15 &5 THE ECONOMY AND SOCIETY
OF EARLY MODERN EUROPE

Transition best characterizes the economy and society of early npodern Europe.
While the forms of production and #xchange remained corporatist and tradi-
tional, elements of individualism and capitalism exerted increasingly strong in-
fluence. Accordingly, a society that remained in large part hierarchical and
patriarchal showed signs of an emergent class structure. Evidence for these
changes remained largely regional, being more evident in certain places and
times than in others. Nonetheless, the evidence for such a transition can be seen
nearly everywhere in Europe, driven by forces that gripped the entire continent.

For much of the period, the population remained locked in a struggle to
survive. Beset by periodic famine and disease, life seemed tenuous and expectan-
cies were short. Given high and early mortality, marriages occurred relatively
late in life and truncated families were commonplace. Beginning in the late sev-
enteenth century, however, mortality began to decline. By the eighteenth century
populations were expanding across Europe.

The principal cause for the change in demographic dynamics was an in-
crease in food supply that may be attributed in turn to a gradual change in
agricultural techniques. Throughout the early modern period, traditional agricul-
tural practices gradually yielded to techniques known generally as scientific
farming. Landowners who sought gain in the marketplaces of Europe needed
more direct control over land use, an ability to respond flexibly to market condi-
tions. As a result, they enclosed communal lands and turned to the kinds of
husbandry that would increase harvests and profits. The result was an increased
food supply the eventually freed Europe from its age-old cycle of feast and
famine.

An increasing population put new pressures on industry by raising demand
for manufactured goods and supplying a ready labor force to produce them. Ru-
ral manufacturing in the form of extensive production networks, known as the
putting-out system, increased industrial productivity and captured surplus
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population in industrial work processes. Those who could not find such employ-
ment fled to the cities, which also grew rapidly, from which proto-industry was
commanded. It is interesting that urban manufacturing remained largely tradi-
tional, that is, highly regulated and guild-based, throughout the early modern
period.

The greatest single force for change between 1500 and 1800 was the expan-
sion of long-distance commerce based on the development of overseas empires
and the consolidation of central states. Capitalistic practices had existed since the
late fourteenth century at least, but the possibility of large profits from direct
trade with Asia and the Americas offered new scope for their application. The
development of mercantilist theories that advocated the expansion of trade as a
source of political power combined with capitalistic ambitions to facilitate global
commerce. As a result, enterprises, such as charter companies, emerged on a new
scale. The supplies of goods they traded and their profitability promoted the re-
finement of commercial facilities such as commodity exchanges, stock markets,
and banking techniqugs. Moreover, their activities introduced new commodities
in such volumes that new tastes emerged and old patterns of consumption were
transformed.

Growing populations and expanding economies notwithstanding, the society
of early modern Europe remained traditional. It was hierarchical in structure,
each individual’s place having been fixed by birthright. Authority was patriar-
chal in nature, modeled upon the supposedly absolute authority of the father
within his family. Yet, change is also evident here. Economic change created mo-
bility. New wealth encouraged social and political aspirations as bourgeois every-
where chaffed under the exclusivity of the aristocracy and sought admission to
their ranks. New poverty created a class of have-nots that challenged the estab-
lished order and threatened its security.

Observers and theorists viewed the transformation of Europe’s economy and
society with some trepidation. In most instances, their responses were reaction-
ary. They returned to notions of fatherhood for a model of authority that could
withstand the changing times. As the period progressed, however, more and
more turned to philosophical reason to find general laws of human interaction
that might be applied to govern economic and social behavior.
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LORENZO BERNARDO

rrom A Venetian Ambassador’s Report
on the Ottoman Empire

The struggle for supremacy in northern Italy, which marked the last half of the fif-
teenth century, gave rise to a new form of diplomacy, structures and procedures that
would be fundamental to relations among all modern states. Requiring continuous
contact and communication, Renaissance states turned to permanent diplomacy, dis-
tinguished by the use of accredited resident ambassadors rather than ad hoc mis-
sions of medieval legates. The tasks of a permanent ambassador were to represent
his government at state ceremonies, to gather information, and, occasionally, to en-
ter into negotiations. Nowhere was this system more fully and expertly articulated
than by the Republic of Venice in th®late fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. Ambas-
sadors were chosen with unusual care from the most prominent families of the city.
They were highly educated, and their duties were carefully defined. Among the latter
were weekly dispatches reporting all matters of any interest to Venice. These reports
were regularly read and debated in the senate, which replied with questions, instruc-
tions, and information of its own. As a result, Venetian ambassadors were among
the most skilled and respected in early modern Europe. Their reports remain a sin-
gularly important source for the history of that period. Lorenzo Bernardo had the
distinction of serving as Venetian ambassador to a non-European state, Venice’s
chief rival in trade to the Middle East and the great power of the Moslem world,
the Ottoman Empire. Though his assignment to Constantinople was brief, (1591-
1592) he offered the following analysis of the empire’s strengths and weaknesses and
why Venice might expect its imminent decline. It offers insights into the understand-
ing of political power in early modern Europe as well as a western perspective on
non-western states and civilizations,

From Pursuit of Power: Venetian Ambassadors’ Reports on Spain, Turkey and France in the
Age of Philip II, 1560-1600, by James C. Davis. English translation copyright © 1970 by
James C. Davis. Reprinted by permission of HarperCollins Publishers, Inc.
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* * *

Three basic qualities have enabled the Turks
to make such remarkable conquests, and rise to
such importance in a brief period: religion, fru-
gality, and obedience.

From the beginning it was religion that made
them zealous, frugality that made them satisfied

with little, and obedience that produced men
ready for any dangerous campaign.

In an earlier report I discussed at length these
three qualities, which were then and always had
been typical of the Turks. Now I plan to follow
the same order, but to discuss whether any
changes have taken place subsequently that might
lead us to hope that empire will eventually decline.
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For nothing is more certain than that every living
thing (including kingdoms and empires) has a be-
ginning, a middle, and an end, or, you might say,
a growth, maturity, and decline.

In former times, Serene Prince, all Turks held
to a single religion, whose major belief is that it is
“written” when and how a man will die, and that
if he dies for his God and his faith he will go
directly to Paradise. It is not surprising, then, that
one reads in histories about Turks who vied for
the chance to fill a ditch with their bodies, or
made a human bridge for others to use crossing a
river, going to their deaths without the slightest
hesitation. But now the Turks have not a single
religion, but three of them. The Persians are
among the Turks like the heretics among us, be-
cause some of them hold the beliefshof Ali, and
others those of Omar, both of whom were follow-
ers of Mohammed, but held different doctrines.
Then there are the Arabs and Moors, who claim
they alone preserve the true, uncorrupted religion
and that the “Greek Turks” (as they call these in
Constantinople) are bastard Turks with a cor-
rupted religion, which they blame on their being
mostly descended from Christian renegades who
did not understand the Muslim religion. As a mat-
ter of fact, I have known many of these renegades
who had no religious beliefs, and said religions
were invented by men for political reasons. They
hold that when the body dies the soul dies, just as
it does with brute beasts, which they are.

