This is a representation of a document on the 'inclosures' (sic) printed 'by and for T. LUCKMAN' in 1767. The missing letters in 'House of Lords' and 'House of Commons' and the multiple spellings are as the original. You can download a zipped, rich text format of the pamphlet inclose.zip which will improve the printout, (please don't read it all of the screen!). There is a menu with hypertext links to salient points within the text coming soon.


A N
E N Q U I R Y
I N T O    T H E
R E A S O N S
F O R    A N D    A G A I N S T
I N C L O S I N G
T H E
O P E N  F I E L D S


Humbly submitted

To all who have PROPERTY in them ;

And especially

The MEMBERS of the BRITISH LEGISLATURE.

C O V E N T R Y:
Printed by and for T. LUCKMAN
And sold by J. JOHNSON, No. 8 Pater-nosterRow, London;
and all other Booksellers in Great-Britain. 1767

NCLOSING is often a subject of conversation in many parts of the country. Companies divide upon it. Many gentlemen of property in the open fields, interest themselves warmly in the scheme. The bulk of the people almost every where are against inclosing, and many things are urged, in private debate, on both sides of the question. In the few following pages, the arguments for and against it, are laid before the public: Let the Reader examine them (if he can) free from the bias of prejudice or interest, and then judge impartially, and act like a good member of society, and an honest man.

It is urged as one reason for inclosing, that "Land and the crop and stock upon it, may be looked after and improved with less trouble near the occupier's homestead in inclosures, than when it lies promiscuously dispersed in the open fields." Kind landlord, to consult the ease of his tenant, and humanely to turn him out of his living, in order to save him trouble! He and his plow-boy too were used to whistle and sing, and appear altogether as happy among the clods, at the plow-tail, as the big-bellied Grazier on his gelding in the inclosure.---But, poor man! he was too hard worked!---and "so am I," says the Carpenter; and "I too" says the Blacksmith; and we'll e'en throw away our axes and hammers, and all turn Gentlemen Graziers. But hold! the laborious farmer, is willing to follow his plow, and go to muck-cart a while longer:--- And let him go--- he pays his rent --- he supports his family; and procures the staff of life for his fellow subjects. It is time enough to consult his ease when he complains of his labour; and too soon then, if we would not have Britons as much despised for their weakness and cowardice, as they have been dreaded and renowned for their courage and resolution.

"But the occupier, we are told, with all the toil and pains he is capable of, has not time to make any considerable improvement of his land in its open-field state." That is to say, He has more land for his money in the open field, than he can well plow and sow in due season; and his crops are larger than he can get in harvest --- a good reason for inclosing them:--- He will not then be over-burdened with either. But, if he is diligent, he will find both the year and the day long enough to do its work to good purpose, even in the open fields. --- No, say some, "He can never be paid for his labours there; his expences in such situations are greater than his improvements can be." And if so, he is certainly to be pitied; But will inclosing effectually relieve him? If it remove some difficulties, it will occasion and increase others. Suppose his inclosed land continued upon tillage, he will be at less expence, undoubtedly, in getting his crops, but they will, in general, be less valuable there. The hedges, when grown up, are very hurtful to corn; some new-inclosed lordships will have less manure, and others be obliged to fetch it farther, and at much more expence than before. And in either case no great improvements can reasonably be expected on rich strong land that bore good crops, and kept large quantities of cattle in its open-field state. As to heaths, and light sandy, or stony soil, there inclosing may facilitate such improvements in tillage as will do real service both to individuals and the public. but the best lands are usually laid down for pasture and improvement; though very little improvement can be made there by such a method, except to some few proprietors who occupy their own estates. Some of these new-inclosed lordships when laid down for grass, neither do, nor can keep the number of cattle, including cows, horses, sheep and hogs, that were bred and fed in them in their open-field state, owing in a great measure to the want of corn, straw, &c. with which they then furnished them. Many of the sheep and oxen, which are fed in the inclosures, will probably indeed be the more valuable; but will the additional profits of them be sufficient to make an adequate amends for the loss of those fine crops of corn which those fields were used to produce, and enable the tenant to pay the enormously advanced rents demanded on the inclosure? Can he then afford to give thirty or forty shillings an acre for land, which he held before for ten or twelve, without being permitted either to mow or plow any part of it? Many a poor tenant has hereby been reduced to the wretched necessity of taking land upon those hard terms, or of being thrown out of all means of supporting himself and his family: ---- And every man is willing to keep from starving, or a parish allowance, as long as he can: ---- But it is highly probable that many will be reduced to one or the other in a few years, who engage for takes upon such terms as those. And as to the proprietors of lands themselves, "the improvement to them, we are told, is estimated by the new valuation of their estates, made by the commissioners, when set out for inclosing, compared with the rents of the same in its open-field state; e.g. If the rents of a field before inclosure are 750l. and on the valuation of the commissioners it will amount to 1500l. then the field doubles its value." --- In their estimation, it is true, it does; but whatever present advantages the proprietors may promise themselves from such an advance of their rents, those only are real improvements, and of lasting benefit, both to individuals and the public, in which the tenant shares his part with the landlord, and by which he is enabled to pay his rent and support his family with credit. The farmers and their dependants are no inconsiderable body. If they are impoverished by these means, they must be supported by others. Perhaps what their landlords now take in this manner with one hand, they may be obliged to pay again with high interest, e'er long, with the other. ---But to proceed: It has been said "The husbandman cannot improve his land in the open fields, if he has ever so much time and inclination to do it, but is confined to the expensive method of tillage, though the nature of the land be such as to render it convertible in to good pasture, and capable of becoming equally advantageous to the proprietor with one tenth part of the expence." Be it acknowledged, that every one cannot manage his land so exactly to his mind in the open fields, as he may do when it is inclosed: Neither can every tenant in the inclosures pursue his own plan, though he thinks it ever so reasonable and advantageous. In the one situation there are difficulties from one quarter, and in the other from another: Let those who have experienced both say which are the greatest. Undoubtedly farmers are generally obliged to keep a considerable part of their ope n-field lands upon tillage: Perhaps most of them would chuse to do it; ---they find their account in so doing. It is certain they are not absolutely and universally confined to this method: There are some hundred acres of grass ground enjoyed in severalty, besides commons, &c. in many open fields of the kingdom. But what friend of the public can wish to see tillage generally disused? It is by no means a sufficient reason for laying aside the plow, that it is the most expensive method of cultivation: If it be expensive, it is indispensibly necessary to the very being of the community; and it certainly supports a much greater number than could be supported by the profits of the same land in pasture. Therein b the public good is promoted by it; and it is generally for the benefit of individuals in the end to consult that: In all cases it is their duty so to do, to the utmost of their power, and to pursue it with an assiduity proportioned to the importance of the interest depending.

