements for the freight to London, there was not a
«« single bag of sugar or bale of cloth shipped by them to any
« foreign port; whereas, if such permission had not been
“ granted, the shipments in Anglo-Danish vessels would llaYe
¢c continued ; as merchants, in every part of the world, will

“run many risks sooner than allow their ships to rot in har-
« ¢ bour, if employment can be obtained for them. To this

¢ cause it may be attributed that, in 1797-8, seven ships,
« supposed to be Anglo-Danes, sailed to Penang and the
«¢ eastward for Batavia and Copenhagen, as before stated.”*

¢ The exports on Danish ships from Calcutta and Seram-
¢ pore were,
In 1795-6, only . . . 1,000,000
1796-7, . . . .-. . 1,900,000
¢« Whereas, in 1797-8, when the Danes, or Anglo-Danes, got
< the carrying trade, the value of the exports on ships under
¢ Danish colours in Copenhagen was 270,000. In 1798-9,
s when British merchants were permitted to send their own
¢ goods in their own ships, in the manner they desired, then
“the trade, which had formerly been carried on in ships
““ under ‘American colours to Hamburgh, and, subsequently,
““under Danish colours to Copenhagen, ceased, in so far as
““ respected the trade carried on by British merchants residing
“in Calcutta, to those ports.” =

The imports from foreign Europe and America, exclusive
of the imports to Serampore, were, in the three first years,
agreeable to the statement No. 6, sicca rupees 7,903,420,
or pounds sterling 999,178 ; and the exports, during the same

\

* Paragraph 11, page 11.
* Paragraph 20, page 12.

89

period, were agreeable to statement No. 5, 11,978,877 sicca
rupees, or pounds sterling 1,459,859, * e

- The difference between the imports and exports to and from
foreign Europe and America, was during this period, sicca
rupees 4,015,451, or pounds sterling 460,681, which may be
considered as the amount of the Asiatic Anglo foreign trade,
carried on by British merchants, residing at Calcutta to fo-
reign Europe and America, exclusive of about 60 lacks of
rupees in value, carried on in the same manner, and cloaked
in various ways from the foreign settlement or Serampore.

During the last period, when indulgence was granted by
this Government to the merchants in Calcutta, to load their

own ships in the manner they thought most conducive to
their own_ interest. this Asiatic. Angla foreign trade, either in
respect to shipments of goods, on freight, or of sales in the

‘manner before stated, has not existed.

The value of the merchandize imported from foreign
Europe and America, during the three past years, as per
statement No. 6, was sicca rupees 3,432,034, or pounds ster-
ling 429,004, and the treasure sicca rupees 4,531,302, or
pounds sterling 566,424 ; whereas,when the foreign merchants
in FEurope and America were advised -of  the Indulgence
granted to British merchants in Calcutta in 1798-9, although
the value of the merchandize imported during the three last
years, was only sicca rupees 3,798,576, or pounds sterling
474,829, they have actually imported in treasure sicca rupees
17,690,201, or pounds sterling 2,212,025, from the convietion
that the Asiatic Anglo foreign trade would no longer exist,

# Paragraph 15, page 14. + Paragraph 16, page 14,
1 Paragraph 21, page 15.
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as the event has justified. For it appears that the fore’igy

trade to Europe and America, from 1796-7 to 1800-1, (if

‘the report trade from Serampore is also included,) actually
vate account, to London;

did exceed the exports, on pri .
-2, when the whole of the foreign trade was

shipped from Calcutta, in conseéquence of the capture of the
Danish settlement of Serampore, the total._ value of the ex-
~ ports to foreign Europe and America in. this seu.syon was only
sicca rupees 6,257,269, or pounds sterling % 82,198; whereas
the export on private account to London was sicca rupees

13,197,428, or pounds sterling 1,649,678-*

ese extracts, and from the notorious fact
.shed in this paper, as well as by
. other evidence before you, it is clear that the foreigt.l 'trade has
been very great ; that it has been carried on _b:y British funds,
and unless encouragement is given to British r.nerchants,
unless they have those advantages with which this measure:
will be attended, you compel them to have resort to those

foreign disguises.

whereas in 1801

Now, Sir, from th
which appears fully establ

It may be said, why do you permit foreigners to have ac-

cess to your ports at all; to which we answer, it is ilnp?s-
sible this country, in point of justice or policy, to establish

such a monopoly in favour of itself, and against the depen-
dent country, as to shut out foreigner
India. A country, consisting of 60 millions of
not be considered like an insignificant colony 1
Indies, of small population, and slender produce.
not peopled from this country.