The belief that one’s death is “written” and
that one has no free will to escape dangers is de-
clining in Turkey with each passing day. Experi-
ence teaches them the opposite when they see that
a man who avoids plague victims ,saves his life
while one who has stayed with them catches
plague and dies. During my time there as bailo 1
even saw their mufti flee Constantinople for fear
of plague and go to the garden to live, and the
Grand Signor himself took care to avoid all con-
tacts with his generals. Having learned they can
escape from plagues, they now apply the same les-
son to wars. Everybody shirks war service as long
as he can, and when he does go he hangs back
from the front lines and concentrates on saving
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his own life. When the authorities announce a
campaign in Persia there are outcries and revolts,
and if the sultan wants to send janissaries there he
creates new ones who are so glad to have the
higher pay that they are willing to risk dangers
which the regulars dread and flee. In short, now-
adays they all look out for their own safety.

As for frugality, which 1 said was the second
of the three sources of the Turks’ great power, this
used to be one of their marked characteristics. At
one time the Turks had no interest in fine foods
or, if they were rich, in splendid decorations in
their houses. Each was happy with bread and rice,
and a carpet and a cushion; he showed his im-
portance only by having many slaves and horses
with which _he could better serve his ruler. No
wonder theh that they could put up with the ter-
rible effort and physical discomfort involved in
conquering and ruling. What a shameful lesson to
our own state, where we equate military glory with
sumptuous banquets and our men want to live in
their camps and ships as if they were back home
at weddings and feasts!

But now that the Turks have conquered vast,
rich lands they too have fallen victims to the cor-
ruption of wealth. They are beginning to appre-
ciate fine foods and game, and most of them drink
wine. They furnish their houses beautifully and
wear clothes of gold and silver with costly linings.
Briefly, then, they become fonder every day of lux-
ury, comfort, and display. They are happy to fol-
low the example provided by the sultan, who cares
nothing about winning glory on the battlefield and
prefers to stay at home and enjoy the countless
pleasures of the seraglio. Modeling themselves on
him, all the splendid pashas, governors, and gen-
erals, and the ordinary soldiers too, want to stay
in their homes and enjoy their pleasures and keep
as far as possible from the dangers and discom-
forts of war. The pashas make use of their wives,
who are related to the Grand Signor, to persuade
him to keep their husbands at home. They do this
not only to satisfy the men but also because they
know that if they stay in Constantinople their hus-
bands can win more favor by serving and fawning
on the Grand Signor. If they go to war their rivals
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find it easier to slander them and they run a
greater risk of losing the sultan’s favor. And right
behind the great men are all the lower ranks of
soldiers, following in their footsteps, and trying to
avoid being pulled away from the comforts of
home.

Obedience was the third source of the great
power of the Turkish empire. In the old days obe-
dience made them united, union made them
strong, and strength rendered their armies invin-
cible. They are all slaves by nature, and the slaves
of one single master; only from him can they hope
to win power, honors, and wealth and only from
him do they have to fear punishment and death.
Why should it be surprising, then, that they used
to compete with each other to perform stupen-
dous feats in his presence? This is why it is said
that the Turks’ strict obedience to their master is
the foundation of the empire’s security and gran-
deur. But when the foundation weakens, when the
brake is released, ruin could easily follow. The
point is that with those other state-preserving
qualities changing into state-corroding qualities,
disobedience and disunion could be the agents
which finally topple it.

This is all the more likely now that the chief
officials have no other goal but to oppose each
other bitterly. They have all the normal rivalries

and ambitions of ministers of state, but they also
have unusual opportunities for undercover com-
petition with each other, because many of them
have married daughters, sisters, and nieces of the
Grand Signor. These women can speak with His
Majesty whenever they want and they often sway
him in favor of their husbands. This practice
throws government affairs into confusion and is a
real source of worry to the first vizier, who fears
to take the smallest step without notifying the sul-
tan. He knows that his rivals’ wives might some-
time find the Grand Signor in the right mood and
bring about his ruin, something the caiacadin did
to the first vizier Sinan when I was there.

* * *

REVIEW QUESTIONS

1. What were the causes of Ottoman success?

2. Why does Bernardo stress these particular
strengths?

3. What caused the decline of the Ottoman Em-
pire?

4. How does the ambassador define success and
failure, rise and decline?

THOMAS MUN

rRom Discourse on England’s Treasure

by Forraign Trade

Thomas Mun (1571-1641) was the son of an English mercer and rose to become a
noted writer on economics and the first to give a clear statement of the theory of
balance of trade. He was a prominent figure in commercial circles as a member of
the standing commission on trade and the committee of the East India Company.
His most important publication, Discourse on England’s Treasure by Forraign
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Trade, published posthumously in 1664, developed his idea that the wealth of a na-
tion could not decline significantly so long as the value of exports exceeded the value
of imports. Both in its emphasis on trade, as opposed to agriculture or industry, as
the source of wealth, and in its vision of economic systems as incapable of expan-
sion, this theory became a cornerstone of mercantilist thinking.

From Early English Tracts on Commerce, edited by J. R. McCulloch, Cambridge University

Press, 1954.

rrom Chap. I1.

THE MEANS TO ENRICH THIS
KINGDOM, AND TO ENCREASE
OUR TREASURE.

Although a Kingdom may be enriched\by gifts re-
ceived, or by purchase taken from some other
Nations, yet these are things uncertain and of
small consideration when they happen. The ordi-
nary means therefore to increase our wealth and
treasure is by Forraign Trade, wherein wee must
ever observe this rule; to sell more to strangers
yearly than wee consume of theirs in value. For
suppose that when this Kingdom is plentifully
served with the Cloth, Lead, Tinn, Iron, Fish and
other native commodities, we doe yearly export
the overplus to forraign Countreys to the value of
twenty two hundred thousand pounds; by which
means we are enabled beyond the Seas to buy and
bring in forraign wares for our use and Con-
sumptions, to the value of twenty hundred thou-
sand pounds: By this order duly kept in our
trading, we may rest assured that the Kingdom
shall be enriched yearly two hundred thousand
pounds, which must be brought to ws in so much
Treasure; because that part of our stock which is
not returned to us in wares must necessarily be
brought home in treasure.

For in this case it cometh to pass in the stock
of a Kingdom, as in the estate of a private man;
who is supposed to have one thousand pounds
yearly revenue and two thousand pounds of ready
money in his Chest: If such a man through excess
shall spend one thousand five hundred pounds per
annum, all his ready mony will be gone in four

years; and in the like time his said money will be
doubled if he take a Frugal course to spend but
five hundred pounds per annum, which rule never
faileth likewise in the Commonwealth, but in
some cases (of no great moment) which I will
hereafter declare, when I shall shew by whom and
in what manner this ballance of the Kingdoms ac-
count ought to be drawn up yearly, or so often as
it shall please the State to discover how much we
gain or lose by trade with forraign Nations. But
first I will say something concerning those ways
and means which will encrease our exportations
and diminish our importations of wares; which
being done, 1 will then set down some other
arguments both affirmative and negative to
strengthen that which is here declared, and
thereby to show that all the other means which
are commonly supposed to enrich the Kingdom
with Treasure are altogether insufficient and meer
fallacies.