Upon that principle some indeed think inclosing ought to be encouraged, as "it is an encouragement to the growth of timber, which every one must acknowledge a public and national good." And as far as inclosing does promote planting, the public is undoubtedly served by it. A trading nation, like ours, will always have occasion for timber; and our consumption of it, especially in time of war, is so great, as to make it the interest, as well as the duty, of gentlemen of fortune to adorn and improve their estates by planting upon them oaks, ashes, elm or firs, as may best suit their soil and situation. But were this an object of consideration with the Legislature, they would probably order a certain proposition of inclosed lands to be imployed in planting. That very few, if any, of the proprietors of lands have this in view, in getting them inclosed, is notorious, as very little wood is planted in any of the new inclosures more than is set in the hedge-rows. They talk much more of grazing than of planting; and look rather at present gain, than at any advantages so distant, though more solid and enduring. Many a sturdy oak, and stately elm and ash, are falling yearly sacrifices to the new inclosures, and sawn asunder for the mere temporary fence of posts and rails, while few, very few! appear, in any of them, rising up in their stead. Gentlemen of large landed estates, have undoubtedly good opportunities for planting in their inclosed grounds; but such may, and do, in some instances, raise timber upon their estates in the open fields: Nor need they be apprehensive of losing the advantage of their improvements by their being inclosed, as the claims of all Lords of Manors must be satisfied before any bill for inclosing them is permitted to pass into a law.

But it must be owned, that without planting, some proprietors have advanced the yearly income of their estates greatly by inclosing them. Some that were let for only fifty of sixty pounds per ann. have been thereupon raised to a hundred: And, on the contrary, the yearly value of others has been less afterwards than before. Indeed, Lords of Manors, the Clergy, or other Impropriators of tythes, and one or two more of the principal proprietors in a parish, are generally the chief gainers. When others of less property have contributed their part of the expences for obtaining the acts of Parliament, for the payment of Commissioners, Surveyors, Quality-men, &c. When they have raised their fences, and have suffered the ordinary deductions for tythes, roads, loss of ground, occasioned by the new fences, and failure of common, &c. &c. it is no unusual thing to oblige those to accept of allotments of six or seven acres in the inclosures, who had nine or ten in the open fields.

In some instances, such as have been encouraged to expect great advantages, have found themselves, though too late to their cost, mere tools, employed to sign petitions to Parliament for little else than to obtain leave of the legislature to take a cow a piece from twenty persons who had only two, and to give ten more to one or two wealthy neighbours who had twenty or thirty before. Yet an ingenious writer on the subject tells us, "Inclosing is a public good, because it enriches individuals;" too hastily concluding, that "whatever enriches individuals, must be an advantage to the nation." If, indeed, this gentleman could make it appear, that inclosing enriches all who are any way affected by it, his reasoning would by more plausible: But can he think this, or any other measure is for the public good, that impoverishes twenty to enrich one? If he was one of the twenty, or of the ten, that were deprived of their subsistence, to make a neighbouring Gentleman's estate worth three hundreds a year, that was let but for two before, he would have very different sentiments and feelings.

The levelling scheme is indeed ridiculous and absurd. - Attempts to reduce all mankind to the same circumstances would be equally weak and vain. Yet the true interest of a nation, the authority of government, and the liberties and property of the subject, are all best established and promoted, by keeping thing in a state in which the bulk of the people may support themselves and their families, without submitting to a mean and miserable vassalage, like that which has long made the clans in the \highlands of Scotland slaves in a land of liberty. But every thing must be sacrificed to the pleasing prospect of raising an estate of five or s ix hundred a year, to a thousand; and when the landed interest in one parish hear what great things their neighbours boast of doing for themselves by inclosing, they are easily persuaded to make the experiment. The young spend-thrift thinks he may then enjoy himself without restraint: --- The gentleman of high taste and small fortune, and the avaricious worldling, hug themselves in the thought of filling their purses, ennobling their heirs, and aggrandising their memory. But either they, or their successors, may, probably, e'er long, see their mistake, and by disappointed in their expectations. Extremes are never like to continue. This unreasonable advance of rent in many parishes, must soon impoverish the tenant or the public: Indeed there is great reason to apprehend that it will not be long before the fatal consequences of it are felt by both. Tenants cannot support their families on the produce of lands so very high rented, but by raising the prices of the several productions to a degree intolerable to the bulk of mankind: Or if the working hand must pay a shilling for that quantity of bread, cheese, or beer, which he has bought for a groat of six-pence, the price of this labour must be raised to a degree that cannot but be injurious to a trading nation; nay, it may in time utterly ruin it. And surely, no principles, either of religion of sound policy, require a state to subject itself to such inconveniences and hazards, for the sake of enriching some few, who were before richer than the generality of their neighbours. Gentlemen of large estates have it in their power already to assist the government, and be serviceable in many way to their county, if they will exercise any economy in the management of their affairs; but no sum of money, or extent of land, will answer the demands of debauchees and gamester; such are as like to outlive their fortunes when they are doubled, as if continued as they are. It is well where an increase of property falls into the hands of persons of prudence, frugality, and a public spirit; but is seldom makes the intemperate sober, or the covetous liberal: On the contrary, riches more frequently turn those into mere drones who were before blessings to the community by their activity and diligence; they make some little better than tyrants and bashaws, and shut up the hearts and hands of others, who, when they had less wealth, were more sensible of their dependence and connections, and could feel both for the poor and the publick upon every emergency. In many instances, a sudden and large increase of fortune only introduces such scenes of licentious ness into families, as must necessarily be pernicious to a neighbourhood and a nation, in proportion to the degree in which they prevail in it. The ruin hereby occasioned to some of the most flourishing and virtuous of the ancient eastern republicks, is sufficient to convince every one who is acquainted with their history, that it is a fallacious and very hurtful maxim, that "That which inriches individuals is an advantage to the public."

Yet many will say, "Every man has a right to make the best of his own estate, and to secure to himself and his heirs and absolute and exclusive enjoyment of it, and of all his improvements." Only let it be added, "if he no way injures his neighbours, or interferes with them." But this, with such an additional clause, will be no argument for inclosing. Many large parishes are inclosed without the consent of a considerable number of persons concerned in them, and greatly to their disadvantage. And surely Gentlemen ought to look a little about them before they eagerly embark in such schemes as these. A good subject, and, above all, a good christian, would do nothing to promote his own private interest that may be an injury to the public. Truly admirable were the generous sentiments, de amore Patriae, which glowed in the bosoms of many of the ancient inhabitants of Greece and Rome : And still more benev olent and disinterested principles are recommended to us by the divine Author of our holy religion.

But we will examine this position a little farther.

