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NOTE.

Fifty-four years ago the publishers attempted, by
restrictions on trade, to maintain the high prices then
charged for books, and to create for their own profit a
firm and permanent monopoly, to be maintained at the
expense of the public.

To-day the publishers are making a similar
attempt, by imposing even harsher restrictions. They
are trying to control not only the price of new books,
but the price of second-hand books, to dictate not only
the prices at which books shall be sold but the time at
which they shall be sold. On the last page of this
pamphlet we reprint the arrogant decree which the
associated publishers have now issued.

Fifty-four years ago they tried to do no more than
to limit the production of books by preventing their
sale at such prices as naturally resulted from healthy
competition. Their policy was no more high-handed
than would he that of a ring of traders who try to force
up the price of corn by storing it instead of selling it.
To-day their decree in regard to second-hand books
resembles rather the action of traders who burn the
stored corn in order to keep up prices. A decree that
libraries must burn their second-hand books would be
hardly more tyrannical than this decree that the public
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may not buy second-hand books when they want them

unless they pay for them the full retail price of new
copies.

The reproductions from The Times of 1852 which
will be found in this pamphlet show that the publishers
failed to enforce their monopoly fifty-four years ago.
As these articles show, the publishers were then
defeated by the publie, as they will now be defeated
by the publiec.  The Times, however, is now in a
position to defend the public, not only by giving voice
to public opinion, as it did in 1852, but by proving in
practice what it was then only able to preach. In
establishing The Times Book Club, The Times itself
founded and will firmly maintain an organization for
the ecirculation, without charge, of books among its
subscribers, and for the sale of books at fair prices. In
1852 The Times could do no more than say that it was
desirable that books should be sold as freely as were
other commodities. To-day The Times can point to its
Book Club to prove that there is at any rate one place
in England at which the public can buy books without
yielding to the exorbitant demands of the publishers.

The reader’s attention is especially directed to
pages 33 and 49 for the opinions of the late Mr. Glai-
stene and the Lord Chief Justice Campbell.



The Bookselling Trade.

-

(From The Times of Mareh 30, 1852.)

A controversy, in which the publie interests are very closely
concerned, has just now, after some years' duration, assumed a eritical
appearance. One of the most quiet and respectable of onr national trades
is seriously disturbed by eommotions within its own body, and it is by no
means eclear to what result these differences may ultimately tend. The
booksellers of the kingdom are ab strife among themselves ; they are
united in ecombinations and disunited by secessions, while oppression and
hardship ave respectively practised and endured by those who ean exert
power and those who are compelled to respect it. To make these
proceedings intelligible to the general reader will require a little
preliminary exposition,

The bookselling trade has a character peculiarly its own. It is
composed of two classes, which may be termed those of manufacturers and
vetailers. The manunfacturers are the publishers—that is to say, those
tradesmen whose business eonsists in printing and produeing the composi-
tions of authors in the form of books. These books are subseguently
distributed to the public through the ageney of retailers, or hooksellers
proper, who obtain ihem from the publishers and sell them to their
customers at a profit. A book is a commodity which, for very obvious
reasons, always comes into the market with a fixed and definite price,
and unless, therefore, the bookseller eould seeure an advanee upon this
price in his own sales, which is a very improbable supposition, it is plain
that he must either go without profit or get some reduction of the original
priee in his partieular favour. The latter system is that in use. A
book has two prices—ihe publication priee and the trade price ; the
former being that at whieh the publie are expected to purchase it, and
the latter that at which the retail salesman is permitted to proeure it ; his
own profits, of eourse, being made ounf of the difference hetween the two,
Tt is upon the disposal of this difference that the controversy in question

has arisen,
1—2
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Nominally, the trade price is constituted by a deduetion of one-fourth,
or 25 per cent., from the publication price, but practically even this
considerable difference is so inereased by eustomary allowances of
reckoning that the actual deduction amounts to not less than one-third,
In other words, if a book is published at the price of 13s. a copy to the
general purchaser, a bookseller ean proeure it for the purposes of retail
trade at the price of 10s., so that there remains 5s. to cover his expenses
and return him a profit on the transaction. Now, it would naturally be
concluded that the publishers having disposed of their commodities to
the retail dealers at a price regulated by known considerations, would
have no further concern in the matter, It must be understood that this
trade price represents the bona fide eost of the whole hook. It includes
the expenses of printing, binding, and so forth, together with the
remuneration of the writer, and when this price has been paid by the
retail dealer to the publishing house hoth publisher and writer ought to
have received their fair dues as assessed by themselves. The publishers,
however, refuse to terminate their inferest in a hook with its sale to the
retail dealer. They follow the retail dealer into his own shop, and insist
on dietating the disposal of the profits they leave him. It is obvious that
if a retailer has proeured a book for 10s, which is presumptively saleable
at 15s., he has a very considerable margin to operate upon. He may
either demand the full value of 155, and pocket his 30 per eent, gain, or
he may reduce the gain upon each book with a view of obtaining either a
larger sale or quicker returns. He may sell his book for 11s., 12s,, 13s,,
or any suam, in short, between 10s. and 15s., according to the temper of
his enstomers or the aceidental eharacter of his business. Nothing could
seem more natural or proper than that these arrangements should be
left, as in all other trades, to the judgment of the retailers themselves,
But here the publishers step in and say, ** You shall not enjoy any sueh
“ freedom. You shall not dispense with any portion of your personal
“ profits except to sueh an extent as we prescribe. To attract a cash
* enstomer, you may take off 1s. 6d. from your 15s., but no more. The
“ prest you must put in your own poecket, or you shall get no more publiea-
“ tions of ours.”’

Such is the language held by the publishers, and their eonditions are
enforced by an organized system of eoercion. An assoeiation has heen
econstituted to which all booksellers within 12 miles of the General Post-
office are invited to belong, The members of this body sign a declaration
to the effeet that they will not sell books to any general customer, even
for eash payment, at a greater discount than 10 per cent., or, in other
words, at a less profit than 23 per cent. to themselves. In return for this
pledge of fraternity they receive a ticket, and to none but the holders of
this ticket will the publishers supply any books except at the full
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publieation price ; so that any refractory refailer can be absolutely
deprived at a single Dblow of all such portion of his husiness as consisted
in the sale of new books. Any bookseller willing to content himself
with smaller profits than these dietatorially assigned to him is described
as an ** underseller,” and is forthwith deprived of his trade ticket by the
Execntive Council of the Association, and placarded thronghout London
as 2 man with whom, under pain of similar penalties, all trade dealings
are interdicted. Against this imperious proseription many hooksellers
have rebelled, and have applied, in their straits, to the authors
ihemselves for the works which the publishers refused to supply, till ab
length the system has been found insupportable, and an appeal is made to
the public.

It will, no doubt, be alleged hy the advocales of the existing practice
that it commands the assent of the vast majority of the {rade, as testified
by the subseription to the rules. This, however, can be no valid
evidence, for, in ihke face of such absolute powers as we have deseribed,
it is plain that the number of those venturing to dissent would he
exceedingly few. Condilions may be obvicusly dictated to hooksellers
without much resistance by those who can debar them from obtaining any
books to sell. We have attentively pernsed a cireular, Learing date last
month, in which the regulations of the Amalgamated 'ubl'shers are
directly defended, but we cannot discover any valid reason for this
anomalous interference with the free course of competition and the
natural operations of trade. On the other hand, as the ereat publishing
louses are generally retailers themselves, and as they thus take profit in
a double capacity, they would seem to have an obvious interest in
exerting their powers as publishers to enhance their remuneration as
booksellers. We hardly see how the difference hetween the actual cost
of a book's praduction and its price to the general purchaser can represent
anythirg but the cost of the agerey by which the books are distributed ;
and if this ageney can be performed, as is plain, upon terms more
reasonable than these assumed, it is difficult to imagine why the publie
sheuld be excluded from the Lienefit of the condition. 1If the author and
publisher of a book are Loth remunerated by a price of 10s, a copy, and
agents can Le found in abundance to undertake its distribution for Zs,
more, why should these agents be compelled to demand and the publie to
pay a sum of 13s. 6d, instead of 125, 7 These consicerations, on appeal to
us duly made, we have felt bound to submit to the verdict of opinion. If
anything ean be said for the system which is not apparent on its surface,
the readers of The Times will doubtless hear of it ; but in the meantime
we must express our beliel that the remonstrant bhooksellers have shown a
very good case,
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(From The Times of March 31, 1852.)
TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMLES.

Sir,—Observing an article in Your paper of this day on the subject of
the bookselling business, we beg to inform you that the question which
you discuss has been for some time under the consideration of Lord
Pmnpbull and several other eminent literary men, and we wait to be
informed of their conclusions. In candour to yourself your informant
should have acquainted you with this fact, before precipitating a
discussion which must shortly be settled by the judgment of those to
whom the question has been referred,

Permit us to add the following facts :—

The association is not a publishers’ association, but an association of
the book trade generally, and originated with the refail booksellers. As
publishers we are no further interested in it than so far as it has been
supposed to promole the solvency of the trade and the prosperity of
literary speculations. The sale of books by retail is so insignificant a
pirt of a publisher’s business that in supporting the association he eannot
be actuated by a desire to obtain the double profit to which you allude,

We are, Sir, your obedient servants,
LONGMAN, BROWN, & CO.
Muareh 30, JOHN MURRAY,

(FFrom The Times of April 1, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—In reference to the assertions made by Messrs, Longman and Co,
and Mr, Murray, in their letter published in this day’s Times, permit me
to remark that I believe your informant (whoever he may be) was not
wanting ‘' in candour to yourself ' in not stating ** that the question
which you diseuss has been for some time under the consideration of Lord
Campbell, and several other literary men,’" whose *‘ conclusions "' youl
correspondents deseribe themselves as waiting to be informed of.,

From letters whieh I have seen I am fully justified in believing that
Lord Campbell is in favour of free trade in books, and in affirming suech to
be the ease with respeet to Mr. Hallam and Mr. Carlyle. I know from
relinble anthority that Mr. Maeanlay strongly disapproves the
booksellers' eombination, and I find in an artiele on the Commerce of
Literature, in the April number of the Westminster Review, just issued,
the following unmistakable evidence of Mr. Gladstone's opinions on the
same subject :—

' Bix months ago Mr. Gladstone designated the association of
monopolists as ‘a combination alike in prineiple unjust, and in practice
injurious, both to the public and those engaged in trade.” He generously
added, * T would advise exhausting all the means of friendly persuasion
before placing them in a position before the world which, whatever view
they may now take, they would soon, I think, find to be damaging and
disagreeable,” The reader will infer from the following extract (from a



V]

letter addressed to us a short time since) whal answer the literary
protectionists received when they presented him with the circular above
referred to :—' 1 have made it known to more than one prominent
publisher of my acquaintance, in writing very recently, that only feelings
of personal regard have restrained me, up to this time, from taking more
public steps in the matter.” Mur. Gladstone has furnished a practical
comment on his own words by supplying certain  non-conforming
booksellers with his pamphlets on Ifaly, which his publisher, being @
member of the combination, could not sell to those persons.’’