Chap. Ill.

THE PARTICULAR WAYS AND MEANS TO ENCREASE
THE EXPORTATION OF OUR COMMODITIES, AND
TO DECREASE OUR CONSUMPTION OF FORRAIGN
WARES.

The revenue or stock of a Kingdom by which it is
provided of forraign wares is either Natural or Ar-
tificial. The Natural wealth is so much only as can
be spared from our own use and necessities to be
exported unto strangers. The Artificial consists in
our manufactures and industrious trading with
forraign commodities, concerning which I will set
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down such particulars as may serve for the cause
we have in hand.

1. First, although this Realm be already ex-
ceeding rich by nature, yet might it be much en-
creased by laying the waste grounds (which are
infinite) into such employments as should no way
hinder the present revenues of other manured
lands, but hereby to supply our selves and prevent
the importations of Hemp, Flax, Cordage, To-
bacco, and divers other things which now we fetch
from strangers to our great impoverishing.

2. We may likewise diminish our importations,
if we would soberly refrain from excessive con-
sumption of forraign wares in our diet and ray-
ment, with such often change of fashions as is
used, so much the more to encrease the waste and
charge; which vices at this present are more go-
torious amongst us than in former ages. Yet might
they easily be amended by enforcing the obser-
vation of such good laws as are strictly practised
in other Countries against the said excesses; where
likewise by commanding their own manufactures
to be used, they prevent the coming in of others;
without prohibition, or offence to strangers in
their mutual commerce.

3. In our exportations we must not only regard
our own superfluities, but also we must consider
our neighbours necessities, that so upon the wares
which they cannot want, nor yet be furnished
thereof elsewhere, we may (besides the vent of the
Materials) gain so much of the manufacture as we
can, and also endeavour to sell them dear, so far
forth as the high price cause not a less vent in the
quantity. But the superfluity of our commodities
which strangers use, and may also have the same
from other Nations, or may abate their vent by
the use of some such like wares from other places,
and with little inconvenience; we must in this case
strive to sell as cheap as possible we can, rather
than to lose the utterance of such wares. For we
have found of late years by good experience, that
being able to sell our Cloth cheap in Turkey, we
have greatly encreased the vent thereof, and the
Venetians have lost as much in the utterance of
theirs in those Countreys, because it is dearer. And
on the other side a few years past, when by the

excessive price of Wools our Cloth was exceeding
dear, we lost at the least half our clothing for for-
raign parts, which since is no otherwise (well neer)
recovered again than by the great fall of price for
Wools and Cloth. We find that twenty five in the
hundred less in the price of these and some other
Wares, to the loss of private mens revenues, may
raise above fifty upon the hundred in the quantity
vented to the benefit of the publique. For when
Cloth is dear, other Nations doe presently practice
clothing, and we know they want neither art nor
materials to this performance. But when by cheap-
ness we drive them from this employment, and so
in time obtain our dear price again, then do they
also use their former remedy. So that by these al-
terations we learn, that it is in vain to expect a
greater revenue of olr wares than their condition
will afford, but rather it concerns us to apply our
endeavours to the times with care and diligence to
help our selves the best we may, by making our
cloth and other manufactures without deceit,
which will encrease their estimation and use.

4, The value of our exportations likewise may
be much advanced when we perform it our selves
in our own Ships, for then we get only not the
price of our wares as they are worth here, but also
the Merchants gains, the charges of ensurance, and
fraight to carry them beyond the seas. As for ex-
ample, if the Italian Merchants should come
hither in their own shipping to fetch our Corn,
our red Herrings or the like, in this case the King-
dom should have ordinarily but 25s. for a quarter
of Wheat, and 20s. for a barrel of red herrings,
whereas if we carry these wares our selves into
Italy upon the said rates, it is likely that wee shall
obtain fifty shillings for the first, and forty shillings
for the last, which is a great difference in the ut-
terance or vent of the Kingdoms stock. And al-
though it is true that the commerce ought to be
free to strangers to bring in and carry out at their
pleasure, yet nevertheless in many places the ex-
portation of victuals and munition are either pro-
hibited, or at least limited to be done onely by the
people and Shipping of those places where they
abound.

5. The frugal expending likewise of our own
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natural wealth might advance much yearly to be
exported unto strangers; and if in our rayment
we will be prodigal, yet let this be done with
our own materials and manufactures, as Cloth,
Lace, Imbroderies, Cut-works and the like, where
the excess of the rich may be the employment
of the poor, whose labours notwithstanding of
this kind, would be more profitable for the Com-
monwealth, if they were done to the use of
strangers.

6. The Fishing in his Majesties seas of England,
Scotland, and Ireland is our natural wealth, and
would cost nothing but labour, which the Dutch
bestow willingly, and thereby draw yearly a very
great profit to themselves by serving many places
of Christendom with our Fish, for which they
return and supply their wants both of forraign
Wares and Mony, besides the multitude of Mari-
ners and Shipping, which hereby are maintain’d,
whereof a long discourse might be made to show
the particular manage of this important business.
Our fishing plantation likewise in New-England,
Virginia, Groenland, the Summer Islands and the
New-found-land, are of the like nature, affording
much wealth and employments to maintain a
great number of poor, and to encrease our decay-
ing trade.

7. A Staple or Magazin for forraign Corn, In-
digo, Spices, Raw-silks, Cotton wool or any other
commodity whatsoever, to be imported will en-
crease Shipping, Trade, Treasure, and the Kings
customes, by exporting them again where need
shall require, which course of Trading, hath been
the chief means to raise Venice, Genoa, the low-
Countreys, with some others; and for such a pur-
pose England stands most commodiously, wanting
nothing to this performance but our own diligence
and endeavour.

8. Also wee ought to esteem and cherish those
trades which we have in remote or far Countreys,
for besides the encrease of Shipping and Mariners
thereby, the wares also sent thither and receiv’d
from thence are far more profitable unto the king-
dom than by our trades neer at hand; As for
example; suppose Pepper to be worth here two
Shillings the pound constantly, if then it be
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brought from the Dutch at Amsterdam, the Mer
chant may give there twenty pence the pound, an
gain well by the bargain; but if he fetch this Peppe
from the East-indies, he must not give above thre
pence the pound at the most, which is a might
advantage, not only in that part which serveth fo
our own use, but also for that great quantity whicl
(from hence) we transport yearly unto diver
other Nations to be sold at a higher price: whereb
it is plain, that we make a far greater stock b
gain upon these Indian Commodities, than thos
Nations doe where they grow, and to whom the
properly appertain, being the natural wealth o
their Countries. But for the better understandin;
of this particular, we must ever distinguish be
tween the gain of the Kingdom, and the profit o
the Merchant; for although the Kingdom payet
no more for this Pepper than is before supposed
nor for any other commodity bought in forraig
parts more than the stranger receiveth from us fo
the same, yet the Merchant payeth not only tha
price, but also the fraight, ensurance, custome
and other charges which are exceeding great i
these long voyages; but yet all these in the King
doms accompt are but commutations among ou
selves, and no Privation of the Kingdoms stock
which being duly considered, together with th
support also of our other trades in our best Ship
ping to Italy, France, Turkey, the East Countrey
and other places, by transporting and venting th
wares which we bring yearly from the East Indie:
It may well stir up our utmost endeavours t
maintain and enlarge this great and noble busi
ness, so much importing the Publique wealth
Strength, and Happiness. Neither is there less hon
our and judgment by growing rich (in this man
ner) upon the stock of other Nations, than by ai
industrious encrease of our own means, especiall
when this later is advanced by the benefit of th
former, as we have found in the East Indies by sal
of much of our Tin, Cloth, Lead and other Com
modities, the vent whereof doth daily encrease i
those Countreys which formerly had no use of ou
wares.