The proprietor of land, we are told, has an exclusive right of enjoying his own poverty. by an exclusive right is probably meant, in part, that which is obtained by an exemption from tythes, and either the stated or occasional claims of Lords of Manors. "Lords of Manors (the Gentleman who urges this arguement has informed us) are Lords of the soil of such land, and consequently intitled to all trees growing on common land, and mines in the bowels of the earth: Nor can any proprietor grub up roots, or even make trenches, without their leave." If this be true, their power and claims are very extensive; and they may naturally expect a considerable share of inclosed land, and a compensation for such rights and privileges as these, before they consent to be excluded by the inclosing of their manors. but from whence must these allowances come? They are to be taken from the private proprietors, and consequently must lessen the share of every individual. As the tythes, it is certainly a convenience to be exempted from them, as they are the frequent occasions of quarrels and law-suits: Yet I should think these pay dear for this convenience who allow a sixth, or even a seventh, of their fields to obtain it. but this exclusive right looks farther, viz. to the incroachments and trespasses that land-holders are exposed to in the open fields;---and these Gentlemen will make fences about their inclosures sufficiently strong and lasting to exclude every trespasser. ---Were the open-field parishes only ring fenced; did each proprietor carefully mark his own land and its extremities; and would the principal land-holders in every parish unite steadily in the management of their parish-affairs, and resolutely punish or expose such as are mean enough to stack, mow, or plow upon their neighbours, they would soon make them weary or ashamed of such dirty tricks, and every one might enjoy his property with as little injury or interruption from dishonest neighbours in the open fields as in the inclosures. And if they could likewise agree on a mutual exchange of lands or little parcels that lie dispersed in many different parts of the field, so that each may have all his own laid together in one allotment or two in a field, making proper allowances for the difference of land, &c. they would secure the principal convenience of inclosing, without subjecting themselves and others to its many disadvantages.

But perhaps most that talk of an exclusive enjoyment of their land, chiefly refer to the opportunity which they obtain by inclosing, of shutting out the poor from the privileges t hey enjoyed in the open fields:-- Besides the benefit of gleaning, which is certainly in many fields very considerable, they have likewise a right to cut turf and furze in some places, which must be a great advantage to those who have not money to purchase any other fuel. From these and other privileges the poor may be, and often are, excluded by inclosing: When I say they may be, I mean the principal proprietors have it in their power then to deprive them of these advantages -- How far it is consistent with the regard they owe either to the poor, or the community in general, to avail themselves of this exclusive right, is a further question, and will be considered hereafter. In the mean while - let us enquire into the reasons urged for continuing the fields open.

It is an objection, if not against inclosing in general, at least against the present method of conducting it, that "the whole plan is generally settled between the Sollicitor and two or three principal proprietors, without even letting the rest of them into the secret, till they are called upon to sign the petition. They are, in many instances, not so much as indulged with a sight of the bill, or the privilege of hearing it read, till it is tendered to them to be signed, and for that purpose they are take separately." These are the express words of a late writer upon the subject, who has urge d this, with great justice and candour, as truly exceptionable, in a treatise, in which he has said every thing that can be said in favour of inclosing. This Gentleman is well aware, that proceedings of this sort are utterly inconsistent with a maxim he had advanced before, viz. " that every man has a right to do what he will with he own." If that be universally acknowledged, no man, or badly of men, how considerable soever, have a right to dictate to any one of their neighbours, though he has only an acre in a field in which they have five hundred, whether his land should be inclosed or open: His one acre may be as important to him and his family, as their five hundred to them; but whether it be or not, it is as really his own as their is; and if he chuses to enjoy his acre, as he has been used to do, in an openfield state, who can equitable oblige him to inclose it, if every man has a right to do as he please with his own? Besides, as this writer very properly observes, these secret and overbearing methods -"leave proprietors exposed to be practised upon by Agents, &c. many times the business is hurried on and concluded without a single meeting of the parties concerned to consult about their common interest, though perhaps the whole property of many is at stake. The consequence of this is, that if any of the proprietors have reasonable alterations to propose, they cannot be complied with, or they must by trusted to the honour of the sollicitor to be settled in the committee, because the bill is already signed by some of the parties, and therefore it cannot be altered without a repetition of that trouble, and a considerable addition to the expence." This same writer, in another part of his ingenious essay, has furnished a second objection to inclosing on the present plan, nearly akin to the former, and connected with it, viz. " The great power granted to the Commissioners. The method, says he, of ascertaining each proprietor's share is left to the decision of the major part of them, in all cases which are not expressly provided for under the act, and this without any fetter or check besides their own honour and conscience, awed indeed of late with the solemnity of an oath. Hence they have an absolute power vested in them, not only to settle all disputes which arise between any of the parties concerned, whether about the quality, the survey, or the property, but also to determine, by the measure of their won abilities and judgment, the quantity and situation of the allotments, and the proportion of mounding which each proprietor shall make for his estate. This, adds our author, is perhaps, for the extent of the object, one of the greatest trusts which is ever reposed in any set of men in the ki ngdom." He might have said, with equal justice and propriety, its is a trust too great to be reposed in any set of men in the kingdom; especially as it frequently does and will happen, that different, and even the same persons, decide differently in parallel cases. "Without arraigning the motives, which might possibly be very honest, this he acknowledges a grievance to particulars." And perhaps some of the aggrieved were never consulted about the act, or they disapproved of it when they understood its tenor; but they were of the minority, and therefore obliged to submit; and they must now sit down by every determination of those who have it in their power to do as they please with them. They would not have had their estates inclosed on any consideration; but inclosed they must by: and if they refuse, or have not money, to inclose them, the Commissioners will inclose them, and take them into their own hands till they are reimbursed. They must have the situation and quantity they assign them. If they complain, it is to no purpose; they have no appeal -- no resource, but to sit down and make the best of a bad bargain; and that a bargain not of their own chusing or adjusting; then they could not reasonably complain; but a bargain made for them by others, who have taken upon them to dispose of their property without their consent, greatly to their dissati sfaction, and, as they apprehend at least, greatly to their disadvantage: ------ And yet the Gentlemen that pursue these measures, when told of the injury they do the public by inclosing, reply, in vindication of them, That every man has a right to do as he pleases with his own.

Farther, Inclosing is a disadvantage to many parts of the kingdom, as "it advances the price of their coals" Some of the inland counties feel this inconvenience of it very sensibly already; and it will probably be felt more and more every year in those new-inclosed counties which are at a considerable distance from the coal-pits, and where they have not the convenience of carriage by water. The inclosures render the roads almost impassable for waggons, unless in a very dry season, and that seldom happens for any length of time sufficient to make the coal-roads good (that are not turnpike) till the season advances in which those who should fetch coals are necessarily employed in the hay-field or harvest. But this is not the only or the principal way in which the price of coals is raised by inclosing: Hereby many of the open-field d farmers, who were used to bring them, are either entirely thrown out of their livings, and reduced to the necessity of leaving the country, or of becoming common labourers or else they are obliged to enter upon small takes in the e inclosures where t hey have neither waggons nor horses for this or any other business. This inconvenience is indeed rather local than national; yet it must affect many hundred families, and is a just objection against inclosing the open fields in those neighbourhoods that are so affected by it.