I have good reasons for believing, Sir, that your correspondents would
have stated the case more correctly had they said, ** We have used our
utmost efforts to maintain the proteective prineiples of the Booksellers’
Association notwithstanding the expressed convictions of several eminent
authors, but if, in addition to our finding ourselves opposed to publie
opinion, their remonstrances should assume a threatening form, we must
yield to * the judgment of those ' whom it is our interest to conciliate.”

It seems to me, Sir, that your correspondents arve desirous of with-
drawing from the responsible position they have assumed by aseribing
the origin of the association to the retail booksellers. A glance at the
list of the members of the committee of the association, us given in the
number of the Westminster Review above referred to, will suffice to
convinee you that it econsisis, with, probably, two execeptions, only of
publishers, and the wholesale book-merchants of Paternoster-row, who are
interested in the maintenance of monopoly. Moreover, 1 can speak from
my own knowledge that, though Mr. Murray does nob encourage a retail
business, there are many publishers who do—Messrs. Longman and Co.,
J. H. Parker, Mr. Seeley, and Mr, Hatehard, for instanee— and who are,
therefore, ** actuated by a desirve to obtain the double profit to which you
allude.”

Let me add, in conclusion, that if, asis alleged, the association was
formed for the benefit of the retail booksellers, it seems searcely fair that
the chairman, Mr. William Longman, and bis publishing colleagues of the
committee should, in deference to authors, desert the post of protecting
them so soon as any hostile demonstrations are made.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
March 31. RICHARD BENTLEY.

(From The Times of April 2, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Having been specially named by Mr. Bentley in his letter printed
in The Times this day, Iam ealled upon, without any hostility to him, to
contradiet his surmise that the publishers, following his example, are
desirous of withdrawing from the assoeiation of the hookselling trade,
1f T were conscious of wrong or injustice in that association, or if I had
attached myself to it for selfish ends, I might be anxious to sneak away
from it. But it is not so. I feel convineed that it is a ealutary, nay, an
essential compact—formed among the members of the trade to save the
retail portion of it from ruin—such as has befallen other trades; which
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have now protected themselves hy similar mutual asscciations, On these
and other grounds I am confident that the learned Lord and other eminent
authors who have been invited to eonsider the question will not, whenever
the ease in all its bearings is laid before them, decide against the
association merely hecause certain intervested and ill-informed persons are
raising an outery against it; indeed, already more than one of those
gentlemen have consented to be passive, in consequence of representa-
tions of facts made to them, :

It has lLeen attemptel to establish an analogy Letween free trade and
this bookselling question. Suppose we admit it, let me ask why this free
trade competition is fo be confined to the retail booksellers 2 Ave they
not as muech entitled to their small gains as Mr. Bentley or I, as
publishers, or as the authors of the books, whose active agents the
retailers ave, to our larger profits 2 But the author and the publisher are
unassailable ; the free trade competition eannot reach them, beeause they
fix unalterably their own price. The author and publisher are by this
rule Protectionists in the fullest sense of the word.

The allowanee of 25 per eent. has been granted by the established
custom of, at least, 100 years. Experienee has shown that it is not too
large to enable the retailer (o display the authors” and publishers’ wares
in expensive shops, to grant long credit, to pay earriage, to keep clerks
and porters, and, above all, to speculate in the purchase of new books,
with the risk of having them left on his shelves unsold. The retail
booksellers now feel that the allowance is not move than enough, and it is
for that reason, and no other, that 1,200 hooksellers in London and
Westminster -alone have agreed to use their hest endeavours to prevent
their small gnins being scattered to the winds by the undermining
operations of a few undersellers. If Mr. Bentley can prove that 25 per
cent, is an extravagant remuneration, he will do me and other publishers
essential service by enabling us to substitute a smaller allowanece, and to
Lkeep the difference to ourselves, thus eutting the knot of the controversy,

But, indeed, this is not the case. My principle is ‘' to live and let
live,"”” =0 that on some books I give even a larger allowance than that
above named. Inno business are middlemen and retailers more needed
than in the commerce of literature. That they are not overpaid is
notorions ; and I eannot bring myself to conseni to the grinding down
to the dust a sel of men to whose exertions I, in common with all authors
and publishers, owe a great deal.

It is no valid argnment that the undersellers are willing to sell books at
15, or even 10 per cent. profit. They are solitary upstarts, who by this
means endeavour to fileh away the customers from old established houses,
and thus to earve out for themselves a short road to opulence.

If the whole trade become undersellers, I can foresee as the result the
destruction of some hundred existing houses, and the substitution of eight
or ten monster monopolists, and a very serious discouragement to
literature in general,

1 am, Sir, your obedient servant,
Albemarle-street, April 1, . JOHN MURRAY,
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(From The Times of April 3, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—In The Times of this morning Mr. Bentley has charged me by
name with being ** actuated by a desire to obtain a double profit,” in
endeavouring to defend the bookselling system of KEngland against a
change whieh I am sure would he injurious to all the parties concerned. I
beg leave to deny the charge. "

I was called upon by the retailers to join their association, and had no
hand in forming it. Mr. Bentley, having no retail shop, seems not to he
aware of the fact that it is almost impossible for any publisher to sell by
vetail on the average the twentieth part of an edition of any book. To
sell a large number of a hook a large number of shops must be employed,
and in proportion as the number of hooksellers’ shops is diminished, the
numhber of copies sold of any book will fall off. The principle of the
undersellers is to make one shop do the work of ten. Experience shows
that in the long run this is not practicable, and when Mr. Bentley has

only the undersellers to deal with, he will discover his mistake.
Your obedient servant,

Oxford, April 1. J. W. PARKER.

(From The Times of April 5, 1852.)

T0 THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Somewhat more than a year since I published a work of which
the advertised price is 12s. I have now before me an account up to
Christmas last, wherein I find myself eredited with the copies sold at the
rate of 8s. Gd. each. The trade custom of giving 25 for the price of 24
reduces this to somewhat less than 8s. 2d, Further, my publisher
deducts 10 per cent. commission for all sales he makes in my behalf ;
so that ultimately the net sum per ecopy payable to me hecomes Ts. 4d.
Out of this 7s. 4d. per copy I have to pay for the composition, printing,
paper, and binding ; for the advertising, whieh threatens to reach £50 ;
and for the 30 odd copies sent to the national libraries, newspapers, and
reviews. The result is that, though of its kind the book has been a very
cnecessful one, my account up to Christmas last shows a balance of £80
against me. Possibly in 18 months hence the work will have paid its
expenses, and [ am even not without hope that it will leave me some £10
in pocket as a reward for my two years’ toil. Should it do so, however, I
shall he unusually fortunate ; for my publisher tells me that the great
majority of works having, like mine, a philosophieal eharacter, entail loss,

Now, with all their skill in mystilication, the Booksellers' Association
will find it difficult to show that out of a selling price of 12s, the
proportion set aside to pay for printing, paper, binding, advertising,
gratuitons copies, and author, should be 7s. 4d., while 4s, 8d. may
reasonably be charged for conveyance to the reader. In these days of
cheap carriage 60 per cent. for cost of production, and 40 per cent. for
porterage, is a somewhat anomalous division.
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Mr. Murray says it is in great measure an authors' question. He is
right, and authors will prove much less intelligent than I take them
to be il they do not see how immensely their own interests, as well as
those of the publie, would be served by a diminution of these exorbitant
trade profits. Let any one refer to Porter's Progress of the Nution, and
there note the many ecases in which a small reduction of price has been
followed by a great increase of consumption, and he cannot avoid the
ipference that a 20 per cent. decrease in the vendor's eharge for a hook
would eause a mueh more than proportionate increase in its sale ; and as
this decrease would be in the cost of ageney, and not in the authors’
price, the extra sale would be so much elear profit to him. Books that
now entail loss would pay their expenses, and books that now only pay
their expenses would bring something like a reasonable remuneration.

Should the publishers and booksellers persist in their restrietive poliey,
which is injurious, not only to authors and the publie, but, 1 believe, in
the long run, even to themselves, I think that as a matter of business
authors will he justified in deelining to publish with any who belong to
the combination,

I am, &e.,
AN AUTHOR.

—
——i

(From The Times of April 9, 1852.)
TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—The controversy respecting the bookselling trade, which has
recently been brought belore the publie, may be simply disposed under
three heads :—

I. The necessity of a fixed and uniform retail price.

1. The interests of authors and publishers require that there should be
a number of persons engaged in the retail trade, through whom their
publieations may be brought under the notice of the publie.

2. For this purpose it is necessary that there should be a fixed retail
price, as every copy of a hook being a fac-simile of every other copy of
the same edition, the business would otherwise he monopolized by those
who were willing to sell at the lowest rate of profit.

3. It is, therefore, necessary, in order to maintain a respectable class of
retail booksellers, that the price of books should be maintained as uniform
as posgible, and that any discount allowed to the purc¢haser should also be
on one uniform system.

I1. Is the present rate of allowance to retail booksellers excessive or
not ?

A reduetion of the rate of profit on any branch of business has a
tendeney to reduee the number of persons engaged in it ; eonsequently
authors and publishers being concerned in supporting the retail hook-
sellers, are equally eoneerned in maintaining a fairv rate of profit on thag
branch of the business ; this is a point, however, in which the publie are
not in any way eoncerned, and in which the interests of anthors and
publishers are identieal, It may, therefore, safely be left to the arrange-
ment of the parties directly interested,
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II. Would any advantage be derived, either by authors, publishers,
retail booksellers, or the publie, by any alteration in the rate of discount
allowed on books ? :

1. If the practice in the trade be uniform, no change would be of any
advantage to the publie, as whether 5 per cent. or a0, it would be a
matter of ealeulation beforehand by publishers, who would fix their prices
accordingly.