9. It would be very beneficial to export mone
as well as wares, being done in trade only, it woul:
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encrease our Treasure; but of this I write more
largely in the next Chapter to prove it plainly.
10. It were policie and profit for the State to
suffer manufactures made of forraign Materials to
be exported custome-free, as Velvets and all other
wrought Silks, Fustians, thrown Silks and the like,
it would employ very many poor people, and
much encrease the value of our stock yearly issued

into other Countreys, and it would (for this pur-"

pose) cause the more forraign Materials to be
brought in, to the improvement of His Majesties
Customes. I will here remember a notable increase
in our manufacture of winding and twisting only
of forraign raw Silk, which within 35. years to my
knowledge did not employ more than 300. people
in the City and suburbs of London, where at this
present time it doth set on work above fourteen
thousand souls, as upon diligent enquiry hath
been credibly reported unto His Majesties Com-
missioners for Trade. And it is certain, that if the
said forraign Commodities might be exported from
hence, free of custome, this manufacture would yet
encrease very much, and decrease as fast in Italy
and in the Netherlands. But if any man allege the
Dutch proverb, Live and let others live; 1 answer,
that the Dutchmen notwithstanding their own
Proverb, doe not onely in these Kingdoms, en-
croach upon our livings, but also in other forraign
parts of our trade (where they have power) they do
hinder and destroy us in our lawful course of living,
hereby taking the bread out of our mouth, which
we shall never prevent by plucking the pot from
their nose, as of late years too many of us do prac-
tise to the great hurt and dishonour of this famous
Nation; We ought rather to imitate former times
in taking sober and worthy courses more pleasing
to God and suitable to our ancient reputation.

11. Tt is needful also not to charge the native
commodities with too great customes, lest by in-
dearing them to the strangers use, it hinder their
vent. And especially forraign wares brought in to
be transported again should be favoured, for oth-
erwise that manner of trading (so much importing
the good of the Commonwealth) cannot prosper
nor subsist. But the Consumption of such forraign

wares in the Realm may be the more charged,
which will turn to the profit of the kingdom in
the Ballance of the Trade, and thereby also enable
the King to lay up the more Treasure out of his
yearly incomes, as of this particular I intend to
write more fully in his proper place, where I shall
shew how much money a Prince may conveniently
lay up without the hurt of his subjects.

12. Lastly, in all things we must endeavour to
make the most we can of our own, whether it be
Natural or Artificial; And forasmuch as the people
which live by the Arts are far more in number
than they who are masters of the fruits, we ought
the more carefully to maintain those endeavours
of the multitude, in whom doth consist the
greatest strength and riches both of King and
Kingdom: for where the people are many, and the
arts good, there the traffique must be great, and
the Countrey rich. The Italians employ a greater
number of people, and get more money by their
industry and manufactures of the raw Silks of the
Kingdom of Cicilia, than the King of Spain and
his Subjects have by the revenue of this rich com-
modity. But what need we fetch the example so
far, when we know that our own natural wares
doe not yield us so much profit as our industry?
For Iron oar in the Mines is of no great worth,
when it is compared with the employment and
advantage it vyields being digged, tried, trans-
ported, bought, sold, cast into Ordnance, Muskets,
and many other instruments of war for offence
and defence, wrought into Anchors, bolts, spikes,
nayles and the like, for the use of Ships, Houses,
Carts, Coaches, Ploughs, and other instruments
for Tillage. Compare our Fleece-wools with our
Cloth, which requires shearing, washing, carding,
spinning, Weaving, fulling, dying, dressing and
other trimmings, and we shall find these Arts
more profitable than the natural wealth, whereof
I might instance other examples, but I will not be
more tedious, for if [ would amplify upon this and
the other particulars before written, I might find
matter sufficient to make a large volume, but my
desire in all is only to prove what I propound with
brevity and plainness.
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4 What are the foundations of successful trade
ReviEw QUESTIONS gt
Why does he emphasize moral values in a trea-
tise on economic policy?
. What are the goods to be found in commerce?

1. How does Mun understand trade? Of what

does it consist? 6
2. What is his chief concern regarding trade?
3. What is the relation of trade to the nation?

JEAN BAPTISTE POQUELIN (MOLIERE)

trom The Citizen Who Apes the Nobleman

v
I

Moliére (1622-1673) was bap?ized Jean Baptiste Poquelin. His life might be consid-
ered unorthodox from a very early stage. Though educated at the Collége de Cler-
mont, which would number among its alumni such illustrious literati as Voltaire,
and clearly intended for a career in royal service, he broke with tradition and joined
a traveling company of players in 1643. He adopted his stage name, Moliére, the
following year and devoted the rest of his life to the stage. His rise to prominence
began in 1658, when, playing on an improvised stage in a guardroom of the Louvre,
he performed Corneille’s Nicomede as well as a play of his own, Le docteur amour-
eux, before Louis XIV. Le bourgeois gentilhomme appeared at the royal palace at
Chambord in 1670. It satirized the ambition of contemporary bourgeois to compete
in magnificence with the aristocracy. Yet, it was a double edged satire. Though the
theme must have pleased Moliére’s noble audience, the figure of Jourdain is no un-
pleasant, boorish climber, but rather a delightfully good-natured soul, foolish but
naive, fatuous but genuine. An unwillingness to subordinate his art to his audience
may help explain why Moliére frequently struggled in his lifetime. His actors often
abandoned his company. Pensions went unpaid. His best works were not always
well received. His fame spread only slowly. Though considered one of the greatest
French writers, Moliére was no writer in the strict sense. Little of his work was pub-
lished: his comedies were waitten to be performed. Publication occurred only after
several texts were pirated by Jean Ribou, and several remained unpublished long af-
ter Moliere’s death. This occurred in 1672, when Moliére was taken ill during a
performance of Le malade imaginaire. He died that same night, without receiving
the sacraments or renouncing his stage life, and was buried unceremoniously in a
common grave.

From The Dramatic Words of Moliére, Volume V, George Barrie and Sons, n.d.
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From Act |.

The overture is played by a great many instruments;
and in the middle of the stage, the pupil of the
music-master is busy composing a serenade, ordered
by M. Jourdain)

SCENE | —A MUSIC-MASTER, A DANCING-MASTER,
THREE MUSICIANS, TWO VIOLIN PLAYERS, FOUR
DANCERS.

Mus.-Mas. (To the Musicians). Come, retire
into that room, and rest yourselves until he comes.

Dan.-Mas. (To the Dancers). And you also, on
that side.

Mus.-Mas. (To his Pupil). Is it done?