The tendency of inclosing to injure the roads has been mentioned as one way of its advancing the price of coals in many parts of the kingdom; that effects of it may be urged, in a more extensive light, as an objection to the practice in general. That this is the frequent consequence of inclosing, many a traveller has found sufficiently to his cost. As to some of the lesser roads, they are hereby rendered almost impassable; and no wonder, as travellers that had before two or there way from town to town, are now generally confined to one, and are obliged to drag on thro' such gate-ways and lanes, are render travelling not only tedious, but very fatiguing and hazardous both to man and beast. Nor indeed can good roads be expected through many of the new inclosures, unless at the great expence of a few, as the number of those teams is thereby considerably reduced, by the duty or hired-work of which they should be kept in repair. And even as the large turnpike roads, the difference between those parts of them that are shut up from the sun and wind by the hedges, and those through open fields, which have the benefit of both, is obvious to every traveller: Yet everybody acknowledges that good roads are not only an ornament to a country, but likewise of great importance to a trading nation. The legislature have shewed their sense of the importance of them, in the number of road-bills which they have passed of late, though as yet little is done to make them better. The turnpike roads would be preserved, if carriages upon them were only confined to weight; all restrictions with regard to the number of horses, is both injurious to the roads, and to trade, as it necessarily increases the price of carriage in general, and that of coals in particular. Many new orders and regulations with respect to the roads, have been inserted in all the acts of parliament for inclosing in the three or four last sessions; but these are too as ineffectual to keep many roads even passable in some of the new inclosures: those who are obliged to travel them suffer great inconveniences from hence: Indeed bad roads are a nuisance to the public; and inclosing the open fields is a national disadvantage, as far as it renders the roads disagreeable and dangerous to travellers.

Inclosing is likewise thought an injury to some extensive branches of the woollen manufactory, as being a discouragement to the growth of the fine short wool that is usually produced in the open fields. There is ver y little of this wool on good land in the inclosures; and as the land in most of the new-inclosed lordships in Leicestershire is of this sort, the want of it there will be a great disadvantage to that and the adjoining county of Nottingham in their hose-manufactory, in which many thousand tods of this sort of wool are worked up every year, and which indeed cannot be carried on without it. Inclosing must therefore at all times be hurtful to trade in those counties; but more especially if the prices both of the wool they manufacture, and the corn by which they should be supported, are thereby advanced at a time when the working hand is obliged to take less wages, and the manufacturer to lower the prices of his goods for want of the usual demands for them.

And inclosing is farther detrimental to those and may other counties, by discouraging the breed of poultry, hogs and draught-horses. To those with whom the breed of poultry is a matter of consideration, either for their flesh, eggs or feathers, inclosing must be disagreeable where the farm-yards, in which they were red, are deprived of their usual stores, by turning the plowed fields into pasturage. But many who would not thing themselves much affected by the want of chickens, geese, or turkies, may justly regret the loss of their bacon, or the enormous price at which they are obliged to buy it in such parts of th e country. This has been for many years, and (perhaps) ages, the principal support of the county-people; almost the only flesh many families tasted of fir eight or nine months in the year. Some hundreds of hogs were kept in open-field parishes in Leicestershire, which, since they have been inclosed, have not kept twenty: In consequence of this, such store-pigs as were bought a few years ago for four or five shillings, are now sold readily at fifteen or sixteen; nor are many to be bought at all, but out of the hands of jobbers. Every thing, from the sucking pig to the fattest bacon, is advanced in proportion: And this is the necessary consequence of laying down those fields for pastures in the inclosures, which afforded these animals a variety of sustenance when they were upon tillage and open. And as to horses, few of the heavy kind are bred or kept in the inclosures: Indeed, few of any kind are bred there, in comparison of those in the open fields. They have not, it must be owned, occasion for so many themselves, nor can they raise them so cheap to sell. A sensible writer on the present State of Great Britain, has indeed very justly observed, that the vast increase of horses, of late years in the kingdom, is upon the whole a very great nuisance, and one occasion of the advance of provisions. Yet the most useful, both for trade and the army, are the strong black ho rses, usually bred by the farmers in the open fields; and inclosing will necessarily thin the number, and consequently raise the prices of these considerably in a few years. Tho' the prices of them must be raised, if the same numbers were bred, as the expence of feeding them in the open fields was not much more than half so much as it will be in the inclosures; besides which, the proprietor has no advantages from their labour, having then nothing for them to do in his inclosed pastures.

Again, it may justly be alledged against inclosing, that thereby many honest industrious tenants are turned out of farms of forty, fifty, and sixty pounds a year, and driven from employments to which they were bred up themselves, to which they have trained up their children, and by which they supported large families Edith comfort and credit in their open field state. These, if they wish and beg leave to continue, are (some of them) rejected, because they cannot engage for large inclosed estates of eight or ten times their former rent; and as the landlord frequently forbids plowing, and even mowing there, the farmer is obliged to enter upon a business, if he has any, with which he is utterly unacquainted, and which it cannot be supposed he should be able to manage to advantage, after having spent all the former part of his life in a very different employment. Rather than run this h asard, increased as it is greatly be the advanced rent on which the new inclosures are let, many must submit to throw their families on the parish, or get what little they can towards the support of them by their hand-labour. Though few plain and poor looking country farmers have influence enough to be continued or admitted tenants to Gentlemen of large estates in the new inclosures, if (as is generally the case) they have more wealthy or artful competitors, for reasons well known to those Gentlemens Stewards.

Some indeed say, "Let the farmers starve, they are a selfish set of people that would starve the country." But outcries against whole bodies of people are generally rash and unreasonable; they frequently betray want of judgment, or want of candour, and very often, apparently both. The farmers are, or at least have been, a considerable body. Their employment is undoubtedly of great importance to the nation, and their convenience and advantage ought to be consulted as far as may be consistent with the public good. If they do not part with their money in general as freely as persons in trade, one reason may be, that they have not so much of it running through their hands, and they are at more pains to get what they have. A miser is indeed despicable in any situation; yet had tradesmen, and some in the higher classes, more of the farmer's frugality an d industry, they would appear with greater honour to themselves, and advantage to their country, than many of them do at present. And it is far from being a proper method of teaching these people generosity, to deprive them of the means of subsistence.