2. If the practice is uniform, no advantage would be derived by the
retail bookseller from any change, for it is evident thab the only object
which undersellers have in view is to draw into their own hands the
business which wounld otherwise be dispersed among many different parties.

3. Nor would any benefit be gained by authors and publishers, as if it
is thoir interest to support the retail hookseller, and thevefore to main-
tain the present rate of profit in that branch of the business, it follows
that any inereased discount to the publie must either be deducted from
their own profits, or must be provided for by an addition to the nominal
price of hooks.

The whole question, then, resolves itself into this—Is it desirable thab
there should be any retail booksellers or not ? I believe it is tolerably
evident that the existence of that eclass is beneficial Lo anthors and
publishers, and eonvenient for the public. Nor need the reading publie
fear that they will be taxed for their maintenanee, as books being an
article of luxury, it will always be the interest of publishers to reduce
the price of their works to the point which will yield them the largest
profit. The manner in which the difference between the retail price and
the eost of production is distributed amongst the varions hranches of the
trade is therefore a question in which the publie are in no way interested.

I am, Sir, your obedient servantb,
April 8. A PUBLISHER.

(From The Times of April 14, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—As our firm has been for many Yyears one of the most constant
opponents of the Booksellers’ Association, and as we have suffered more
than any other honse from the operation of that combination, perhaps you
will permit us the use of your valuable journal in making known our case
to the publie. A

In our opinion there is nothing, either in the manufacture or she sale of
a hook, which takes it out of the eategory of artieles to which free trade
js universally allowed to apply. We cannot, therefore, view in any other
light than as arbiteary and oppressive the rules of the Booksellers’
Association to fix prices, for we hold that after a hook has lett the hands
of the- publisher, the retailer should be allowed to charge what he ean
get for his trouble in putting it into the hands of the reader.

As the question of the priee at which this office ean he performed
soems to be the point at which the controversy now stands, we wish to
aildress ourselves particularly to it. It has been shown very clearly that

-
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under the present trade vegulations the allowanee to the bookseller does
not altogether amount to less than 33 per cent., an allowance which, it is
asserted, is not too mueh to meet the eharges of expensive shops, of long
credits, and of speculations in expensive new books. We could fairly
answer, in reply to these assertions, that surely the retailer is the hest
judge of what he can afford to trade at, and that no person has any
concern in the matter, much less a right to dietate to him the ferms on
which he shall pursue his business. But we will waive this answer,
preferring to meet and combat our opponents’ positions point by point.
In the first place, we deny that, with the exception of hooksellers keeping
cireulating libraries, there is any necessity for expensive establishments ;
high-rented shops eonsequent on publie situations they are obliged to
have in common with other tradesmen, but there is nothing in the nature
of bookselling to make its expenses otherwise heavy. Secondly, we
assert, without fear of contradietion, that in the overwhelming majority
of eases hook-retailers do not speeulate in expensive new works., Asa
general rule, they execute their orders direct from the ** Row,' acting,
in short, as mere book agents. Thirdly, we answer to the question of
long eredits —Do not give them. Deal for eash where it is possible, and,
where it is not, shorten ecredit. * Small profits and quick returns "' is
the motto unconsecrated hy the ** enstom of the trade for the last
hundred years,”" doubtless, but still the motto of modern commerce, and
the one most conduecive to the interest of the bookseller and the hook-
buyer. ILebt us give an instance in point :—Macaulay's History of
England, published at £1 12s., and whieh cost the trade in quantities
£1 2s., is sold by the ** respectable bookdealer ™ at €1 9s., being 10 per
cent. off the published priece, and by the ** underseller "' (ourselves) at
£1 6s. Thus, our competitor makes a profit of Ts., and we of 4s., with
which we are very well contented, for, in consequence of our moderation,
we have probably sold four copies of this work in the same time, and with
the same establishment, as an average ** respectable hookseller '’ has
done. Our profit will then really stand as 16s. against his 7s., and the
purchasers will have gained 3s. on each transaction with us, Surely, the
publie eannot be mueh longer blinded as to the party in the trade with
which his interest lies, and surely the publisher must also perceive, if he
calmly reviews the question, that this is the system most ealeulated to
promote that solvency in trade which it is wrongly asserted the under-
sellers threaten with ruin.

The interest of the consumer as well as fhat of the active dealer we
have already shown to be consulted in a reduction of the present
exorbitant pereentage, which was forced upon the hookseller by the
association : and the interest of the author or producer is as clearly
identical with theirs, If 15 per cent. out of the 33 is suflicient to satisfy
the bookseller, the additional 18 per cent. would go to cheapen the
article to the publie; and, as it is well known that even a small
reduction in price greatly adds to the consumption of articles in daily
use, it follows that the author would profit pecuniarily and in fame by the
inereased sale of his works., From what we have already shown, then, it
appears that the only difference between the ** underseller © and the
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¢ yespectable bookseller '’ is, that the former is content to get a small
profit on a book, which he turns often, while the latter (in many eases
against his will, and in obedience to the behests of the association) allows
it to sleep upon his shelves, and then is foreed to ask the public to pay
him for his inaetivity.

Edueation, spreading as it does every day in widening rings, is rapidly
opening up a much wider market for moderately-priced literature than we
have hitherto enjoyed ; the tacties of the trade should therefore be
in accordance with this extension. It seems, on the contrary, bent upon
working in an opposite direction. In the long run the attempt must fail ;
but in the meantime, the regulations starve the author, c¢hloroform the
Lookseller, and mulet the public.

The prohibition against *f ticketing,”” contained in the regulations,
seems to us peeuliarly unjust ; for, what is the advantage of booksellers
paying high rents for publie situations if they are not allowed to make
the utmost legitimate use of this publicity ? Ticketing might he
“ mean,’ as it is called by our opponents, but we arve sure it is honest.
The objections urged against this system, when used by other trades, is
not applicable to booksellers. We can neither substitute an inferior
article for the one marked in the window, adulterate it, nor give short
weight, When a purchaser huys a marked book he is ecertain that it is as
good an article of the kind as he can cel for money.

It might be said by those of the combination, that we speak only to
oain our private ends ; but, surely, in wishing that the trade should be
free from barbarous trammels, we are asking nothing for ou rselves that we
do not wish our fellows to take advantage of. Hundreds ol them would
only be too glad to do so il they conld afford to act independently ; and
those who ean protest with us by either withdrawing {rom the association
or by refusing to join it. Among them will be found the names of Charles
Knight, Moxon, Bentley, Orr, Chapman, and Black, of Edinburgh ; while
the authors’ view of the question might be gathered from the support
given to free trade in books hy Giladstone, Maeaulay, Carlyle, and
M'Culloch.

In conclusion, we might, perhaps, be allowed to state that we see no
reason why we should alter the course we have pursued for so many
years, and that we do not intend to do so, whatever may be the result of
the conference which we hear isabout to take place, feeling convinced
that the only sound poliey to be pursued, and that which must in the end
succeed, is the simple one of letting trade alone.

We remain, Sir, your obedient servants,
1, Leicester-square. BICKERS AND BUSH.

(From The Times of April 14, 1852.)
TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir, It vequires some effort to entertain serious thought regarding the
principles attempted to be carried out by the Booksellers' Association.
Doubtless those who originated the society were actuated by the purest
and most disinterested motives ; but they have apparently forgotten one
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important faet which materially affects all organizations, namely, that
they live in the wyear 1852, It might have been all very well to have
started such an association a ecentury ago, when it was illegal to manu-
facture a blanket out of York ; bub to make an attempt to do so now is
surely indieative of temerity and inconsisteney.

The association can only sueceed in two ways ;—first, by diminishing
the eireulation of hooks ; and, second, by stimulating deception. Should
the bhooksellers of any town agree upon a uniform charge, and refuse to
allow any person more than 10 per eent., it is easy to prediet what would
be the result. Purchasers ol hooks would either diminish their outlays,
or transfer their custom to some tradesmen who might manage to make up
the difference to him in an indivect manner. The conscientious
tradesman, abiding by the terms he agreed to observe, would lose his
customers, while the less serupulous dealer would inerease his gains and -
multiply his enstomers at the expense of the upright trader.

But the sueeessiul operation of the association would have ihe effect of
diminishing the eirveulation of all works of merit. I have sold some 20 or
S0 copies of the popular edition of Mr. Layard's discoveries at Nineveh,
published by Mr., Murray. The book is issued at 5s,, hut was sold by me
at 4s. Gd. Now, I ean call to mind about two-thirds of the purchasers of
this work from mysellf, and I assert unhesitatingly, that searcely one hall
of this number of copies would have been disposed of by me if I had
adhered to the pullisher's priee. Does not the result elearly show, then,
that it was my interest as a retailer to sell the hook at 4s, 6d., and that by
80 doing the author and publisher were alike benefited ?

This attempt to fetter the dealings of the retailer is as contrary to
sound prineiples of freedom in trade as its establishment would prove in-
jurious to morality and good faith. It would eireumseribe the market of
the publisher and the remuneration of the author,

If publishers desire to serve the retailer and eonsult his interests, let
them endeavour to put down that system of indiseriminate eredit whieh
enables mere adventurers, without eapital or elaims to respectability, to
obtain books for the purpose of eonverting them into eash at any priee in
the anction-mart, regardless of the interests of the tradesman. They will
then confer substantial benefit upon the retailer, and lay him under
lasting obligation,

Yours respeetfully,
A COUNTRY BOOKSELLER.

(From The Times of April 15, 1852.)

Yesterday a Dody of gentlemen representing the Booksellers’
Assoeciations of London and the provinees waited upon Lord Campbell, at
Stratheden-house, Kensington, to confer with his Lordship and other
gentlemen of literary distinetion on the present position of the
bookselling trade. The deputation consisted of Mr. W. Longman (the
chairman of the Booksellers' Association), Mr. Murray, Mr. R. B. Beeley,
Mr. J. H. Parker (Oxford), Mr. Pickering, Mr. Deighton (Liverpoeol),
Mr., Simms (Manchester), Mr. Donglas (Kdinburgh), Mve. J..J. Miles,
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My, H. G. Bolm, Mr. Dalton, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Beilby (Birmingham), Mr.
Rivington, and Mr. Sampson Low (secretary to the London Assoeiation),
The noble and learned lord, who was aecompanied by the Dean of St.
Panl's (the Very Rev. Dr. Milman) and Mr. George Grote, received the
deputation with great courtesy.