Pup. Yes. A

Mus.-Mas. Let me look. . . . That is right.

Dan.-Mas. It is something new?

Mus.-Mas. Yes, it is an air for a serenade,
which T made him compose here, while waiting
till our gentleman is awake.

Dan.-Mas. May one have a look at it?

Mus.-Mas. You shall hear it by-and-by with
the dialogue, when he comes; he will not be long.

Dan.-Mas. Our occupations, yours and mine,
are no small matter just at present.

Mus.-Mas. True: we have both of us found
here the very man whom we want. It is a nice little
income for us this Mr. Jourdain, with his notions
of nobility and gallantry, which he has taken into
his head; and your dancing and my music might
wish that everyone were like him.

Dan.-Mas. Not quite; and I should like him
to be more of a judge than he is, of the things we
provide for him. -

Mus.-Mas. It is true that he knows little about
them, but he pays well; and that is what our arts
require just now above aught else.

Dan.-Mas. As for myself, I confess, I hunger
somewhat after glory. I am fond of applause, and
I think that, in all the fine arts, it is an annoying
torture to have to exhibit before fools, to have
one’s compositions subjected to the barbarism of
a stupid man. Do not argue; there is a delight in

having to work for people who are capable of ap-
preciating the delicacy of an art, who know how
to give a sweet reception to the beauties of a work,
and who, by approbations which tickle one’s
fancy, reward one for his labour, Yes, the most
pleasant recompense one can receive for the things
which one does, is to find them understood, and
made much of by applause which does one hon-
our, There is nothing in my opinion, that pays us
better for all our troubles; and enlightened praises
are exquisitely sweet.

Mus.-Mas. I quite agree with you, and I enjoy
them as much as you do. Assuredly, there is noth-
ing that tickles our fancy more than the applause
you speak of; but such incense does not give us
our livelihood. Prais¢ pure and simple does not
provide for a rainy day: there must be something
solid mixed withal; and the best way to praise is
to put one’s hand in one’s pocket. M. Jourdain is
a man, it is true, whose knowledge is very small,
who discourses at random upon all things, and
never applauds but at the wrong time; but his
money makes up for his bad judgment; he has
discernment in his purse; his praises are minted,
and this ignorant citizen is of more value to us,
as you see, than the great lord who introduced us
here.

Dan.-Mas. There is some truth in what you
say; but I think you make a little too much of
money; and the interest in it is something so
grovelling, that no gentleman ought ever to show
any attachment to it.

Mus.-Mas. You are glad enough, however, to
receive the money which our gentleman gives you.

DaN.-Mas. Assuredly; but I do not make it my
whole happiness; and I could wish that with all his
wealth he had also some good taste.

Mus.-Mas. I could wish the same; and that is
what we are aiming at both of us. But, in any case,
he gives us the means of becoming known in the
world; and he shall pay for others, and others shall
applaud for him.

DaN.-Mas. Here he comes.

* * *
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SCENE Ill. — MRS. JOURDAIN,
M. JOURDAIN, TWO LACQUEYS.

Mgrs. Jour. Ha! ha! this is something new
again! What is the meaning of this curious get-up,
husband? Are you setting the world at nought to
deck yourself out in this fashion? and do you wish
to become a laughing-stock everywhere?

M. Jour. None but he-fools and she-fools will
make a laughing-stock of me, wife.

Mgs. Jour. In truth, they have not waited until
now; and all the world has been laughing for a
long while already at your vagaries.

M. Jour. Who is all this world, pray?

Mprs. Jour. All this world is a world which is
right, and which has more sense than you have.
As for myself, I am disgusted with the life which
you lead. I do not know whether this is our own
house or not. One would think it is Shrove Tues-
day every day; and from early morn, for fear of
being too late, one hears nothing but the noise
of fiddles and singers disturbing the whole neigh-
bourhood.

Nic. The mistress is right. I shall never see the
ship-shape again with this heap of people that you
bring to your house. They have feet that pick up
the mud in every quarter of the town to bring it
in here afterwards; and poor Frangoise is almost
worked off her legs, with rubbing the floors which
your pretty tutors come to dirty again regularly
every day.

M. Jour. Good gracious! Miss Nicole, your
tongue is sharp enough for a country-lass!

Mgs. Jour. Nicole is right; and she has more
sense than you have. I should much like to know
what you want with a dancing-master, at your age.

Nic. And with a great hulking fencing-master,
who shakes the whole house with his stamping,
and uproots all the floor-tiles in our big room.

M. Jour. Hold your tongues, you girl and my
wife.

Mgs. Jour. Do you wish to learn dancing
against the time when you shall have no longer
any legs?

Nic. Do you want to kill any one?

M. Jour. Hold your tongues, I tell you: you
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are ignorant women, both of you; and you do not
know the benefits of all this.

Mgs. Jour. You ought rather to think of see-
ing your daughter married, who is of an age to be
provided for.

M. Jour. I shall think of seeing my daughter
married when a suitable party shall present himself
for her; but I shall also think of acquiring some
polite learning.

Nic. I have also heard, Mistress, that for fear
of shortcoming, he has taken a philosophy-master
to-day.

M. Jour. Very good. I wish to improve my
mind, and to know how to argue about things
amongst gentle-folks.

Mgs. Jour. Shall you not go, one of these days,
to school, to get the birch, at your age?

M. Jour. Why not? Would to heaven 1 could
have the birch at this hour before everybody, and
that I could know all that they teach at school!

Nic. Yes, indeed! that would improve your
legs.

M. Jour. No doubt it would.

Mgs. Jour. All this is highly necessary to man-
age your house!

M. Jour. Assuredly. You both talk like fools,
and 1 am ashamed at your ignorance. {To Mrs.
Jourdain.) For instance, do you know what you
are saying at this moment?

MRs. Jour. Yes. I know that what I say is very
well said, and that you ought to think of leading
a different life.

M. Jour. I am not speaking of that. | am ask-
ing you what these words are which you are speak-
ing just now.

Mgs. Jour. They are very sensible words, and
your conduct is scarcely so.

M. Jour. I am not speaking of that, I tell you.
I ask you, what I am speaking with you, what I
am saying to you at this moment, what that is?

MRs. Jour. Nonsense.

M. Jour. He, no, that is not it. What we are
saying both of us, the language we are speaking at
this moment?

Mrs. Jour. Well?

M. Jour. What is it called?
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Mgs. Jour. It is called whatever you like.

M. Jour. It is prose, you stupid.

Mgs. Jour. Prose?

M. Jour. Yes, prose. Whatever is prose is not
verse, and whatever is not verse is prose. Eh? that
comes from studying. (To Nicole.) And do you
know what you are to do to say U?

Nic. How?

M. Jour. Yes. What do you do when you
say U?

Nic. What?

M. Jour. Say U, just to see.

Nic. Well! U.

M. Jour. What do you do?

Nic. I say U.

M. Jour. Yes; but when you say U what do
you do? “

Nic. I do what you tell me to do.

M. Jour. Oh! what a strange thing to have to
do with fools? You pout the lips outwards, and
bring the upper jaw near the lower one; U, do you
see? | make a mouth, U.