But the disadvantages of inclosing, great as they are to these tenant-farmers, are by no means confined to them; many small proprietors of land are hereby greatly injured, and most of the labourers in every parish that is inclosed, are deprived of the means of support. There are some in almost all open parishes, who have houses, and little parcels of land in the field, with a right of common for a cow and three or four sheep, by the assistance of which, with the profits of a little trade, or their daily labour, they procure a very comfortable living. Their land furnishes them with wheat and barley for bread, and, in may places, with beans or peas to feed a hog or two for meat; with the straw they thatch their cottage, and wither their cow, which gives a breakfast and supper of milk nine or ten months in the year for their families. These almost universally disapprove of inclosing; and their number is considerable in many open villages; much greater than perhaps the several constituents of our legislature themselves are generally aware of. Indeed they cannot well know it, when these unhappy sufferers are not able to make an opposition. But were the expences of opposing these bills in the H--s of C----s less, and the prospect of success greater, perhaps the p-----t might know much more of the sense of the people on inclosing than they do at present. It is very certain that many proprietors in parishes that have been inclosed disapprove of it. Some refuse to sign the petitions to P-----t, and others heartily repent of signing them, after they have been prevailed upon to do it, when they see its unhappy consequences. But the ill success that opposition to inclosing-bills has generally met with, discourages some from making the attempt, and the connections of others oblige them to forbear. There are few but would submit to inconvenience and injury rather than appear against their superiors, especially those who are in their neighbourhoods; and many, it is very certain, are aggrieved by inclosing, who do not openly complain. When their fields are inclosed, not a few of these small proprietors are obliged to sell their land, because they have not money to inclose it; or to borrow upon interest, on the security of their small allotments in the new inclosures, which when their interest is paid, the usual deductions made from their quantity, and the expences defrayed for fencing it, are but of little service to them; very little, in comparison of the land which they possessed in the op en fields. If they continue them upon tillage, their crops are less and much worse in those small parcels between the hedges; and if they lay them down for pasturage, they can neither have corn nor straw. And as the others who are still poorer, and whose daily bread must be earned by their daily labour, inclosing renders the case of many such in the villages still more wretched and pitiable. The greater part of them are hereby totally deprived of their sustenance. It has been said indeed, that this is not the case immediately with all; many hands will still be wanted in the inclosures that are continued upon tillage, and some in those that are laid down for pasture: Though by the way, it is always urged as an argument in favour of inclosing for pasturage, That business is easily managed there by a few; yet when pressed with the objection, That the poor in the open-field villages are hereby deprived of the labour by which they have been supported, these same Gentlemen tell us, That inclosing furnishes some with employ, which they would not otherwise have had---and so it undoubtedly does: But the hands employed by that are few in comparison of those that are employed in the farm-yards, and open fields; and those few but for a very little time. Indeed it may be said, Their employment is more profitable, while it continues, than common labour. A man has only eight penc e a day for threshing in a barn, or following the plow; but eighteen pence, and sometimes two shillings may be earning, by cleaving posts and rails, sinking pits, planting quick-sets, &c. in the new inclosures. To which no other reply is necessary than that which the same writer has elsewhere obligingly furnished, viz. That such is the disposition of the poor in general, that if they have double gains one year, they are nothing the richer for it the next. It were therefore much better for them, and better for the public, that they should have a constant round of their usual labour on moderate terms, than have much work and high wages one year or two, and nothing or little to do afterwards for years to come. And neither the contempt, nor the neglect of the poor, would be consistent with the principles of sound policy, or true religion. They are a necessary and very useful part of the community. by whom are our manufactories to be carried on, or the labours of the hose and of the field to be performed, gut by the poor? From whence else are our armies and navies to be supplied? The various provisions made for their support and accommodation by the laws of the Jewish Theocracy were, in this and in every view, an excellent part of that ancient constitution, and discovered as much the wisdom as they did the goodness of the Divine Legislature: When ye reap the harvest of your land, you shall not wholly reap the corners of your field; neither shall ye gather the gleanings of your harvests And thou shalt not glean thy vineyard; thou shalt leave them for the poor and stranger: I am the Lord your God Six years thou shalt sow thy land, and shalt gather in the fruits thereof: but the seventh year thou shalt let it rest, that the poor of thy people may eat; and what they leave, the beasts of the field shall eat: In like manner thou shalt do with thy vineyard, and with thy olive-yard. And again, a general precept was given them, saying, Thou shalt not harden thy heart, nor shut thine hand from thy poor brother; but thou shalt open thine hand wide unto him, &c. Beware that there be not a thought in thy wicked heart, saying, (to excuse thyself) the seventh year, the year of release, is at hand, (when all the poor will be provided for) and so give him nought, &c. Thou shalt surely give him, and for this the Lord will bless thee in all thy works: for the poor shall never cease out of thy land; therefore I command thee, saying, Thou shalt open thine hand wide unto thy brother, to thy poor, and to thy needy in thy land. Give me leave to say with an ancient writer, If I have (wilfully and unfeelingly) with-held the poor from his desire, or have caused the eyes of the widow to fail; if I have seen any of the poor perish for want of clo athing, or of food, when it was in my power to relieve him: --- Nay, When the ear heard me, then it blessed me; and when the eye saw me, it gave witness to me: because I delivered the poor that cried, and the fatherless, and him that had none to help him. The blessing of him that was ready to perish came upon me, and I caused the widow's heart to sing for joy: I was a Father to the poor. To a person of humanity and benevolence like this, one should not think it would be a perpetual mortification (as a modern writer says it is to the generous occupier of open field land) to see his labours shared by others who bear no part of his expence. The grater his generosity, the less his mortification surely would be at such fights as these. A record of high authority and merit does honour to the memory of an eastern husbandman, who not only permitted but encouraged the hand of humble industry to follow his reapers, and pick up the gleanings of his field. And blessed, say the same divine oracles, Blessed is he that considereth the poor; the Lord will deliver him in time of trouble: But he that oppresseth the poor to increase his own riches, reproacheth his maker, and shall surely come to want.

And the poor, the tenant farmers, with their poorer dependants and many others in the lower stations of life, suffer greatly by inclosing, as far as it is an encouragement to the monopoly of lands. The landholders (not now to mention any other) in most parishes that have been inclosed only fifteen or twenty years, are very few in comparison of the numbers who occupied them in their open-field state. It is no uncommon thing for four or five wealthy graziers to engross a large inclosed lordship, which was before in the hands of twenty or thirty farmers, and as many smaller tenants or proprietors. All these are hereby thrown out of their livings, with their families, and many other families, who were chiefly employed and supported by them, such as blacksmiths, carpenter, wheelwrights, and other artificers and tradesmen, besides their own labourers and servants.