country, or brought into its present

any efforts of ours. It would be a thing sO ungracious, $O

——Ri ‘ o

* Paragraph 22, page 15.

s from the market of

persons, can
in the West

India was

It was not civilized by this
state of splendour from
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inconsistent with the first principles of justice, that I beli
no nation ever conceived the idea of applying the colo:f‘vi
monopoly to a country like India, and I think nothine 'v;'roulltl
be more likely to produce the germ of a new war tbhan to
establish s.uch a monopoly. The attempt would gi’ve rise to
those feelings of indignation and resistance which all unna-
tural and unjust schemes of Government must necessarily
produce, unless, therefore, you will take such measures by
authority of parliament, as will exclude foreigners meas’ures
of the most questionable policy, you have no alternative but
the loss of a great part of the trade altogether. ‘

It is universally admitted, however, that the foreign trade
of Europe and America is beneficial to our territories in India.
It fe'eds the sources out of which the wealth of this country,
coming from there, must necessarily be derived, and if you
cut off the subsidiary stream from the people of India, if you
withdraw that encouragement to their produce and industry
you impair the agriculture, the manufactures by which tha,l:
country has sustained so much burden, and contributed so
largely to the wealth of this.

Sir, it appears, from the evidence of various gentlemen

‘examined before the Committee, that no ship can possibly be

so advantageous to the merchant in India as the teak built
ship, which is to be found in the country ready to his hand,
and by which he can send his goods to the market where they
are required. If you deny him the facility of using that sort
of ship, you place him in a situation of much severer diffi-
culty than he was even under the monopoly of the East India
Company ; but, Sir, upon the footing on which things now
stand, a material change must take place in the situation of
a merchant of India, unless you allow him this resource,

The East India Company, by the charter of 1793, were
G
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obliged-to supply tonnage to the merchant, and when the
chartered tonnage was found inadequate, extra ships were al-
lowed, by which the commerce of India was to be brought to
England. Even that expedient was found insufficient to the
demands of Indian commerce: nothing would answer the
- purpose but to permit the merchant in India to load his own
ship in his own ports, and -bring his produce to the British
market at his own convenience. The East India Company
will probably send out ships for their own trade, but they
will not any longer supply tonnage for private individuals. It
is therefore now contended, that the tonnage ought to be sent
from Great Britain, and that the Indian ships shall be ex-
cluded from the ports of this country. But will that supply
of shipping be found to be an adequate mode of conveyance
for the merchant of 1ndia to send his goods and manufactures
to the British market? If India be the exporting country, as
undoubtedly it is, can you conceive any thing more burden-
some, more in the nature of a prohibition upon commerce al-
together than that a merchant residing in a country so distant
should be forced to depend upon tonnage sent from Great Bri-
tain to India. A shipment of goods is a mercantile adventure
throughout, in all its details. The produce there is to go to
amarket, which may be good or may be bad, it may be pro-
fitable or it may be unprofitable, and the merchant must
make his arrangements to ascertain whether he can carry on
his trade with that rapidity, which is the life of commerce,
and how is he to calculate upon tonnage from Great Britain.
In India, where money is at 6, 7, 8, or 10 per cent. interest,
:}‘etzhO:éﬁpmﬁt may b.e absorbed by a few months delay, or
0%’ th: ;;ez:‘enc: of fr.exght. upon the goods. 7 Depriving him
e i;s l(:is sending h1.s goods. t9 .the l?larket at his own
d"“{mErchant own way, is pI.‘Ohlbltlng his t.rade, No pru-
would subject himself to the inconvenience of

a trage )
©%o be conducted. The merchants in India there-
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fore would be placed in a worse situation now than they have
been since the charter of 1793 was passed, so that the free-
dom of trade, so much hailed: by the people of England,
would, to India, be the @ra of bondage and oppression.

But it will be said on the other side, that under the system
of free trade now established, shipping from this country will
resort to India in such abundance as to answer all the pur-
poses which the Indian exporter can desire. That is the specu-
lation of those who now claim exclusive privileges more fatal
to India than were those of the Company. Butis it proba-
ble, that shipping from Great Britain would be found to sup-
ply the wants of the Indian exporter ? On the contrary,
several most intelligent witnesses,® who have resided many
years in India, tell you that no reliance can be had upon ton-

nage to be sent from India—What is the reason? In the first
instance it is highly probable, that persons in England will

send out ships on voyages of speculation, and that they will
be disappointed. We know that in the circle of the Indian
adventure, the outward voyage does not, in point of extent,
make one-third of the whole. (See the evidence of Mr. Mit-
chell.) The English adventurer will therefore hardly attempt
a voyage twice, in which he is compelled to return from
India without a cargo, or is obliged there to wait for it till

the concern is turned to a losing one.