Lomrp CAmrBeLL observed, that he had been ealled upon to render his
assistanee in settling the important question whieh had arisen in the
bookselling trade, and he certainly chould be very glad if, associnted with
such gentlemen as Dr. Milman, Mr. Grote, and others who might
afterwards assist them, he eould be of any serviee in arranging a matter
of great importance to the hooksellers of this ecountry. The eireumstances
under whieh they had met would be best explained by the following
letter, which he had received from Mr. Low, the secretary to the
Booksellers' Association :—

169, Fleet-street, April 8, 1852,

#“ My Lord,—I am directed to inform your Lovdship that the
committee of the Booksellers’ Association have this day met, and,
impressed with the importance, of giving serious consideration to the
present position of the bookselling trade, they have instrueted me to
request your Lordship to permit a few of their body to have the honour of
conferring with your Lovdship and such other literary gentlemen as it
may be agreeable to your Lordship should be present on the oceasion,

“ 1 heg to acquaint your Lordship that Mr. William Longman, who took
the ehair, informed the meeting that, having eonsulted Mr. Maecaulay, he
was encouraged to hope that your Lovdship would not object to sueh a
eonference as the committee have the honour to request, and that Mr,
Longman added, that Mr. Macanlay suggested it might be desirable that
Lovd Granville and Mr. Grote should be associated with your Lordship.
Mo this view the meeting gave their cordial assent.

“ [ am further direeted to submit to yonr Lordship's eonsideration the
addition of Sir Bulwer Lytton, Sir W. Page Wood, and the Dean of St.
Paul's, or the Rev. Canon Wordsworth,

“ Phe committee would esteem it a favonr if your Lordship would
inform me whether this proposal meets your approbation, and, il so,
whether your Lordship would wish me to take any steps to econvene Lhe
meeting,

T have also to inform your Lordship that the following resolution was
proposed by the chairman, and was unanimously agreed to, viz, :—* That
4 conference he invited between Lord Campbell, in conjunetion with a few
of onr prineipal authors, and eertain members of the bookselling trade,
for the purpose of deeiding whether the Booksellers' Association shall he
carried on under its present regulations or not, it heing nunderstood that
the decision of Lord Campbell and the other literary gentlomen shall be
hinding on the committes, who agree, if the decision be adverse, to
convene the trade and resign their funetions.” ™
He at once acceded to the suggestion, and he would have been most
happy had the other gentlemen mentioned in Mr. Low's note been
present to-day, but unfortunately Lord Granville was prevented from
attending by ill-health, and neither Sir L, Bulwer Lyiton nor Sir I’, Wood

=
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was able to meet them. Having considered it only right that on a
question of this nature hoth sides should be heard, he had requested that
Messrs, Bickers and Bush, Mr. Bentley, and other gentlemen who took
an opposite view to the Booksellers' Association should have notice of
this meeting, and be requested to attend. He had received, in reply to
that invitation, a letter from Mr. Chapman, complaining that longer
notice of the meeting had not been given him. He (Lord Campbell)
regretted that there should be any ground for such a complaint, but he
did not know that, under the eircumsiances, longer notice could well
have been given. He had also received a letter from Messrs. Bickers
and Bush in reply to the invitation addressed to them, stating that they
felt that upon this question compromise was impossible ; that the
inevitable tendency of the age was to open an unlimifed free trade ; and
that they felt assuwred no other arrangement would or counld be final.
They added that a letier from them appearved in The Times of that
(Wednesday) morning, explaining their view of the ease. He (Lord
Campbell) could only say, for himself and the gentlemen by whom he
was assisted, that they had not formed any opinion upon the question at
issue, hut that they desived that the most ample opportunities should be
afforded to all parties who took an intervest in it to lay before them any
statements, or to adduee any evidence, bearing on the matter,

Dr, Mirvaxy and Mr., Grore expressed their conenrrence in the
observations of the noble Lovd,

Mr. Loscyax then proceeded at considerable lengih fo explain the
ohjects of the Booksellers' Association, and the questions in dispute
between that association and a portion of the hookselling trade, termed
“undersellers.””  The managers and members of the association were, he
said, most anxious to afford to the gentlemen who had consented to act as
arbitrators or judges in this matter the fullest information, and the most
ample means of arviving at a just econclusion. He was deeply sensible
of the heavy responsibility which he ineurred in undertaking to open this
question, but he was fortunately supported by a large body of gentlemen
connected with all branches of the trade, not only in London, hat in
Scotland, in Manchester, in Birmingham, and in other provineial towns,
who would he able to aford information on any points with which they were
more familiar than himself.  He had firmly made up his mind that he
would not notice any letters, or statements, or articles which had
appeared in print ; otherwise, he must say, he wonld have felt inelined
to give an indignant denial to a great deal that had been published.  The
]'Jl'iil(*'l pal ohject of the Booksellers' Assaciation was to prevent those who
received the privileses of the trade on eertain implicd conditions from
enjoying those privileges withont fulfilling the eonditions, The main
privilege was that of veeeiving a certain discount from the retail price,
and the condition on which the privilege was granted was that the retail
price should be observed., The retail bookseller, on huying from the
publisher, received a certain agreed allowanee, on the supposition that he
was to obtain a eertain profit. Oceasionally the retail price of a book was
reduced, but the practice of the trade in such a ease was to go round and
“ gall in ' the books from those retailers who had bought them, and
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afterwards to supply to the retailers either the new editions or the same
books at a reduced priee, so that a fresh contract was made between the
publisher and the refail bookseller., He helieved that the trade was
condueted on these prineiples up to 1812. The ease of Mr. Lackington
had been mentioned as that of the first underseller. Now, it was
extremely diffieult to ascertain precisely upon Wwhat prineiples trade was
conducted some 70 or 80 years ago, but he (Mr. Longman) was convineed,
from Mr. Lackington's Life, that his system of underselling was totally
different from that of the present day. M. Lackington's system was one
which was extensively practised at this time, and whieh met with the
approbation of the publishers. Mr. Lackington was the Bohn of former
days, and Mr. Bohn was the Lackington of the present day. Mr.
Lackington bought ** remainders,’” the copies of unsuceessful books which
remained on the publishers' hands, and sold them at a reduced price.
Who were the first undersellers he did not know, but the first hooksellers’
assoeiation of which he could find any notice was set on foot hy the retail
booksellers in 1812. It was important, in passing, to observe that these
associations had all been established by the retail hooksellers, and the
publishers and wholesale booksellers had considered it their interest to
support sueh associmtions. About 1828 the associantion was remodelled,
and it was just previously to that time that the present system of
underselling arose. It was his firm convietion that the interests of
publishers and authors in this question were entirvely identieal, and that
what was for their interest was also for the interest of literature in
general. He thought the fact that the present system was for the
benefit of the booksellers was shown by the enormously preponderating
majority of booksellers who were in favonr of the regulations. The
present Booksellers' Association, which was established at a publie
meeting of the trade in 1848, was a revivification of the association of
1828, and many similar associations had sinee heen formed throughout the
country. He considered that the peeuliarvities of the bhookselling trade,
whieh differed from all others, afforded the main ground for supporting
such associations. He did not think that free trade principles were at all
applicable to the bookselling trade. The only class of articles the
character of whieh, in his opinion, approached that of those in which
booksellers dealt was patented articles. The bookselling trade was the
only one in which there wasa possibility of fixing a retail price, and in
which there was eomplete identification of the article. It was advisable
to buy many articles,—as, for instance, silk goods and hats,—from
tradesmen in whom they had confidence, because persons who were nob
judges of such articles might easily be deceived as to their quality.
There was, however, no doubt as to the identity of a book. If a purchaser
wanted Lord Campbell’'s Lives of the Chief Justices, he could not be pub
off with the late Mr. Townsend's Lives of the Judges. If Mr. Grote's
History of Greece was asked for, Bishop Thirlwall’s could not he substi-
tuted. This gave the power of fixing a retail price, and, as those who
dealt in such articles must have a profit, it was necessary that a certain
agreed allowance or discount should be given to the trade. It had bheen
suggested that books should De published without a retail price, but he
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thonght that wounld be throwing away one of the great and peenliar
advantages of the trade, and, instead of removing the existing evils,
would aggravate them materially., Books would then ba sold at one price
in one street, and at another price in another ; the public would have no
confidence that the right value was put upon them anywhere ; and the
whole trade would be thrown into eonfusion, Anpother peeuliarity of the
trade was that the allowance which was made to hooksellers beeame
known to the publie. He might so far deviate from his intention of not
noticing anything that had appeared in the publie prints on this subject
as to observe that a letter in that day's Times stated the allowanece of the
retail bookseller to be 33 per eent. The writer of that letter further
stated that the retail booksellers did not speculate.  But if they did not
speculate they -eould not get that allowance—they would only receive 25
per cent,  The writers went on to say that retail booksellers were surely
the best judges of the seale of profits whieh wonld enable them to earry on
their business, That was exactly what the Booksellers' Association said.
The retail booksellers, asa body, eame to them and said, ** Our present
profit is not too high ; we ask yon to maintain it " ; and on that point he
agreed with Messrs., Bickers and Bush., 'The publie seemed to entertain
a false impression that the profit of the retail hooksellers was larger than
that of other trades. The fact was, however, and his statement conld
easily be econfirmed, that the allowances for profits in other trades were
infinitely greater than in the hookselling trade., From 40, 50, and 60, to
100, or even more than 100 per eent., were no unfrequent profits in other
trades, but the publie had no means of knowing anything about it, Now,
from the facts of having a fixed retail price, of complete identification,
and of the neecessity of an agreed and adwmitted allowance to the
bookselling trade, arese a power of ecompetition which did not exist in any
other trade. It was very easy for a hookseller who wished to undersell to
advertise that he would take pff 10, or 15, or 20 per cent., and the
publie had ample means of knowing that they got such a reduetion ; while
a haberdasher, a hatter, or a glover might advertise his goods at a
reduction of 20 per cent., but the public had no means of knowing that
such a reduction was really made. A power of competition, as he had
said, existed in the bookselling teade whieh did nof exist in any other
trade, and, if the power of repressing that competition should be taken
away, a wild system of underselling would arise such as had never been
seen in this eountry in any trade whatever., Underselling, instead of
heing the exception, and thereupon, perhaps, profitable, would be the
rule, and thereupon, he helieved, the min of the whole teade. He
helieved that the result of doing away with this power of repression would
he the concentration of the trade in the hands of a few large monopolist
retail dealers, to the injury of literature, the inconvenience of the
publie, and the rnin of hundreds of booksellers from the Land’s-end to
John o' Groat's house. The effect would be that the stoek of country
booksellers, exeept in very few instances, wanld be eonfined to small,
low-prieed, and probably not very valuahle publieations, He believed
the ehange wonld tell especially upon the productions of new authors, and
that the interests of literature would in consequence suller most
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materially. A new author had difliculties enough to contend with already,
but he was satisfied that the abandonment of the power ol repressing
undue competition would inerease them tenfold. Ha regarded the retail
booksellers as a body of men who rendered essential serviee in promoting
the progress of education and the extension of literature thronghout the
country, and he hoped the noble Lord and his colleagues would, on
consideration, arrive at the conclusion that, if the plan of throwing the
trade open should destroy such a elass, the small and temporary
advantage which might be reaped’ by the public would be purchased ab
too dear a price.