This is, indeed, in a great measure, the consequence of laying down arable land for pasturage. Few would be fond of such large farms, even in the inclosures, if they were obliged to continue them upon tillage; and many in these several stations and employments would then be wanted there, as well as in the open fields; But when only ten or a dozen families live upon a lordship (even including the Esquire, the Clergyman, all the occupiers of the land, and their shepherds, as is now the case in some) that supported upwards of a hundred, whatever it may do for them, the public must suffer by the alteration. The price of provisions is necessarily enhanced by it; for the inclosed lands (at least the best of them) are generally laid down for pasturage: The grain they produced before is lost to the neighbourhood; and the butter and cheese, indeed all the stock that is bred or fed upon them, is sold on higher terms when thus in the hands of a few, and those men of property, than they could be by many in less affluent circumstances: Or if they plow a few acres, they can keep their corn one month after another, for dearer times, without being obliged to thresh is out, and bring it to market, as poorer farmers must do, in order to pay their rent, and support their families. The wealthy monopoliser can sell or withold, and go to this or that market as is most convenient and advantageous. He seldom chuses to draw a load of grain with him to market, and there expose it to sale, but when it suits him to take a ride, he can put a handful or two in his pocket by way of sample, and so keep the markets thin, and make an artificial scarcity around him, even when his barns are filled with plenty at home. This is certainly one occasion of the high price of grain, and the necessary consequence of that monopoly and engrossing of land, which is encouraged by inclosing.

To put a stop to evil practices of this sort, it was wisely provided so long ago as the year 1534, "That whereas some people had gathered into few hands several farms, and great plenty of cattle, particularly sheep, whereby not only rents of lands were increased, but also tillage very much decayed, some churches and town had been pulled down, and the price of corn, cattle, &c. excessively enhanced; therefore it was enacted, That no man should keep above 2000 sheep at one time, and not hold above two farms at once, and those to be in the parish were he lived."

It has been said, That a noble Duke, sensible of the injury hereby done to the community, has divided some of his large grazing-farms into smaller allotments, to be lett to a greater number of tenants, with a liberty of plowing certain proportions yearly of each, to render them of more extensive advantage. This perhaps may give him or his steward the trouble of signing twenty or thirty receipts instead of five or six; and his Grace will probably have so an ample recompence, if not in the blessing of so many more upon his head, at least in the pleasing reflections of his own mind on a conduct that ennobles him more than his high birth and large estates, and that makes him a credit and a blessing to his county, as well as an example worthy the imitation of all the nobility and gentry in the kingdom.

Again, It is urged as another objection to inclosing, on the plan upon which it is now generally pursued, that thereby the landed-interest of the Clergy, and consequently the wealth and power of th e Church, is greatly increased. One seventh or eighth part of the kingdom, hereby put into their hands, free of all expence, added to other ecclesiastical revenues, must undoubtedly make them a very considerable body. With all due respect to the sacred function, and to the worthy characters of many Clergymen, it is humbly submitted to the legislature and the public, whether such an increase of their landed-interest be consistent with the principles of sound policy, or the measures pursued by former parliaments, of very respectable memory. One design of the statute of Mortmain seems to have been, to prevent an undue increase of the landed-interest of the Church, as what would be often injurious to individuals, and generally so to the public. But the landed-interest of the Church is increased more by inclosing-bills in one year, than it would probably be in fifty by charitable legacies. It will be said, perhaps, that this land is only granted to the clergy in lieu of their tythes, to which they had a legal right before; and undoubtedly every good minister has not only a legal, but a natural right to a living from his parish. but there is an important difference to a nation between allowing the clergy a share of the products of the land, and giving them the land itself, especially a seventh or eighth of the one, instead of a tenth of the other.

To proceed: Another objection against inclosing, is its apparent tendency to thin the county villages of inhabitants, and depopulate the nation in general. As far as it encourages the engrossing and monopolising of land, it must necessarily send the inhabitants at least out of the villages, Lesser farmers, labourers, &c are thereby deprived of their employments; and if they are not immediately forced out of their houses, they are left to starve in them. But they must leave them soon; want of food, and indeed want of comfortable shelter (in such miserable ruinous cottages as those in the inclosures become in a little time) oblige them to flee. Their landlords in general are glad to get rid of them, that they may not become burdensome, and to save themselves the expences of repairing their old houses. Yet it is said, that "There does not appear to have been any remarkable decrease of the inhabitants in the villages even where inclosure has chiefly prevailed." The writer who has thrown out that insinuation does not indeed tell us where his observations were made, nor those parts of the kingdom in which he apprehends inclosures have chiefly prevailed. They have certainly prevailed a great deal in the counties of Leicester and Northampton; and there the decrease of inhabitants in almost all the inclosed villages, where they have no considerable manufactory, is obvious enough h to be remarked by every one that knew their state twenty or thirty years ago, and sees them now; and that to a degree that cannot but give every true friend of his county a most sensible concern. The ruins of former dwelling-houses, barns, stable, &c. shew every one that passes through them, that they were once much more extensive, and better inhabited; and if there are any left in them or in the neighbourhoods who remember their inclosing, (for I am now speaking of inclosures of twenty or thirty years standing) let them say if they have not been declining from thence. They have known upward of an hundred houses and families in some open-field villages, that since they were inclosed have dwindled to eight or ten; and five or six hundred inhabitants, where there are not now more than forty or fifty: A plain proof this, that inclosing depopulates the country. But this we are told it may do, and the nation in general be as populous as ever. Nay, some have asserted, That Britain has a greater number of inhabitants than it had before inclosing so much prevailed. London, and many trading cities and towns in the kingdom, are certainly more populous than they were some years ago: But several other considerations have likewise been urged to prove that the notion is so in general. The demand for all sorts of provisions, we are told, is greater of late than in former years, and therefore there must be more to consume them. but the number of cattle, and the vast quantities of corn which have been lately exported, the large demands of the distillery, and the prodigious increase of horses among us, together with the enormous extravagance and licentiousness which is growing yearly among all ranks of people; all these thing concurring, must necessarily occasion a larger demand for provisions of all sorts than there was when little was sent abroad, and when that which we had at home was managed with more discretion and frugality. Another reason given for supposing a greater number of inhabitants, is, That the number of freeholders are increased, as appears by comparing the polls at our late elections with those that were taken many years ago. And there may possibly be a greater number of freeholders in some counties now than there were forty of fifty years ago. But the Gentleman that has urged this, does not, that I remember, pretend to have had certain intelligence of it, as a universal fact throughout the kingdom; and if it were, it would only prove that the land is in a greater number of hands now than formerly; though that cannot be the case in those counties where inclosing has most prevailed. Little regard is to be paid to the argument for supposing a national increase, that is taken from the numbers that were in our fleets and armies the last war, and that now stand ready to enter them again, as they are evidently driven thither for want of employment both in the manufactories, and all those new-inclosed parishes in which their tillage-land has been laid down for pasture.