Now the merchant in India only asks this, ¢ Let me, if 1
« find it convenient, ship my goods on board of my own
«« yessel, if it do not answer to load on board of yours.
¢« T have no wish to exclude you; but have you a better

# See Minutes, the evidence of Messrs. Mitchell, Maitland, M‘Taggart, Gilman,
Gillet, &e.
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“ right to ship goods from my own country than I have?—
““ and are you to monopolize an advantage, from which E
“am to be wholly excluded ? Surely a more extravagant
and unjust pretension than that advanced by the other side,
to seize the exclusive monopoly of the carrying trade be-
tween India and Great Britain, never was made to the sove-
reign authority of any country. They seem to act as if
others could have no rights ; and that their convenience
was to be the standard of justice and policy. No man would
think of treating a rival or foreign state on such a footing

of inequality ; and yet here the power of being unjust to
India would be made the measure of her rights.

But I am afraid that an illiberal policy would not in this
case be compensated by gain.—The consequences of error
cannot be concealed.—We know from experience what will
be the effect of shutting out the merchants of India from
the natural channels of commerce by any species of mono-
poly. You may deprive the merchants in India of the
power to send their produce to Great Britain in their own
ships ; but you will compel them to go into foreign channels.
It is against their natural wish, and against their natural
conmexions so to do; but unless facilities are given to bring
the trade directly to thig country,” it will, as formerly, be
diverted into foreign channels. From the accumulation of
Private fortunes in India, seeking a mode of remittance to
Europe, a ready capital is formed which naturally finds the
most beneficial course of remittance. It is well known that
the French, the Datch, the ’Danes, and the Americans, have

successively, and at different times, derived great advantage

from such funds: so that by presenting the most favourable
mode of remittar

e ice, they have obtained the means of carry-
b)% ‘?\?a trade, which might have been fairly monopolized
< couut.ry‘ In such circumstances the trade can only
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come to England by making it advgntaggou-s to bring it |
here : and if you surrender the opportunl_tle\s of successful
etiti -render the objects which have led you
competltlon, you surren e o
to aspire so much, and struggle 80 long, for the ig
dominion of the territories of India.

It may be necessary perhaps to distinguish- betweer:i the
trade of the East India Company and the Pn?rat.e tra‘e..\;;
With respect to the East India Company 11.; is 1mpos§ll_ i
for me to say how far they are able to give to thflesnp
builders of the Thames the monopoly of buxldu.lg sllllpifczlt'
their service. So far merely as concef‘ns the Ca?e V\; 1:;) sl
is my business to lay before the Comn-nttee, I hav esﬁouldj %
tion that the ships of the East India Coxl}patly RO
built in the Thames, if by doing so th‘e trade fx:;l S ,as
9n. fo L BicRl Ak e;{)te'll]g fm? lc?xlgaben]gﬁ?f(l)yfaf?!as ]liglzlrds tihe
3 i uilt in L — -
b{i\lf]:teznti:ges?l;sn convinced you have no alternat;:'e:b a,t.llctl;
fhat if you determine that ships for that trade m‘gsrt_t e tr\;:}e
i Thames or in England there can be rfo plnia e
g The builders in the Thames may build for the East
21“ 3_];-'6'%:;3“), because perhaps the Company’% ltrade standi
i i rivate trade.—They may ge
in a different situation flom'the private B e
1 Act of Parliament in their favour, but s? ar oans i
;I:iixte trade they will obtain 1it§\,e 'practlf:ald%ﬂ(;gliloal::dl e
It is not merely that the teale sh:][l)all?e :Il;); f;) e A
By WhOIi :tcl?eestper rate of freight, but the
ey aﬂo:i]tlf;)tizirrgf Z merchant and exporter of goods in

it impossible that an Engl?sh. built sh¥p1cim
well as the superior vessel which he
The English built ship c.annoi.; stand
mate of India SO well as the teak .b-ullt'shlp, but
A aire frequent and expensive repasr‘:s.——l‘\.le teak
K O'ﬁihlir;q possessed by the merchant in India, is not intended
uilt ship,