Nic. Yes: that is fine.

Mgrs. Jour. That is admirable!

M. Jour. It is quite another thing, if you had
seen O, and DA, DA, and FA, FA.

MRgs. Jour. But what is all this gibberish?

Nic. What are we the better for all this?

M. Jour. It drives me mad when I see ignorant
women.

MRs. Jour. Go, you should send all these peo-
ple about their business, with their silly stuff.

Nic. And above all, this great lout of a fencing-
master, who fills the whole of my place with dust.

M. Jour. Lord! this fencing-master sticks
strangely in your gizzard! I will let you see your
impertinence directly. (After having had the foils
brought, and giving one of them to Nicole.) Stay,
reason demonstrative. The line of the body. When
one thrusts in carte, one has but to do so, and
when one thrusts in tierce, one has but to do so.
This is the way never to be killed; and is it not
very fine to be sure of one’s game when one
has to fight somebody? There, just thrust at me,
to see.

(Nicole thrusts several times at M. Jourdain.)

Nic. Well, what!

M. Jour. Gently! Hullo! ho! Softly! The devil
take the hussy!

Nic. You tell me to thrust at you.

M. Jour. Yes; but you thrust in tierce, before
thrusting at me in carte, and you do not wait for
me to parry.

Mrs. Jour. You are mad, husband, with all
your fancies; and this has come to you only since
you have taken it in your head to frequent the
nobility.

M. Jour. When I frequent the nobility, I show
my judgment; and it is better than to frequent
your citizens.

Mgs. Jour. Indeed! really there is much to
gain by frequenting.your nobles; and you have
done a great deal of good with this beautiful
count, with whom you are so smitten!

M. Jour. Peace; take care what you say. Do
you know, wife, that you do not know of whom
you are speaking, when you speak of him? He is
a personage of greater importance than you think,
a nobleman who is held in great consideration at
court, and who speaks to the King just as I speak
to you. Is it not a great honour to me to see a
person of such standing come so frequently to my
house, who calls me his dear friend, and who
treats me as if I were his equal? He has more kind-
ness for me than one would ever imagine, and,
before all the world, shows me such affection, that
I am perfectly confused by it.

MRs. Jour. Yes, he shows you kindness and
affection; but he borrows your money.

M. Jour. Well, is it not an honour to lend
money to a man of that condition? and can I do
less for a nobleman who calls me his dear friend?

MRs. Jour. And this nobleman, what does he
do for you?

M. Jour. Things you would be astonished at,
if you knew them.

MRs. Jour. But what?

M. Jour. That will do! I cannot explain myself.
It is enough that if I have lent him money, he will
return it to me, and before long,

Mgs. Jour. Yes, you had better wait for it.

M. Jour. Assuredly. Has he not said so?
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Mgs. Jour. Yes, yes, he will be sure not to fail
in it.

M. Jour. He has given me his word as a
nobleman.

MRs. Jour. Stuff!

M. Jour. Good gracious, you are very obsti-
nate, wife! I tell you that he will keep his word; I
am sure of it.

MRs. Jour. And I, I am sure that he will not,
and that all the caresses he loads you with are only
so much cajoling,

M. Jour. Hold your tongue. Here he comes.

Mgs. Jour. It wanted nothing but this. He
comes perhaps to ask you for another loan; and
the very sight of him spoils my dinner.

M. Jour. Hold your tongue, I tell you.

A
* * *

SCENE XIl. — CLEONTE, M. JOURDAIN, MRS. JOUR-
DAIN, LUCILE, COVIELLE, NICOLE.

CLE. Sir, I did not wish to depute any one else
to prefer a request which I have long meditated.
It concerns me sufficiently to undertake it in per-
son; and without farther ado, I will tell you that
the honour of being your son-in-law is a glorious
favour which I beg of you to grant me.

M. Jour. Before giving you your answer, Sir,
I pray you to tell me whether you are a nobleman.

CLE. Sir, most people, on this question, do not
hesitate much; the word is easily spoken. There is
no scruple in assuming that name, and present
custom seems to authorize the theft. As for me, I
confess to you, my feelings on this point are rather
more delicate. I think that all impesture is un-
worthy of an honest man, and that it is cowardice
to disguise what Heaven has made us, to deck our-
selves in the eyes of the world with a stolen title,
and to wish to pass for what we are not. I am
born of parents who, no doubt, have filled hon-
ourable offices; I have acquitted myself with hon-
our in the army, where I served for six years; and
I am sufficiently well to do to hold a middling
rank in society; but with all this, I will not assume
what others, in my position, might think they had
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the right to pretend to; and I will tell you frankly
that I am not a nobleman.

M. Jour. Your hand, Sir; my daughter is no
for you.

CLE. How.

M. Jour. You are not a nobleman: you shal
not have my daughter.

Mrs. Jour. What is it you mean by your no-
bleman? Is it that we ourselves are descended from
Saint Louis?

M. Jour. Hold your tongue, wife; I see what
you are driving at.

MRs. Jour. Are we two descended from aught
else than from plain citizens?

M. Jour. If that is not a slander?

Mgs. Jour. And was your father not a trades-
man as well as mine?

M. Jour. Plague take the woman, she always
harps upon that. If your father was a tradesman,
so much the worse for him; but as for mine, they
are impertinent fellows who say so. All that I have
to say to you, is that T will have a nobleman for a
son-in-law.

Mrs. Jour. Your daughter wants a husband
who is suited to her; and it is much better for her
that she should have a respectable man, rich and
handsome, than a beggarly and deformed noble-
man. _

Nic. That is true; we have the son of our vil-
lage squire, who is the greatest lout and the most
stupid nincompoop that I have ever seen.

M. Jour. (To Nicole). Hold your tongue, Miss
Impertinence; you always thrust yourself into the
conversation. I have sufficient wealth to give my
daughter; I wish only for honours, and I will make
her a marchioness.

MRs. Jour. Marchioness?

M. Jour. Yes, marchioness.

Mgs. Jour. Alas! Heaven preserve me from it!

M. Jour. It is a thing [ am determined on.

MRgs. Jour. It is a thing to which I shall never
consent. Matches with people above one’s own
position are always subject to the most grievous
inconvenience. I do not wish a son-in-law of mine
to be able to reproach my daughter with her par-
ents, or that she should have children who would



be ashamed to call me their grandmother. If she
were to come and visit me with the equipage of a
grand lady, and that, through inadvertency, she
should miss curtseying to one of the neighbour-
hood, people would not fail to say a hundred silly
things immediately. Do you see this lady marchio-
ness, they would say, who Is giving herself such
airs? She is the daughter of M. Jourdain, who was
only too glad, when she was a child, to play at
ladyship with us. She has not always been so high
up in the world, and her two grandfathers sold
cloth near the St. Innocent gate. They amassed
great wealth for their children, for which they are
probably paying very dearly in the other world;
for people can scarcely become so rich by remain-
ing honest folks. I will not have all this tittle-tattle,
and in one word, I wish for a man who shall be
grateful to me for my daughter, and to whom I
shall be able to say: Sit down there, son-in-law,
and dine with me.
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M. Jour. These are the sentiments of a narrow
mind, to wish to remain for ever in a mean con-
dition. Do not answer me any more: my daughter
shall be a marchioness in spite of all the world;
and, if you put me in a passion, [ shall make her
a duchess.