Mr. MuURRAY observed that he was satisfied it would he found
impossible to earry on business upon the pretended profits of the wnder-
sellers. The same underselling had prevailed in other husinesses, anid
had been found to be ruinous. To show that the plan adopted by the
Booksellers' Association was carried out by other trades, he might
mention that he had in his possession a eirveular from a firm in the
neighhourhood of Manchester, who were manufacturers of muslins, stating
that they dealt with no customer who did not sign a paper engaging,
under the penalty of a fine, not to sell under eertain prices. The same
principle was acted upon by a great house in the oil trade ; and he was
informed that Messrs., Strutt and LEvans, of Derby, who manufactured a
particular kind of thread, would only supply it to dealers on condition
that it shonld be sold ata partieular price. It had been urged againsb
the booksellers that their system was an infraction of free trade
principles ; but he had the positive assurance that when Mre. Cobden was
in business for himself he never allowed his muslins to be undersold. He
had been informed also that Mr. Bright, who was manufacturing a new
deseription of earpets, would deal only with those persons who would
engage nob to sell them at a depreciated price. (A laugh.) He might
observe, also, that barristers and plysicians had fixed the amount of their
fees, and would not receive less than a eertain sum, The effect of the
change whieh certain persons were endeavouring to effect in the
hookselling trade wounld he this, that though there might be no
diminution in the number of standard books, by anthors of name, that
would be published, books by unknown authors would scarcely be
received. The result of an alteration in the present system would be that
he must reduce very much the number of books he publisiied ; for Le
cortainly wonld not trust undersellers, because he did not Lelieve their
profits were sueh as to keep their heads above water.

Mr. Doccras, of Bdinburgh, stated that the system of underselling liad
been established in that eity, but a meeting of the trade was held, at
which regulations were adopted for repressing the practice, and those
rules were subseribed by 173 out of 175 booksellers and publishers in
Edinburgh and Glasgow.

Mr. Low, in reply to some inquiries from Lord Campbell, stated that
the number of booksellers and stationers in London was rather more than
1,200, not more than half-a-dozen or ten of whom were undersellers.

Mr. Dartoxy eontended that the profits realized by booksellers were
much smaller than those obtained in other trades, and that if the trade
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were thrown open the competition would reduee their profits to a ruinous
degree,

Mr. Tavior (from Mr. Hatehard's) entered into some statements with
regard to partienlar works, to show the extent to which it was in the
power of retail booksellers to promote the sale of hooks which ihe} were
inelined to recommend.

Lorn Camrsein observed that there eould be no doubt that retail book-
sellers were quite indispensable to the success of literature ; but the
question was, whether that class would be best encouraged hy retaining
the regulations of the Booksellers' Association or by their abolition.

Mr. Simms, of Manchester, said he represented the whole trade of that
town, for all the undersellers without an exception had there joined the
association.

Lorp Camrpenn.—The heretics are all reconciled to the true church.
(A laugh.)

Mr. Simms proceeded to say that the opinion of the Manchester
publishers and booksellers was that any reduction in the allowanee to the
country trade would materially affect the sale of all new hooks. He then
went info some ecaleulations to show, asa proof that the present trade
allowance was not too high, that the retail booksellers in the smaller
towns did not on the average clear more than £130 a year, after defraying
the mecessary expeuses of their establishments, and that their profits
were far less than those of persons engaged in other trades, as grocers,
drapers, &e.

Mr. Beimusy, of Birmingham, showed, considerably in detail, the
expenses enfailed upon booksellers by executing the orders of their
customers for small pamphlets and the cheaper elass of serials, which
expenses, he eontended, were only met hy the profit they obtained on the
higher-priced class of books.

Mr. Pioekering briefly expressed his approval of the oljeets of the
association.

Mr. PARKER observed, that the hooksellers of Oxford were unanimously
in favour of the present regulations. In reply to questions from Lord
Campbell, he stated that in Germany the usual trade allowanee was abont
one-third of the retail priee, all new books being sent by the publishers
on sale or return, and that regulations existed against underselling. 1In
France, no system at all existed, but the allowance to booksellers varied
from 5 to 50 per cent. There were in Paris no wholesale hooksellers, and
if a person wanted a dozen or 20 hooks he had to go for them to nearly as
many different publishers.

Mr. Boun confirmed the statements of Mr. Parker with regard to the
foreign trade, and expressed his hope that the system of underselling,
which led to perpetual misunderstandings between the London hooksellers
and the country retailers, and between both parties and their customers,
would be put down. If the discount were reduced he was satisfied it
would be impossible to support the agencies thronghout the eountry.

Mr. SEELEY expressed his convietion, from personal knowledge, that the
gentlemen who managed the Booksellers’ Association had been actuated
solely by regard for the interests of the trade, of the publie, and of
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literature generally. After referring at length to some of the statements
in the letter of Messrs, Bickers and Bush, he observed that if the noble
lord and his associates should, upon consideration, be of opinion that
the Booksellers' Association were right, they would succeed in their
object—that of maintaining peace, and law, and order in the trade. On
the other hand, if the noble lord and the gentlemen by whom he was
assisted decided that the Booksellers’ Association were wrong, the end
would be chaos, confusion, and disorder.

Mr. MiLEs entered into some details with reference to the position of
houses in the bookselling trade (with one of which he is himself
connected), whose bhusiness consists execlusively in aecting as “ middle-
men "' between the great London publishers and the country retail
booksellers, their dealings being thus confined entirely to the trade. He
showed the large expenses which were necessarily ineurred in condueting
sneh establishments, in consequence, espeeially, of the wvast increase of
cheap periodical literature ; and contended that, even with the present
rate of trade allowances, the profits realized by such lhouses were not
exeessive—not amonnting on an average to more than about 4 per cent.

Mr. LoxeMAN then said he thought the statements of the gentlemen
who had expressed their opinions tended to show that the present amount
of allowances was not too large. As long as they had the present system,
however, there was great scope for underselling, the peculiarvities of the
trade rendering underselling very easy. As the result of that under-
selling, he feared that a ecompetition might arise which would destroy the
retail booksellers ; and he, and the gentlemen by whom he was
surrounded, were of opinion that if the retail trade were concentrated
in the hands of a few large monopolists, great injury would result
to literature, to the trade, and to the publiec. The main
question was, whether the change suggested by the opponents of the
Booksellers' Association would injure the retail booksellers or not. Ilis
opinion was that the competition that would arise wonld destroy them.
MThen, if a repressive system was necessary, it must be a coercive one.
Mr. Macaulay had said to his brother—** If you think that Mr. Bickers or
anybody else injures you, or injures my hook, by selling it at and under
price, by all means have no dealings with them.” Now that seemed
perfectly sound adviee, but, unfortunately, it would not accomplish the
proposed end, unless they had a coercive system. Mr. Miles, or Mr,
Boln, or a hundred other gentlemen, could supply Mr. Macaulay’s book
to Mr. Bickers or any one else. It was necessary, therefore, that the
trade should come to some arrangement among themselves, but that would
be useless unless a penalty was imposed for an infraction of the regula-
tions. He believed that if unrestrieted competition took place hundreds
of retail booksellers would he ruined. Mr. Bohn said the other day,—
It Mr. Bickers ean sell at five per cent. profit, I can sell at one,”” and
he feared the trade might be driven to act upon some system of that kind.
He believed they would fight until they reduced their profits to the
lowest possible ebb—to a percentage which would not pay them ; and then
the present system would be re-established by an engagement among
themselves not to sell under certain prices,
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After some desullory conservation with regard to the bookselling trade
in Ameriea,

Lorp CAMPRELL said the ease had heen very ably argued on the part of
the association ; but although a great deal of valuable information had
been afforded on the subject, he and his friends, Dr. Milman and Mr.
Grote, were not at present in a situation to express an opinion upon the
question, He thought the great desideratum was that they should hear
the other side, for in his opinion they ought to act upon the maxim
“Audi alteram partem.””  Even if he were convinced by the arguments
he had heard in favour of the assoeiation, he would like to hear the other
side, who might copvert him. (A langh.) Lord Eldon never would
decide any eause, however clear it might be, withoul hearing the side
against which he was ineclined. He (Lord Campbell) must say that his
mind was quite unbiased on this question, until he had a further
opportunity of information and discussion, but he thought it desirable
that they should hear the arguments of those who took a different view
of the question, without its being expected that those parties should he
bound by any opinion which he or his friends Mr. Grote and Dr. Milman
might express. If Mr. Bickers, Mr. Bentley, Mr. Chapman, or any other
gentleman wished to be heard, bhe would be most happy to meet them,
withont expeecting them to say that they would change their mode of
dealing in conformify. with any opinion expressed by himself or his
friends.

After some conversation it was arranged, that if any of the ** under-
sellers "' desired to argue the case against the assoeiation, Lord Camphbell,
the Dean of 8t. Paul's, Mr. Grote, and probably other literary gentlemen,

would be prepared to hear their statements, between the 16th and 21st
of May.