But the enormous increase of the poor's rates, complained of in almost every parish, is thought another proof that the nation is more populous than it was years ago. This indeed proves that the number of the poor is increased; or, at least, that their maintenance is now more expensive than formerly; and perhaps both may be inferred from it; but is can never prove that the whole nation is increasing. However, as far as the fact is admitted, it must convince us of the impropriety of a measure like that of inclosing, which tends both to swell the number and necessities of the poor, by depriving them of the subsistence which vast numbers of them obtained by their labour in open-field parishes, without being burdensome to them or any others.

But without resting the merits of the question concerning the increase or decrease of the inhabitants of Britain on these or any other speculations and conjectures, a sensible inquirer into the present state of Great Britain, &c. with regard to agriculture, population, &c. (who seems to have had his intelligence from very good authority) has informed us, that we are reduced from eight to six millions; and, that notwithstanding the increase in many larger towns, it is computed that there is a decrease of 314,373 houses within the last seventy years. Indeed, general depopulation is the natural, and almost necessary, consequence of inclosing. Many are obliged to seek settlements and employments in foreign countries, which they are hereby deprived of in their own: A double disadvantage this to Britain; as she is thus weakening and impoverishing herself, to strengthen and enrich not only her distant colonies, but often likewise her rivals in trade, and even her avowed enemies. And inclosing greatly discourages matrimony among the lower classes of the people, who continue at home, from whence the greatest increase might be expected. Those who are at all thoughtful, are afraid of adding to their expences and cares at a time when measures are pursuing to deprive them of a maintenance in almost every situation. They can hardly secure a dwelling, and have not the least prospect either of trade or labour in many of the inclosed villages. And as to the market towns, most of them have more inhabitants already than they can well support; for drapers, grocers, butchers, indeed tradesmen and manufacturers of all sorts, as well as innkeepers, &c. are rendered less capable of maintaining their poor, as they are greatly injured by the decrease of th e villages about them. Many families, which have been good customers to them for a number of years, are now driven away, and the few that remain have little money to lay out, either for clothes or victuals: In consequence of this, where their markets were formerly crowded, you will have only here and there a stall, and now and then a customer. Indeed market-towns cannot be supported, except those which have a good manufactory, or a large thoroughfare; for such as depended chiefly on their markets (of which there are great numbers) must soon be entirely ruined. And as to those families that have been settled in villages, and are by this means driven out of them into the market-towns, they generally exchange both situations and employments much to their disadvantage. If wages are higher there, they have a new business to learn, and are at additional expences that are often more than an equivalent for the increase of their wages: Besides, the vary change of employment proves injurious to the health of many; and still more the dirty, confined to parts of the larger towns in which the poor are most frequently situated: A disadvantage this, by which those must be most sensibly affected, who are driven thither from the pure air and more active employments of the country. Nor ought it to be forgotten, that the poor are thereby forced into situations, in which they are most liable to contact the habits of indolence and debauchery, which tend to enervate the human frame, and entail languishing and mortal diseases upon themselves and their posterity. But take if for granted, that Britain is growing more populous; and where is the policy or prudence of pushing measures to make both labour and provisions scarce, if the occasions for both are yearly increasing?

Besides, Inclosing must certainly deprive the poor of work, and raise the price of all sorts of grain, as great part of the best tillage land is laid down for pasturage soon after it is inclosed, in many parts of the kingdom. Inclose (as was before observed) only light, sandy, and stony soil, and there such improvements might be made as would be an advantage to individuals, and for the public good. Every well-wisher to his country would rejoice to see barren heaths inclosed, making proper allowances to the poor for the privileges they enjoyed upon them: Many such there are in the kingdom, that, in their present state, yield very little advantage to any, which would produce ;large quantities of corn under proper management, There industry would be encouraged by inclosing, the poor employed, population promoted, and agriculture greatly increased; --and agriculture ought certainly to increase with a growing trade, or it will not grow long; nay, it cannot be supported among us. The poor, by whom our goods are manufactured, must starve without it, or buy their provisions at such advanced prices as will oblige them to raise the price of their labour: But if the servants wages are raised, the master's goods must be proportionably advanced, or he must suffer for it; and suffer he may, for who of his neighbours can afford to give him ore, while they are all obliged to give two-pence for a loaf, that, not long ago, they could buy for a penny? And if the manufacturer either makes worse goods, or raises their prices his order will soon sail from abroad, and he will find himself undersold at all foreign markets. Wise and salutary is the old maxim of an eastern Monarch, That much food is in the tillage of the poor: But that of a modern writer is entirely mistaken and ill-grounded, that "Inclosing, by sending many hands into trade, must lower the prices of our manufactories." It has sent many hands into trade already, but has that lowered the prices of the manufactories? That some of them are lowered is certain, but it is from a very different cause, viz. The want of orders; and that has been just accounted for. There are already more hands in almost all the manufacturing towns in the kingdom than they can employ; and every idle hand in a parish is a burden and a nuisance. Set the plow a going, and all will have, at the same time, employment an d bread; which all ought to have, both for their own sakes, and for the sake of the community. Instead of the, many lordships have not fifty acres plowed yearly since they were inclosed, in which fifteen hundred, or at least a thousand, were plowed before; and scarce an ear of corn is now to be seen, in some that bore hundreds of quarters.

The consequences of this are felt severely already in the inland counties; so severely in Northamptonshire and Leicestershire, as that worse wheat has lately been sold there on an average at seven shillings the Winchester bushel, for many months together, than they have been used to buy at three and six-pence and four shillings; and they have given five shillings and five and six-pence for malt, that has been usually bought there at little more than half a crown. In these counties inclosing has greatly prevailed, and most of their new-inclosed lordships are laid down for pasturage. Thus they suffer for it! But the nation in general does and must feel the effects of this. It having been observed, in Henry the 8th's time, "That there was a great decay of tillage and husbandry, occasioned by the many inclosures made by the nobility and gentry, who within fifty years had turned most of their lands into pasture, and kept them in their own hands, from whence, among other inconveniences, it followed, that the number of husband men, and persons capable of defending the country, was very much inhanced, as being engrossed by persons who were not obliged to sell: To remedy all this, the King revived the statutes made against inclosures, and issued out his commissions to justices and other magistrates, to see them put into execution." --- Had any measures of that sort been pursued, or a stop put to inclosing a few years ago, we should not now be obliged to send our money into other nations, for what our own fields (under the blessing of providence) would yield us in great abundance, and on much lower terms, if they were properly cultivated. France, our natural competitor in trade, is doing her utmost to undersell us at all foreign markets; she has it already in her power so to do; nay, it is said, actually does twenty and even thirty percent. in some extensive articles. And what enables the French to undersell us: in a great measure (no doubt) the cheapness of their provisions; and, as the necessary consequence of that, the low prices of their labour. Perhaps it may like-wise, e'er long, become matter of serious consideration to Britain, that by pursuing measures that have such a tendency as these, she is enabling her American colonies not only to do without her manufactories (of which they have for many years taken off very large quantities) but even to rival her in trade; as she is obliging her working hands to seek that employment and support there, which the neglect of agriculture, and the decay of trade, deny them in their native country.