REVIEW QUESTIONS

1. How are servants and masters, who operated in
separate worlds, “interdependent in Moliére’s
comedy?

2. What is the relation between nobility and judg-
ment? Is judgment gendered?

3. Do women judge differently or according to
different standards?

ROBERT FILMER

rrom Patriarcha

Robert Filmer (1588-1563), the English theorist of patriarchalism and absolutism,
was born into the Kentish squirearchy. Filmer was educated at Trinity College,
Cambridge, and at Lincoln’s Inn, and was knighted by Charles 1. Though he never
fought for the king, his house was sacked during the Civil War, and he was impris-
oned in the royalist cause. He wrote many political tracts, but his most important
work, Patriarcha (1680), was not well received at the time. Common opinion
seemed to follow that of John Locke, who wrote in his Two Treatises of Govern-
ment: “There was never so much glib nonsense put together in well-sounding En-
glish.” Yet, Filmer remains interesting in his own right. He is the first English
absolutist. Despite the publication date, Patriarcha was written before the Civil War
and before publication of Leviathan, before the actions of Parliament prompted any
defense of the monarchy and its prerogatives. Filmer believed that the state was a
family, that the first king was a father, and that submission to patriarchal authority
was the key to political obligation. Of particular interest is his interpretation of pa-
triarchy, the social structure that characterized early modern Europe until the indus-
trial revolution. Indeed, many scholars argue that Filmer’s description of social
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relations is more realistic than the
His achievement notwithstanding,

mechanical individualism put forward by Locke.
his historical significance rests solely on the fact

that all of Locke’s political thought was directed against him.

From Patriarcha and Other Writings,
by Cambridge University Press. Repr

edited by Johann P. Sommerville. Copyright © 1991
inted with permission of Cambridge University Press.

Since the time that school divinity began to
flourish, there hath been a common opinion
maintained as well by divines as by divers other
learned men which affirms: ‘Mankind is naturally
endowed and born with freedom from all subjec-
tion, and at liberty to choose what form of gov-
ernment it please, and that the power which any
one man hath over others was at the fiflt by hu-
man right bestowed according to the discretion of
the multitude.’

This tenet was first hatched in the schools, and
hath been fostered by all succeeding papists for
good divinity. The divines also of the reformed
churches have entertained it, and the common
people everywhere tenderly embrace it as being
most plausible to flesh and blood, for that it prod-
igally distributes a portion of liberty to the mean-
est of the multitude, who magnify liberty as if the
height of human felicity were only to be found in
it—never remembering that the desire of liberty
was the cause of the fall of Adam,

But howsoever this vulgar opinion hath of late
obtained great reputation, yet it is not to be found
in the ancient Fathers and doctors of the primitive
church. It contradicts the doctrine and history of
the Holy Scriptures, the constant practice of all
ancient monarchies, and the very principles of the
law of nature. It is hard to say whether it be more
erroneous in divinity or dangerous in policy.

Yet upon the grounds of this doctrine both
Jesuits and some over zealous favourers of the Ge-
neva discipline have built a perilous conclusion,
which is ‘that the people or multitude have power
to punish or deprive the prince if he transgress the
laws of the kingdom’. Witness Parsons and Bu-
chanan. The first, under the name of Doleman, in
the third chapter of his first book labours to prove
that kings have been lawfully chastised by their

commonwealths. The latter in his book De Jure
Regni apud Scotos maintains a liberty of the people
to depose their prince. Cardinal Bellarmine and
Mr Calvin both look asquint this way.

This desperate assertion, whereby kings are
made subject to the censures and deprivations of
their subjects, 'follows . . . as a necessary conse-
quence of that former position of the supposed
natural equality and freedom of mankind, and Iib-
erty to choose what form of government it please.

* * *

The rebellious consequence which follows this
prime article of the natural freedom of mankind
may be my sufficient warrant for a modest ex-
amination of the original truth of it. Much hath
been said, and by many, for the affirmative. Equity
requires that an ear be reserved a little for the
negative.

* * *

To make evident the grounds of this question
about the natural liberty of mankind, I will lay
down some passages of Cardinal Bellarmine, that
may best unfold the state of this controversy. ‘Sec-
ular or civil power’, said he

is instituted by men. It is in the people unless they
bestow it on a prince. This power is immediately in
the whole multitude, as in the subject of it. For this
power is by the divine law, but the divine law hath
given this power to no particular man. If the posi-
tive law be taken away, there is left no reason why
amongst a multitude (who are equal) one rather
than another should bear rule over the rest. Power
is given by the multitude to one man, or to more
by the same law of nature, for the commonwealth
of itself cannot exercise this power, therefore it is
bound to bestow it upon some one man, or some



few. It depends upon the consent of the multitude
to ordain over themselves a king, or consul, or other
magistrate; and if there be a lawful cause, the mul-
titude may change the kingdom into an aristocracy
or democracy.

Thus far Bellarmine, in which passages are com-
prised the strength of all that ever I have read or
heard produced -for the natural liberty of the
subject.

* * *

I come now to examine that argument which
is used by Bellarmine, and is the one and only
argument I can find produced by any author for
the proof of the natural liberty of the people. It is
thus framed: that God hath given or ordained
power is evident by Scripture; but God hath given
it to no particular man, because by nature all men
are equal; therefore he hath given power to the
people or multitude.

To answer this reason, drawn from the equal-
ity of mankind by nature, I will first use the help
of Bellarmine himself, whose very words are these:
‘if many men had been together created out of the
earth, all they ought to have been princes over
their posterity’. In these words we have an evident
confession that creation made man prince of his
posterity. And indeed not only Adam but the suc-
ceeding patriarchs had, by right of fatherhood,
royal authority over their children. Nor dares Bel-
larmine deny this also. ‘That the patriarchs’, saith
he, ‘were endowed with kingly power, their deeds
do testify’. For as Adam was lord of his children,
so his children under him had a command and
power over their own children, but still with
subordination to the first parent, who is lord par-
amount over his children’s children to all gener-
ations, as being the grandfather of his people.

[ see not then how the children of Adam, or
of any man else, can be free from subjection to
their parents. And this subjection of children is
the only fountain of all regal authority, by the or-
dination of God himself. It follows that civil power
not only in general is by divine institution, but
even the assignment of it specifically to the eldest
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parent, which quite takes away that new and com-
mon distinction which refers only power universal
as absolute to God, but power respective in regard
of the special form of government to the choice
of the people. Nor leaves it any place for such
imaginary pactions between kings and their people
as many dream of.

This lordship which Adam by creation had
over the whole world, and by right descending
from him the patriarchs did enjoy, was as large
and ample as the absolutest dominion of any
monarch which hath been since the creation. For
power of life and death we find that Judah, the
father, pronounced sentence of death against Tha-
mar, his daughter-in-law, for playing the harlot.
‘Bring her forth’, saith he, ‘that she may be burnt’.
Touching war, we see that Abraham commanded
an army of 318 soldiers of his own family; and
Esau met his brother Jacob with 400 men at arms.
For matter of peace, Abraham made a league with
Abimelech, and ratified the articles by an oath.
These acts of judging in capital causes, of making
war, and concluding peace, are the chiefest marks
of sovereignty that are found in any monarch.