(From The Times of April 15, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—The only point brouzht forward hy Messrs, Bickers and Bush, i.e.,
the amount of trade allowanece, is one in which, as I endeavoured to show
in my letter of the 8th, the publie are in no way interested. Books being
an artiele of luxury, publishers will never he able to obtain a higher
price than the publie arve willing to pay ; and if any one should be so ill-
advised as to put too high a price upon his ecommodities, the competition
of other publishers producing similar works will soon teach him his
mistake. It follows then, that the subjeet now in dispute coneerns the
different members of the trade, and them alone. The question really is,
as to the kind of ageney which the publishers shall employ in bringing
their works under the notice of the publie ; and, whether they do this by
means of hawkers going from door to door, by commission agents, paid by
a percentage upon their sales, or by independent tradesmen, dealing with
whom and in what they please, is a2 question which the publishers may
surely be left to decide for themselves, If any publisher thinks the
allowanee too large he is fully at liberty to reduce it ; or, as has been
done in more than one instance, to make none at all ; but I am at a loss
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to discover what title Messrs, Bickers and Bush have to consiitute
themselves the arbiters of the manner in whieh the whole trade shall
conduet their business, The fact is, that the praetice of underselling has
rendered the system of large allowances to the retailer almost necessary
to his existenee, and the publisher must of course take this into
caleulation in fixing the price of his books. If, however, he employs too
expensive an ageney he will defeat his own purpose, but he must be left
to find this out by experience. I must again repeat, it is a question in
whieh the publie are in no degree concerned. The whole controversy
originates in the selfish attempt of certain parties to ereate a monopoly of
the retail trade, to defeat which the publishers found themselves
compelled, in self-defence, to unite in the assoeiation which the same
parties are now endeavou ring to destroy. Its simple object is to enforee
an uniform system of business throughont the trade ; that it has any
tendency to raise the price of hooks to the publie I altogether deny ; on
the contrary, I am prepared to maintain that by equalizing, it tends to
reduee prices. Its dissolution would, therefore, be an unqualified evil to
ihe whole trade, without any ecompensating advantage to the publie.
I am, Sir, your obedient servant,

Fleet-street, April 14, G. SEELEY.

(From The Times of April 16, 1852.)
T0 THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—I am a poor clergyman, and I have read with much interest the
recent correspondenee upon the bookselling system. Many, I am
persuaded, participate with me in surprise that men so respectable and
intelligent as those whose names figured in the deputation waiting upon
Lord Campbell yesterday should be found oecupying such ground.
Setting aside the prineiple ol free trade and fair honest eompetition which
are involved, the combination must be regarded as unjust by a diseerning
publie, and it is felt to be one which presses with mueh hardship upon
many purchasers,

Iam one of the working elergy. T rejoice in the possession of about
£100 a year. With this income my position as a London elergyman has
to be maintained, my bodily strength supported whilst visiting the
wretched abode of sickness and death, and my mind again and again
supplied with matter needful for the publiec work of the ministry. In
such a case standard works in divinity are not merely luxuries, but
essential requisites—just as needful as paper to the publisher, or as the
axe to the woodman. But who shall say how painfully perplexing has
oftentimes been the question, how shall these be procured? In the
eountry town of B——, 200 miles from the metropolis, I obtained a
discount of 20 per cent. from the published price. In London, where my
bookseller can and does send to the publisher for every volume ordered, I
with difficulty obtain 10 per cent. ; "and thus I have had the satisfaetion
of seeing a person receive for porterage alone 235 per cent., thongh he
invests little or no capital, incurs little or no risk, and might receive
payment when the books are delivered, I am at this moment under the
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necessity of paying three guineas for a work whieh onght in justice only
to cost me £2 125, ; and I feel that in being obliged to pay 1ls. for
no other purpose than having the book porterage from Paternoster-row,
I submit to a great injustice, being thus unable to purchase another work
which would be of essential service in the prosecution of my ministry.

It will appear, then, from the above remarks that Mr. Seeley makes a
great mistake when he afficms that ** hooks are articles of luxury,”” and
*“ that the present question is one with which the public are not
conecerned.”” The public are concerned with it, or ought to be, if it is a
combination to ride ronghshod over men who are content with reasonable
profits and quick returns, if it is a confederacy to dietale the terms and
the method in which the publie shall approach elevating and elevated
minds, This 1 coneeive is the case ; and I trust your powerful
influence, and an enlightened age, will thoroughly defeat so nnworthy an
object,

I beg to remain your obedient servant,
April 15. CLERICUS.

(From The Times of April 16, 1852.)
TO THE EDITOR CF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Mvr. Seeley, in his letter published in this day's Times, says—
“ If any publisher thinks the allowanee (of discount fo booksellers) too
large, he is fully at liberty to reduee it, or, as has been done in more
than one instance, to make none at all.” Permit me to contradiet this
assertion. In January last I determined to allow no discount on Ameriean
books, that I might reduce the price about 30 per cent, to the publie.
For this the ** Booksellers’ Association ' ealled me to account. 1
continued firm, was expelled, and the present controversy has arisen from

my resistance.
I am, Sir, your ohedient servant,
142, Steand, April 15, . JOHN CHAPMAN,

i —

(From The Times of April 16, 1852.)

We seem to have been quile justified in the anticipation that our
roaders would soon learn from one side or the other whatever was to be
said for or against the prineciples of the Booksellers” Association as affect-
ing the course of the trade. Sinee the appearance of our remarks, the
whole subject has been discussed in our columns by a long succession of
correspondents, and the pa rticular guestion in dispute, as we yesterday
reported, was argued at Stratheden-house hefore a Conrt of Honour
assembled for the purpose. Mr. W. LoxcuAx, as leading eounsel of the
Association, took occasion to diseard with forensic dignity all ** leiters,
o gfatements, and articles which had appeared in print "'—a proceeding
somewhat unreasonable in a distinguished printer, and rather disrespectful
to his constituents besides, for the correspondence alluded to came
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principally from his own party, and was commenced by a letter from his
own hand. Lovd CAMPBELL, who figures as the CranworrH of this new
Executive Council, very properly requested that the arguments on one
side no less than on the other might be brought formally under his
cognisanee, and thus relieve him from the neecessity of extrajudieial
inquiry ; but, as the general reader was alveady acquainted with the ease
produced on Wednesday, and ean sufficiently anticipate that presently to
follow, he may perhaps find his opinions verging towards the form of a con-
clusion hefore the delivery of his Lordship’s judgment. For ourselves,
we must needs be sensitive enough to the principles in dispute, Over
and above our duty to the publie, we cannot but entertain in the ** cause
“ of literature "' @ concern as lively and personal as consists with our
corporate existenee, for whatever per tains to letters pertains to us, and
if the ‘' interests of aunthors '’ ave as closely involved in the (question as
Mr. MURRAY conceives, there is little danger of our bias being opposed
to this gentleman’s opinion. We must now, however, plainly declare that
we think the Association has failed to establish its case, and that sueh
hesitation as we might formerly have felt has vanished before the exposure
of the subject.

Why should the publisher of a hook, having caleulated the fair cost of
every ingredient in its produetion, and fixed a price accordingly at which
he can deliver it to the retail dealer with a due profit to the author and
himself, proceed to step out of his proper capacity, and eharge himself
with the regulation of the retail dealings? To this question the
publishers reply, that the ease in dispute is not their own, but that of the
retail dealers only ; that the Association is essentially a society, not of
publishers, but of booksellers, and that the former have only contributed
their indispensable co-operation in deference to the representations of the
latter. We cannot forbear remarking that the documentary evidence
before us is scarcely reconcilable with the idea of such disinterestedness
on the part of the great publishing firms, but we are ready to accept their
present avowals, and to exclude them altogether from consideration,
according to their own request, merely observing that in this ease they
must at once desist from opposition to the unbiased views of the trade,
and that they owe something to the publie at large as well as to their
immediate customers.

From this point, therefore, the argument, as far as we can methodize
the expositions delivered, appears to take the following form, It is urged
that the interests of authors, as well as those of readers, demand that the
greatest possible currency should be given to new publications, that this
currency can only be ereated by a multiplicity of shops, and that this
multiplicity of shops could never be maintained except by a system
repressing competition and securing all dealers alike in a fixed rate of
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profit. If publishers, it is said, like other wholesale dealers, distributed
their hooks fo all applicants indiseriminately, without eoncerning them-
selves about the further sale of their wares, the result would he a
monopoly of the retail trade by five or six large houses, * to the injury,”
as Mr. W. LoxayMAN prophecies, ** of literature, the inconvenience of the
** publie, and the ruin of hundreds of booksellers.” These are doubtless
prospective calamities, but we secarcely see why they must be expected
to ensue, By the present system, when a book has been produced, and
is ready for delivery to the public at a certain price, say 15s., an
organized combination of publishers ensures that it shall not be purchase-
able under £1, although the difference between the greater and the less
of these sums cannot possibly represent anything but the cost of distribu-
tion, and such a duty would be eagerly accepted on much lower terms.
What the ** interests of literature and the convenience of the publie ™
manifestly require is simply that books shall be sold and saleable in the
greatest possible number, and all eaperience is against the conelusion
than an extension of sale ean follow from a magnified price. Surely Mr.
Macavray's History—which seems to be the favourite example—would
be sold with greater rapidity at 20s. than at 29s.  Doubtless there may
be advantages from a multiplication of book-shops, but why these
agreeable resorts should necessarily be diminished in number by the
opening of the trade we really cannot discover, We presume the
anticeipation must be, that whereas only a much larger business could be
remunerative at a reduced profit, the trade would thus be collected round
five or six centres, to the destruction of small establishments. But is it
not reasonable to expeet that with a general reduction of prices there
would spring up a general inerease of business done ?  May not each
bookseller hope to sell two copies for one when he takes 12 per cent. profit
instead of 26?2 And, even il the number of establishments should be
lessened, would not the interests of literature and the convenienee of the
publie receive more than a compensation from the universal fall in prices ?
Surely, if a greater number of books find their way into eirenlation, the
interests of ‘' literature and the publie "' would gain, althongh the
number of retail shops should be diminished., As to the booksellers
themselves, although, as we have before remarked, we atfach but little
weight to an aequiescence which is as likely to be due to coercion as
conviction, we ean easily believe that a eonsiderable number of esta-
blished honses would eoncur in approving a system which preserves them
from the spur of competition, and places the enterprising and the sluggish
on the same dead level. But this, though it may be termed an advantage
to the trade, can ecertainly not be for the ** eonvenience of the publie or
“ the interests of literature,”