commercial
India renders
answer his purpose SO
can procure in India.
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solely for the European voyage : It is destined sometimes to
" carry on trade to China and other coasting trade of India, and
an occasional voyage to England will form part of its general
employment ; but if the merchant is compelled to become
owner of a British built ship, the course of his transactions 1s
deranged.—His capital could neither be employed to the
same extent, nor with the same advantage.—Ie would be
compelled to have a ship for the country trade, and a ship
for the European trade, or what is more probable he would
be obliged to renounce the European trade -at least in the
English chanuel. Now, Sir, what will be the conse-
quence of excluding teak ships, looking at it as a public
question? You lose all the advantage of the importa-
tion of the goods that would be brought to England ;
you lose the advantage of the importation of cotton, and
other raw materials ; you lose the advantage of rendering
this country the entrepot for the supply of the rest of
Europe; I might admit that there is no scarcity of
timber, I anight admit the distress of the private yards, 1
might admit many of those things for which the other side
contend, but what-then? If the workmen suffer distress,
their distress cannot be remedied by the parliamentary privi-
lege of building for a trade which can never afford to -em-
ploy them.—The ship-builders complain that we are taking
something from them, which, most undoubtedly, we are not ;
because the ship-builders in the Thames have never built for
the private trade—The private trade has always been
earried on in the teak vessels, and but for them never would
}];“tfi’ga e);x;t:d ‘150 any extel.lt worth mentioning.—I stated on
e {) uta 1.:leeetlonmlge in thei C.ompany’s service was 70,000
part, illte;gedpf;fy tslpeakmg, it is O‘nly 58,000, bfzcause that
| i 1;5 (‘i\CCOmmodatlon of the private trade
otherside woulg b(;‘:; : t‘ If’_ however., the gentlemen on.the
which are to e derivoe?l ?nt W1th.a portion of the good things
rom this branch of trade, they cer-
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tainly may enjoy a considerable portion of the advantages
which the private trade coming to this country brings with
it ;—by seeking to monopolize the whole, they may se-
cure what they deem their right, but they will sacrifice the
practical benefit.—These ships, importing their own produce
into this country, necessarily expend a vast deal in repairs,

and a vast deal of money is disbursed here, and all this expen~

diture whatever it may be, is clear gain to the builders, {the

rope-makers, and others on the river, who supply these ves-
sels with whatever they may want. There are documents upon
the table, (Minutes, page 622,) to shew that the expenditure
of teak ships, consigned to three louses only, have inno very
great number of years caused an expenditure of near 500,000/.
a1l of which is divided among the classes here connected with
shipping. Now all that source of employment would be cut

off entirely if the private trade were destroyed, because 1t 18
proved, that the very nature of the trade requires a teak built

ship, and without that facility the trade itself could not be

brought to England.

as been said, that if ships are allowed to be built

But it h . . .
the natives will arrive

in India, for the trade to that country,
o the arts connected with the equipment
of ships, that they would supply themselves with Si.l'\\S and
cordage, and other things which are, in whole or m part,»
derived from this country. But if the trade at large x.vere to
be promoted and extended, the country might be a gainer on
the whole, notwithstanding a partial loss.. Nay, even upon
the supposition, which I cannot but .coT]su]er as extravagant
and improbab\e, that the whole building for the trac.ie to
India and China, Weré to be transferred to the other side of
the water, the builders and others in the river would not be
wholly without benefit from t}me ‘El'ade. .It appears that the
Thomas Grenville, a ship built in India, belonging to the

at such perfection i
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Company themselves, cost, in' the way of equipment in her
three first voyages, in the port of London, no less than
60,000/. ; and that, independent of the cost of the articles
which went originally from this country, probably not much
below 20,000.. Mr. W alker, in his-evidence, told you that,
independent of sheathing and topper bolts, the General Kyd

-had cost 14,0007, in articles of British manufacture, sent out

by himself, for fitting her to sea. For manufactured iron,
copper, and other things of that kind, India is net, and never
can be our rival. All these articles must goe frem hence, and
they have been exported of late in an increased “quantity,
(Minutes, page 97.) The whole, therefore, is not lost with
the original building; on the contrary, there is an immense
expenditure here, frem which the port of London derives
great benefit. But, T must confess, I should not be greatly
alarmed at the supposed fact, that India had arrived at that
height of improvement, in the manutacture of sails, cordage,
and other articles of that description which is represented.
I cannot think it fair, that such jealousy should be enter-
“talf)e(? of the advancement of any country subject to Great
Britain. ‘Such a feeling should be repressed, not encouraged.
J:;s tQ. the artwlfes enumerated, of cordages, sails, &c. we have
;jgztlawttmatenal chiefly from foreign countries ; but is it a

ma : > ‘ .
: . er Of: Jealousy and alarm, that the people in India

ave, by the aid of the ingenuit . .

o ; genuity and enterprize derived from
1§ country, been able to prod ral i i
e ‘ Produce the raw material in their