Not only until the Flood, but after it, this pa-
triarchal power did continue—as the very name
of patriarch doth in part prove. The three sons of
Noah had the whole world divided amongst them
by their father, for of them was the whole world
overspread, according to the benediction given to
him and his sons: ‘Be fruitful and multiply and
replenish the earth’. Most of the civillest nations
in the world labour to fetch their original from
some one of the sons or nephews of Noah, which
were scattered abroad after the confusion of Babel.
In this dispersion we must certainly find the es-
tablishment of regal power throughout the king-
doms of the world.

It is a common opinion that at the confusion
of tongues there were seventy-two distinct nations
erected. All which were not confused multitudes,
without heads or governors, and at liberty to
choose what governors or government they pleased,
but they were distinct families, which had fathers
for rulers over them. Whereby it appears that even
in the confusion, God was careful to preserve the
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fatherly authority by distributing the diversity of
languages according to the diversity of families.

* * *

In this division of the world, some are of opin-
ion that Noah used lots for the distribution of it.
Others affirm that he sailed about the Mediterra-
nean.sea in ten years and as he went about, pointed
to each son his part, and so made the division of the
then known world into Asia, Africa, and Europe,
according to the number of his sons, the limits of
which three parts are all found in that midland sea.

* * *

Some, perhaps, may think that these princes
and dukes of families were but some pretty lords
under some greater kings, because the number of
them are so many that their particular territories
could be but small, and not worthy the title of
kingdoms. But they must consider that at first
kings had no such large dominions as they have
nowadays. We find in the time of Abraham, which
was about 300 years after the Flood, that in a little
corner of Asia nine kings at once met in battle,
most of which were but kings of cities apiece, with
the adjacent territories, as of Sodom, Gomorrha,
Shinar, etc. In the same chapter is mention of
Melchisedek, king of Salem, which was but the city
of Jerusalem. And in the catalogue of the kings of
Edom, the name of each king’s city is recorded as
the only mark to distinguish their dominions. In
the land of Canaan, which was but of a small cir-
cuit, Joshua destroyed thirty-one kings, and about
the same time Adonibezek had seventy Kkings
whose fingers and toes he had cut off, and made
them feed under his table. A few Tages after this,
thirty-two kings came to Benhadad, king of Syria,
and about seventy kings of Greece went to the
wars of Troy. Caesar found more kings in France
than there be now provinces there, and at his sail-
ing over into this island he found four kings in
our county of Kent. These heaps of kings in each
nation are an argument that their territories were
but small, and strongly confirm our assertion that
erection of kingdoms came at first only by dis-
tinction of families.

THE ECONOMY AND SOCIETY OF EARLY MODERN EUROPE

By manifest footsteps we may trace this pater-
nal government unto the Israelites coming into
Egypt, where the exercise of supreme patriarchal
jurisdiction was intermitted because they were in
subjection to a stronger prince. After the return of
these Israelites out of bondage, God, out of a spe-
cial care of them, chose Moses and Joshua succes-
sively to govern as princes in the place and stead of
the supreme fathers, and after them likewise for
time He raised up Judges to defend His people in
times of peril. But when God gave the Israelites
kings, He re-established the ancient and prime
right of lineal succession to paternal government
And whensoever He made choice of any specia
person to be king, He intended that the issue alsc
should haye benefit thereof, as being compre
hended sufficiently in the person of the father—
although the father only were named in the
grant.

It may seem absurd to maintain that king
now are the fathers of their people, since experi
ence shows the contrary. It is true, all kings be no
the natural parents of their subjects, yet they al
either are, or are to be reputed as the next heir
to those progenitors who were at first the natura
parents of the whole people, and in their righ
succeed to the exercise of supreme jurisdictior
And such heirs are not only lords of their ow
children, but also of their brethren, and all other
that were subject to their fathers.

And therefore we find that God told Cain ¢
his brother Abel: ‘His desires shall be subject unt
thee, and thou shalt rule over him’. Accordingh
when Jacob had bought his brother’s birthrigh
Isaac blessed him thus: ‘Be lord over thy brethrer
and let the sons of thy mother bow before thee
As long as the first fathers of families lived, th
name of patriarchs did aptly belong unto then
But after a few descents, when the true fatherhoo
itself was extinct and only the right of the fath
descended to the true heir, then the title of prin
or king was more significant to express the pow:
of him who succeeds only to the right of that £
therhood which his ancestors did naturally enjo
By this means it comes to pass that many a chil
by succeeding a king, hath the right of a fath
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over many a grey-headed multitude, and hath the
title of pater patriae.

* * *

In all kingdoms or commonwealths in the
world, whether the prince be the supreme father
of the people or but the true heir of such a father,
or whether he come to the crown by usurpation,
or by election ‘of the nobles or of the people, or
by any other way whatsoever, or whether some
few or a multitude govern the commonwealth, yet
still the authority that is in any one, or in many,
or in all of these, is the only right and natural
authority of a supreme father. There is, and always
shall be continued to the end of the world, a nat-
ural right of a supreme father over every multi-
tude, although, by the secret will of God, many at
first do most unjustly obtain the exercise of it.

To confirm this natural right of regal power,
we find in the decalogue that the law which en-
joins obedience to kings is delivered in the terms
of ‘honour thy father’ as if all power were origi-
nally in the father. If obedience to parents be im-
mediately due by a natural law, and subjection to
princes but by the mediation of an human ordi-
nance, what reason is there that the law of nature
should give place to the laws of men, as we see
the power of the father over his child gives place
and is subordinate to the power of the magistrate?

If we compare the natural duties of a father
with those of a king, we find them to be all one,

without any difference at all but only in the lati-
tude or extent of them. As the father over one
family, so the king, as father over many families,
extends his care to preserve, feed, clothe, instruct
and defend the whole commonwealth. His wars,
his peace, his courts of justice and all his acts of
sovereignty tend only to preserve and distribute to
every subordinate and inferior father, and to their
children, their rights and privileges, so that all the
duties of a king are summed up in an universal
fatherly care of his people.

* * *

REVIEW, QUESTIONS

1. What is the relation between the authority of a
father and the authority of a king?

2. Why does Filmer link political authority to do-
mestic authority?

3. What is the relation between authority and na-
ture for Filmer?

4. How does political authority come into being?

5. What are the implications of Filmer’s rejection
of the natural liberty of humankind?

6. What are its implications for his conception of
human nature?

7. What are its implications for economic rela-
tions?

8. What are its implications for social status?

JEAN BAPTISTE COLBERT

A Memorandum, 1669 and A Memorandum, 1670

Jean-Baptiste Colbert (1619-1683), the son of a merchant of Reims, rose above his
mercantile roots to become a statesman and minister of finance to Louis XIV., His
chief concern was the economic reconstruction of France. He reorganized the fiscal
administration of the state and made it more efficient. He also promoted commerce
and industry in ways consistent with mercantilist theory. To improve exports, he