“ The principal object of the Booksellers’ Assoeiation,” said Mr. W,



27

LoNeMAN, ““ was to prevent those who received the privileges of the
¢ tpade on certain implied econditions from enjoying those privileges
¢ without fulfilling those conditions—the main privilege being a certain
¢ discount from the retail priece, and its condition being that this retail
¢ price should be observed.'” But surely this is a strange deseription of
a plain commercial transaction. The publisher of books is a wholesale
manufacturer, The price called the * trade price ' is the wholesale
price of his commodities, a priee which is so fixed as duly to remunerate
all parties who have been hitherto concerned in their produetion.
Beyond the receipt of this price, even by his own showing in the present
dispute, he has no proper conceri. The ** retail price,’’ that is to say,
the price which results from the addition to the wholesale price of the
cost of distribution, is no business of his ; and when a dealer applies to
him for a certain consignment of books, it is hard to see how heis
asking a greater *‘ privilege "' than a tradesman of any other deseription
who earries his custom to a whelesale house, or how the wholesale house
in this case, any more than others, should assume the right of affixing
¢ eonditions *’ to the bargain. In point of fact, the publishers themselves
now admit that they have no such rizht, but that they merely exercise
the power in compliance with the assumed interests of their customers,
Bub ave these interests those of the public 2 or are they such as should
be supported by a system of organized coercion ?
It is exceedingly amusing, and should be not a little instructive, to see
how pionsly the name and theory of actual ** Protection '’ are eschewed
by the advoecates of the Association. As if econseious that gsuch doetrines,
purely avowed, would be the ruin of their cause, they earnestly proelaim
themselves Freetraders, but argue that theirs constitutes an exceptional
case to the overruling principles of free trade. They declare one and
all, with great statistical display, that upon less than the present profits
the booksellers ** can’t live.”" If this is indeed the case, there can be no
necessity for an Association to prevent them from doing so. II a
bookseller must charge 25 per cent. profit, he will do so under the
operation of necessity much more surely, and far more naturally, than
under the dietation of the Exeeutive Council. It is certainly possible, as
Mr. W. LoxGMAN predicts, that books under such freedom of trade might
be sold ** at one price in one street and at another in another,” according
as one dealer found it practicable to *‘ live ' upon less than another ;
but this, we take it, is a very general aspect of wholesome trade. To put
the whole case in a very few words, the natural course is for publishers
to supply all comers with all they ask for at the trade or wholesale
price, and leave the price to the public to be regulated, as in all other
trades, by the arrangements of the retailers. Whether this might ereate
any materinl changes of business we cannot take npon ourselyes to say ;
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but it is, at any rate, not likely to ecause so much embarrassment as an
artificial protective system, which has actually set the trade by the ears,
and has driven its advocates, like engineers upon * strike,”’ to sue for

the warrant of an umpire, as something less obnoxious than the tyranny of
a club,

(From The Times of April 17, 1852.)
TO: THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Some years ago I eame from a remote part of Scotland to settle
in London, and among other things that astonished me in this huge eity
was the diflienlty of getting, when 1 wished to purchase books, what ** in
our parts,”” is known as “* teachers’ allowanee.”” The allowance is 12}
per ecent., and it is readily made on all books purchased by teachers.
Moreover, six months' eredit, or even 12 months' is generally given. In
the remotest corners of Seotland books are got on these terms ; but in
a tolerably important suburb of London, where I was personally known
to the booksellers, 1 was distinetly refused, on applying for hooks at that
rate. As hooks were not luxuries with me (what a notion for a hookseller
to propagate !), but the very tools and implements of my trade, I
determined to send to my old bookseller in Scotland, and accordingly 1
got him to forward a small parcel now and then, the 12! per cent. doing
a great deal more than pay the re-transmission of the books from Seotland.

On showing a bookseller here how I managed, he agreed to supply me,
as a great favour, at the same rate, bhut roundly asserted that he could not,
earry on his business at less than the 25 per cent. profit. He was quite
unable to explain {o me how I had no difieulty in getting London books
at Banff or Inverness for less than he charged me within four miles of the
“ Row,”" and as to shop rent, on which he was fain to enlarge, 1 stopped
his mouth at onece, by telling him that in Glasgow, where shop rent is
double what it is in the suburb I refer to, the same discount was allowed.

The sole effect of the present system of doing business in London—
besides limiting the sale of books—is ip serve the extremities of the
empire by punishing the centre. We in London pay 10s. for a book,
which we ounght to get for 7s. 6d., that the publisher may sell the work
at the same price in the Shetland Islands, or at Caleutta, or Sydney.
This is highly unfair to us. Every locality has its advantages and its
disadvantages, and it is absurd to equalize one thing, other things being
quite unequal. The man in Shetland has his lamb's wool stockings for
6d., while we pay 2s. for them. The man at Sydney rejoices in mutton at
2d. a pound, while the London butcher charges 8d. Now, there ought to
be a per contra to this, and as we are at the seat of the book manu-
facturers we ought to profit by our position. Eooks ought to be cheaper
in London than anywhere, but the faet is they are dearer. The cheat is
now found out, and it won't be submitted to. I shall be ashamed of my
countryman, Lord Campbell, if he does not give a distinet deliverance
against the Amalgamated PEooksellers. Mr. Newton's claims ** to rule
the destinies of his trade "' are not so absurd as Mr. W, Longman's. The
system has nothing but '‘old repute, consent, and custom,” to
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recommend it, and it eannot be much longer maintained. ‘¢ The interests
of literature !’ are being strangled by its pretended friends, but with
The Times as our decus et tutamen we shall not despair.
I am, &e.,
April 16. ’ EDUCATOR.

—_— =

(From The Times of April 17, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Will you allow one who wasa bookseller before this association
was thought of a small space in your journal 2 The deputation who
represent the association stated, on their visit to Lord Camphell, that it
is supported by the retail booksellers. It is, Sir, supported by the retail
booksellers in mueh the same way as the prisoners supported the Black
hole at Calentta—they cannot possibly get out of it. Let any retail
hookseller express and act upon an opinion that such a restriction is
injurious to the trade and to the publie— and what is the result 2 Every
one acquainted with the trade knows that a line is drawn under his
account in the ledgers of half-a-dozen great houses, and he is a ruined
man. And beyond this, granting for a moment that such restrictive
principles are both wise and fair, the association does not do its work.
You inserted a letter from Messrs, Bickers and Bush on this subject.
They cannot, not having signed the declaration, obtain Maecaulay's
England from Messrs. Longman, the publishers. How do they obtain
them at trade price ? Why, Sir, some accommodating friend, who thinks
that

“ (onscience ought to have a vacation,

“ Like all the other courts of the nation,”
when it is not term time in that court allows Messrs, Bickers and Bush to
have the books at the price they cost at Longman's trade sale,

I have watched the operation of this institution since its com-
mencement, and am thoroughly convineed that, while it has in many
instances compelled the public to pay more for their hooks than they
would otherwise have done, it has fostered among the trade a system of
subterfuge and duplicity.

I enclose my card, and am, Sir, your obedient servant,
April 16. AN OLD BOOKSELLER.

e ey

(From The Times of April 27, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—We find that Mr. Simms stated, al the conference held at
Stratheden-house on the 14th inst., that ** he represented the whole of
the Manchester trade, for all the undersellers, without an exception, had
there joined the association.”

This being caleulated to econvey a very erroneous impression of the
ways and working of this and, as we believe, all other booksellers'
associations, we beg to state that we opposed its formation as far as was
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possible.  We refused to attend its meelings or acknowledge its
authority, and did not sign the rules until compelled to do so by our
London accounts being actually elosed,

Other houses in Manchester are in the same position with regard to
the association, hut we leave them to make their own disclaimer,

We are, Sir, your obedient servants,
BURGE AND PERRIN,
15, Princess-street, Manchester, April 17.

—m— - - —— =

(From The Times of May 4, 1852,)
TO THE EDITOR 0OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—In the recent discussion respecting the book trade, the subject
has heen prefty fully dealt with by the representatives of the trade, as
far as publishers and retail hooksellers are concerned. Those discussions
have, however, raised a question necessarily affecting other interesis than
those of manufacturers and sellers of books ; and we have found it
needful to eonsult authors and others interested in literary property as
to their views and wishes on the subject.

We have aeccordingly submitted for econsideration the following
question, requesting that answers and observations may be forwarded fo
us, with permission to make use of them in furtherance of a settlement of
the matier in dispulie. But, as there are many persons interested to
whom we have not the means of forwarding a private communication, may
we heg to be favoured by your powerful aid in making our request
universally known ?

 QUESTION :—

“ If a retail hookseller, of ascertained eredit and respectability, applies
to your publisher for copies of any hook in which you are directly or
indirectly interested, which he is ready to purehase on the terms at which
the puhlisher has offered them to the trade at large, but with the avowed
intention of retailing his purchases at a smaller profit than that provided
for belween the wholesale rate and the refail price fixed for single
copies, do you consider the intention to =ell at a low rate of profit a good
and suflicient reason why the publisher should refuse to supply him with
books whieh he is ready to purchase and to keep in stoek atl his own
risk ? "’ We are, Sir, your obedient servants,

JOHN W, PARKER AND SON.

West Strand, April 29,

(From The Times of May G, 1852.)

On Tuesday evening a meeting, very numerously attended by
booksellers and authors, took place at Mr. Chapman’s, 142, Strand,
with reference to the system of * protected ' profits enforced by the
London Booksellers' Association.

Mr. Cuaries Dickexs took the ehair and said that, though he hesitated
at first to do so, as the question struck him to be purely a booksellers’
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one, he had been induced to accede fo the request, being on principle
opposed to any system of exclusion and restriction, and in favour of
every man having the lree exercise of his thrift and enterprise.

Letters were then vead from Mpr. Cobden, Mr. Thomas Carlyle,
Myr. J. 8. Mill, Professor de Morgan, Mr., Henry Cole, C.B,, Mr. James
Wilson, M.P., Mr. W, J. Fox, M.P., Mr. G. Combe, Mr. G. R.
M’ Culloch, Mr. W. E. Gladstone, M.P., Mr. Chambers, of Edinburgh,
M#. Leigh Hunt, Mr. Howitt, Dr. Pereira, and others, all expressing a
decided condenmation of the course taken by the London Booksellers’
Association and of the existing arrangements in the book trade.

Mr. Joun CuarMax then explained the reasons which had indueed him,
and others who (hought with him, not to take part in the eonference
before Lord Camphell. Sinee then he had received an invitation to
attend a second meeting at his Lordship’s, and he had writien a gualified
reply, which he read to the meeting. Mr. Chapman concluded by reading
a long and carvelully prepared statement on the guestion at issue.