1 country, and to manufacture ; - ir ?
Tthink it, should € 1t for their own supply
nl;;tt?ler be a subject of rejoicing, that they

tend to render yg le‘?lnc% - because, as far as it goes, it would
58 dependent on thoge foreign countries,

from whe
A m we del‘ive th . "
T —— - ¢ means of naval equipment, and

heng, that the chz >° agin at wag, Besides, Sir, 1 appre-
P ness : .
““Q\lmstances whichpever o tctey of PUtit is one of the

Cc 1M1 L .
Y country, annng at extensive pavis
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gation, should endeavour to promote. The freight is ren-
dered cheaper upon produce of every kind, and its consu, p-
tion is encouraged ; more business will be done ; navigation
will be extended in proportion as you. enable your country-
Lmeh to navigate cheaply, and in proportion as you reduce the
price of shipping, you will encourage the growth of seamen,
ready for your defence upon all public emergencies. By
these means, more than by any other, you will increase the
strength and prosperity of the empire. In fact, there is no
species of discouragement which operates so extensively and
universally, as keeping up the price of freight. The grower,
the producer, the builder, the seaman, and every one else co'n-
nected with the prosperity of shipping, is affected by the dis-
couragement arising from expensive freight, which operatt.as
as an oppressive tax upon capital and industry. It is said
alsd, that if you _encou rage\,tbi&;me.asu[e, you .J,w'll.-remove so
great a part of the building est,abl,xsll.lner_lts of this country,
that it will be dangerous to the empire itself; and that our
shipping interest would be sacrificed, and our great naval
means would be transferred to the other side of' the globe.
Now, is there any foundation for the apprehension of S‘?C,h
alarming consequences, €ven from the fullest effect which

the permission of teak ships can produce ? Can any man say,
that if the whole tonnage in the Company’s service, as well

as that in the private trade, were to be built in India, ms:tead
of England, there would be the slightest danger to any inte-

rest of Great Britain? The whole tonnage so employed 1s
not a thirty—ﬁfth part of the commercial tonnage of the em-
pire ; and upon such a portion of the whole, can it be gravely

<aid that our naval strength at home depends? These are

hantoms of danger, which are conjured up by the other side.
1 think they cannot be serious ; though they hoPe"“P_el‘haps
ake some impression on those well-disposed

ect—to m ] ‘
R which are susceptible of alarm at any thing

weak minds,

H
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which is represented as affecting the strength and prosperity
of our favourite defence, the British Navy. No 'man, I
should think, can imagine that the subtraction from the
general ship-building of the country of that part which is
employed in this one branch of trade, can materially affect
the ship-building of England, or the iuterest of those who

are concerned in the raw material, or in the manufactures
¢onnected with ship-building. '

Something also has been said of the danger of removing to
such a distance any part of our naval establishments, as if
they might fall into the hands of rival powers. Such a danger
seems to be distant, and unlikely to be realized But with a
view to the public strength and defence, is it not desirable
that we should have building establishments in India? Is it
not probable that we may have other wars? and if we are
ever to be at war again, I should think India as likely as any
other to be the place in which that war would break out.
Then is it of no importance to our military establishments,

~and to the solidity of the connexion between the two coun-
tries, is it nothing to be provided in India with arsenals, and
‘a command of shipping capable of being employed as the
means of repelling any danger that might arise !  Those who
come to assail you will have no such advantages as your-
selves ; so that, whether it is for defence, or whether it js for

offensi e, I
ensive warfare,” as you have experienced warfare in times

that ar . . )
G tl?l‘e past, there is nothing so beneficial, nothing so politic
1 g . .
meallsso(:fou:]‘fly » a8 to arm itself in India, and to have the
’ SUripping your ener i .
lity in the first insty enemy there of the means of hosti-

ance, By ear . o A
‘ : means oo
Yave in India an offensive of India shipping, you

weapon, that would enable you to
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» 1Vf]'13> without wa
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isay 2y
m e ery antagonist :
Sackine ;
? g your r 1t] ji
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have on most important

you keep the British ‘merc
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occasions,-experienced the utility of the India sl}'ipping, (Mi-
nutes, p.'6'64) and you cannot have it unless you give it all
the encouragement both of the country trade and the Euro-
pean trade. In the last war you enjoyed the benefit qt it f'u
military operations : but if, from a different state of thx'ngs in
Furope, the pressure of any future contest should be m ‘our
distant possessions, the advantages of a naval forc.e, or of
naval resources, in India, would almost ensure to this coun-

: IR
try a decided superiority over every opponent.
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