But we are often told, "that things will naturally come about again in time: When the landholders find that tillage answers better than pasturage, they will return to the plow." Thanks to the artful surgeon for an opiate so seasonably administered, to lull the poor patient into insensibility, or a pleasing delirium, while, more for his own sake than the sufferers, he makes his experiments, and performs his most dangerous operations. Those that talk thus, do not indeed pretend to foresee the time of this happy revolution. If it would not answer the landholders end to plow when corn was so scarce and dear as it has been of late, when will it? Yet are many of them as eager to convert the plowed fields into grass grounds, as they could be if wheat sold only at half a crown, and barley at eighteen-pence a bushel. Few tenants in the new inclosures, where the land is good, are permitted to plow, though they should think it would be ever so much to their advantage, or for the public good: And why? truly for fear they should impoverish the land. 'Tis pity these Gentlemen, who are so very much afraid of having part of their land impoverished, are in no manner of concern at the thought of impoverishing great part of the nation. Certainly they have no great occasion to be in such pain about their land; for many soils are greatly improved by being broke up, and kept a few years upon tillage: and there are few that would receive any injury by it, if they were properly managed.

However, to silence every complaint of this sort, we are kindly assured, that "if the prices of wheat, barley, rye, beans, &c. are advanced by inclosing, it must necessarily lower the price of meat, as well as of wool and leather for clothing." But are these things, is any one of them, growing cheaper in those parts of the country where inclosing prevails most? Nay, are not all dearer? And will not, must not, every thing be dear that is bought out of those grounds which inclosing has raised to such enormous rents? The tenant must either sell the products of them for more than double their former value, and for three times more than the greater part of the consumers can afford to give for them, or he must starve, and be turned out of his living, as unable to pay his rent: It is easy to suppose which of the two most tenants would prefer. It would not indeed be in the power of any two or three, or more in a neighbourhood, by any combination, to keep up the prices of their living-stock a considerable time, if store cattle were plentiful and cheap; but these have almost doubled their prices within a few years. It will be asked, perhaps, Whence is that? Whence but, in part, from the extraordinary demands for them to stock the new inclosures that tuned into pasturage, and in which few can be bred to pay the extravagant rents that are demanded for them? And partly through inclosing other parts of the country, especially in the North, where great numbers of horned cattle were bred cheap, and from whence they might consequently be sold so. Those whose land is hereupon advanced from five to twenty shilling an acre, can breed but few, or they must sell them at advanced prices; yet there is, upon the whole, reason to hope, if our seasons are at all healthy and fruitful, that meat will be cheaper in a few years, unless the vilest and most unlawful methods are made us of to prevent it. But it the graziers, who have bought in their stock at enormous prices, should be obliged to sell their cattle, after eight or ten months keeping, for less than they gave for them, few of them would relish this effect of inclosing, nor could some of them very well bear it: And their landlords will then see how much better they are in the end for such improvements of their estates, as render their tenants incapable of paying their rent.

Upon the whole, inclosing is like to lessen the public revenue, and at the same time to be attended with those consequences that mu st necessarily diffuse a spirit of dissatisfaction in the kingdom, in proportion to the degree in which they are felt among us. Those of our nobility and gentry who have promoted it, cannot indeed reasonably complain of a scheme of their own; but others will complain, who have been obliged to submit to it, and the many thousands that have been one way or other impoverished by it. The sense of by far the greater part of the nation, with regard to inclosing, is well known; and it will be well if the consequences of opposing it be not worse in some future crisis than many are at present aware of. Far be it from any true friend of Liberty, or of Britain, to say any thing that should encourage a tumultuous spirit. That nation, or neighbourhood, must certainly be miserable, that is governed by a mob: And the poor wretches themselves, who are disposed to pursue such measures, to obtain a redress of their grievances, would do well to consider, that they are thereby generally increasing the evils they complain of, and are taking the most direct method to involved themselves and their families in ruin. Indeed, popular clamours are often ill-grounded, and the poor are therein made, in many instances the miserable tools of ill-designing and interested men: Yet it perhaps deserves to be considered, whether, far from acting on the principles of true policy, we are not most effectually gratifying the worst enemies of the government, and of the Protestant interest in Britain, by eagerly pursuing those measures which must be pushed don the people's throats with a bayonet. Vox populi, vox Dei, is a maxim that may undoubtedly be overstrained and perverted, but it is a maxim that ought not, by any means, to be universally rejected with contempt. Certainly no wise man will despise the voice of the people, because it is theirs: As far as it is consistent with the principles of sound reason, it ought to be regarded, and regarded as, in a sense, the voice of G O D. Perhaps our dear-bought experience may convince us, in a little time, that their objections to inclosing have been solid and rational, and their apprehensions from it founded on a thorough acquaintance with the nature of the scheme, notwithstanding all the contempt with which some of its warm advocates have affected to treat them. Upon the whole, it is submitted to the unprejudiced and disinterested reader, whether the following inferences are not easily deducible from an impartial review of the subject, viz.

That agriculture should be generally and constantly encouraged; whether by public premiums, or in other ways, is submitted to the superior wisdom of the Legislature.

That the land-holders should be obliged to keep a certain number of acres yearly upon tillage, in every inclosed lordship.

That oxen should be more generally used in tilling the land, whose flesh will furnish us with meat, while they procure us food by their labour.

That public provision should be made to keep up houses for the poor in inclosed parishes.

That no person, or number of persons in combination, should be permitted to hold above a certain number of acres in a parish, or within a certain number of miles specified.

That constant attention should be paid to the state of the roads in the inclosures, and some more effectual measures pursued than heretofore to mend them and preserve them good, especially in those parts of the county where the soil is the richest and deepest, in which the roads will otherwise soon be not only extremely hazardous, but absolutely impassable

That only light, shallow, stony or sandy soil (which will do little more than bear fern, or support a few rabbits) is to be imp4roved by inclosing, and that rich and deep soil, which is capable of bearing food crops both of grass and corn in its open-field state, ought never to be inclosed at all. And

That it nearly concerns the inhabitants of those parts of the country, which would be most sensibly injured by inclosing, to unite in humble and earnest applications to the Legislature, to secure to them the continued enjoyment of their lands in their open-field state, whatever attempt s may be made to inclose them. And they will do well to enjoin it likewise upon their representatives in Parliament, resolutely to exert themselves to prevent every bill for inclosing from passing into a law, as more immediately ruinous to such neighbourhoods, and, in the end, highly injurious to the whole kingdom.
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