Mr. Banpage moved the first vesolution, and said that he had used the
state of the publishing trade as an illusiration in a chapter on
“ Monopoly ' in his hook ealled The Econony of Manufactures, writien
20 vears ngo. He believed the ehanges contemplated would ultimately be
best for all parties, and that the fears at present entertained would, in
the end. he found without foundation. Kxchange was not the gain of
one over the olher, but ihe common gain of both over nature. That was
the simplest argument in [avour of free trade.  Again, it was bad in
commerce that there should he any eneumbrances on it. Of the
oppression which they had met to remedy he had seen examples, and he
knew no reason why the book trade should he an exception to the general
law of free trade. All the laws of political economy depended on cert ain
very simple rules of nature, and when it was not so he very mueh doubted
them. As to combinations, he would, if he had had the influence with the
workmen in 8 recent dispute which he once possessed, have done every-
thing in his power to prevent them turning their power to their own ruin.
1f one party, however, in a trade comhined, anot her must do so also ; and
he would conelude hy proposing—

“Phe principles of free trade having now heen established by
experience as well as hy argument, it is the opinion of this meeting that
they ought to be applied to hooks as to all other articles of commerce.”

Mr. BeLL seconded the resolution.

Mr. Savxners pointed out that the existing arrangementis must have
originated on behall of the retailer to protect him against the undue
competition of the wholesale dealer. He defended the amount of diseount
allowed from the charge of being exorbitant.

Mr. NovELLo exposed the fallacy of any arrangement for defending
retnilers against wholesale prices by the familiar example of the price of
beef at the meat salesman's in Newgate-market and at the butchers’ at
the West-end.

Mr. G, WiLLis regarded the question as entirely a hooksellers’ ane,
and deprecated a low scale of profits as highly injurious to that class,
He felt convinced that the object of the present meeting was to bring
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down their profits. If the objeet was to reduce the paper duty he could
understand it, but the real intention was to ernsh the hooksellers.

Mr. SorHerN, as a retail , bookseller, expressed his opinion that the
question was an authors’' question. The hookseller entered info the risk
with the publisher and the author ; and, if the present arrangement were
altered, the works of unknown men would fall flat and dull upon the
publie. Free trade had nothing to do with the question, Free trade was
an exeellent thing in general, but free trade in hooks was not good.
(Launghter.) He therefore moved an amendment.

Mr. WiLLis seconded the amendment, which, however, was withdrawn
on a suggestion of the chairman,

The original resolution having at length been earried,

Mr. Coanies Knvicur moved

“That the principles of the Booksellers’ Association ave not only opposed

to those of free trade, hut ave extremely tyrannieal and vexalious in their
applieation, and result in keeping the prices of books mueh higher than
they otherwise would he, thus restricting their sale, to the great injury of
authors, the publie, and all eonnected with literature,”
He pointed out, as illustrations of the inequalities referred to in the
resolution, that books were made as cheap at Aberdeen as within 100
yards of Paternoster-row, and that if a bookseller wanted to sell a work
for 24s_, the publisher eame in and said, ** No, you must take 30s, for it.”’
He entirely denied that there was any intention to depreciate the profits
of booksellers, and the names of M'Culloeh, Mill, and Wilson were
evidences of this, as well as {he presence of so many eminent men in
literature and science,

Mr. Toxt Tavieor seconded the resolution. He did not know whether
the gentlemen who had been proposing amendments were in the habit of
reading the books they sold (laughter) ; but if they did, and referred to
the first volume of M'Pherson's History of Commeree, giving an account
of the tyrannical rvestrictions on trade in the 14th eentury,—if they did
s0, they would see that the principles of free trade did especially extend
into the internal relations of trade, They would find that trade was then
guarded as rigidly by restrictions as the gardens of the Hesperides,
though there must have been very few golden apples to be picked up.
(Laughter.) He ecame there as a consumer of hooks—a hookworm only—
and he predicted that, as the farmer and the shipowner had been
compelled by the publie to yield to free trade, so would the bookseller
also. (Hear, hear.)

Mr. Busu supported the molion, whieh was earried unanimously.

Professor NEwysaAN moved the next resolution, which was :

““ That this meeting considers the peculiarvity of the hook trade—viz.,
that the publisher fixes and advertises the retail price of his publications
—no valid argument for the maintenance of the present resirictive
system, and that the less the oflice of promoting the retail sale is
centralized in the publisher, and the more it devolves on the local
bookseller, the better for the commerce of literature.”

Professor AxstEp seconded the resolution. He eould not understand,
and had never heen able to make out, why the book trade should contain
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the peeuliavities pointed out, and he considered that the trade mighb
very fairly be left to itself.

The resolution having been agreed fo,

Professor Owex moved the next resolution, which was :—

“That the trade restrietions, falling as they do with peculiar
severity upon books of a comparatively limited circulation, greatly retard
the spread of the higher branches of science and philosophy by rendering
it unprofitable, and indeed dangerous, to publish works devoted to them."”

Dr. Laxcaster seconded the wmotion, which having been earried
unanimously,

Mr. WarDp moved that,—

“ That experience having repeatedly shown that trades with artificially
high profits and a small market gain by being foreed into the natural
system of low profits and a large market, this meeting is of opinion that
the abolition of the present restrietions, so far from injuring the boolk-
selling business, will greatly benefit it."

Me., J. CHAPMAN seconded the motion, which was supported hy
Mr. G. CrUICKSHANK in a short speech, enforcing a kind and good-natured
feeling among all parties in the gquestion.

It was then arranged that Mr. Dickens should forward a copy of the
resolutions, with a letter, to Lord Campbell, and

The proceedings terminated with a vote of thanks to Mr, Dickens for
his econduct in the chair,

(From The Times of May 13, 1852.)

Mr. GrLADSTONE, in the House of Commons on May 12, 1852, said :—
It is probably within the knowledge of many whom I am addressing that
a most interesting, and, I think, a most important struggle, is now in
progress in the book trade (hear, hear); that, as I think most unfortu-
nately, a large number of the booksellers of London and of the country—
some say using the publishers of books as their instruments, others say led
on and authorized by the publishers—are attempting by restrietions, as it
seems to me, of a most impradent and unwarrantable character, to prevent
the price of books, which is so enormously high, from being mitigatedeven
to the extent of a few shillings per cent. by the enterprise and energy of
those among the retail traders who are disposed to give the public the
advantage of that enterprise and energy,  (Hear, hear.) 1 think it would
be very unjust at the present moment (o bear hard npon this body of
publishers and booksellers, heeanse, inoa spivit which 1 think does them
honour, they have consented to vefer the guestion to the judgiment of some
distinguished persons (hear, hear) ;3 and at Chis moment Lovd Campbell,
with Mr. Grote and the Dean of St, Paul's, is engaged in the considera-
tion of this question ; and they have, 1 believe, kindly undertaken to give
their judgment upon it. (Hear, hear.) To that judgment, I believe, the
London traders in books are prepared to submit. (Hear, hear.) T must
confess I eaunot much doubt what it will be. (Hear.) The House should
be aware what is the exact nature of the question, The publishers of
books are in the babit of supplying the retail traders at a fixed price, that
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price being usually (with the exeeption of the ease of wholesale purchases)
at a discount of 25 per cent. upon the publishing price. The custom of the
retail trade is, not to grant the publie who purchase a greater discount
than 10 per cent., leaving 15 for the retail trade. Some retail traders say
they can give a greater disconnt than 10 per eent.; but then this
combination steps in and says, ** You shall give no greater discount than
10 per cent. to the publie, and, if you do not come under an engagement
to that effeet, we by combining among ourselves will exclude you from the
trade in books ; " that is, deprive you of the means of livelihood in the
voeation to which yon have devoted yourself. This restrietion is in my
view a greal evil. (Hear, hear.) 1 do not pretend to ecompare the price of
new publications with that of articles of bodily subsistence in regard to the
urgency ol the questions they reaise ; but I do say, that it is a very great
evil that the price of books should be raised above what may be ealled the
natural and legitimate amount. (Hear, hear.) And farther, I venture to
say, that the state of the book-market, exeept so far as it is partially
mitigated by what are ecalled eheap publieations, is a disgrace to the
present state of eivilization, (Loud eriesof ** Hear, hear.”’) The eontro-
versy now going on with eertain retail traders, who in my opinion deserve
great eredit for the energy with which they have stroggled against the
power they have endeavoured to cope with, is but a part of a system,
(Hear.) I wish the House were aware of the facts in regard to the pro-
duetion and the sale of books in this country. The trath is, that monopoly
and combination have been so long applied to the whole subject, that they
really have gone near,—I do not say to the extinetion of the trade, hut to
reducing it to its minimum. (Hear.) We have a eountry that has by far
the largest eduoeat d elass in the world., (A Member,—* There is
Ameriea.”’) I was thinking of Europe, but, even taking Ameriea into
aceount, we have a country in whieh the elass that ought to be purchasers
of new hooks is the largest in the world ; I mean the educated class in
that sense—the men in possession of such fortune as ought to make them
the natural purchasers of new publications. That elass in  this
country is counted by twenties, and by filties, I might almost
say by hundreds of thousands, But what is the fact with regard
to the state of the book-market ? It is, that with the exception of
certain  very highly-esteemed and distinguished aunthors—with the
exception of such cases ns Mr. Maeaulay's History of England,—what are
called new publieations, notonly in a majority of eases, but in an enormoug
majority, seaveely ever pass a sale of 500 copies,  An immense proportion
of those that are published do not pay their expenses at all ; and I believe
the proportion of them passing the sale of H00 eopies in this country, with
its enormous means for the eheap produetion of hooks, and lor supplying
an extensive demand for them, is not more than something like D per cent. ;
or, at any rate, not more than from 1-20th to 1-10th of the whole number
produced. (Hear, hear.) Now, what is the consequence ? It is a matter
within our personal experience. The purchase of new publications is
searcely attempled by anybody individually. (Hear, hear.) You go into
the houses of vour friends, and, unless in the ease of hooks for which they
have a professional waut that must be satisfied, or unless they happeu to
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be persons of extraordinary wealth, you do not find copies of new
publieations upon their tables, purchased for themselves ; but you find
something from the eireulating library, or something from the book elub.
(Hear, hear.) But, what ave these book elubs and book societies, which
are engaged, with such an enormous loss of time and waste of machinerys
in the distribution of books throughout the country ? They are the
ingenious expedients which, under the pressure of necessity, men have
adopted to mitigate the monstrous evils they experience from the
enormously high price of books, and satisfy in some degree their own
demand for that deseription of mental food. (Hear, hear.) Let the House
observe too how, in cases of this kind, one gystem of combination
generates and maintains another. It has been the practice of the book
trade to combine (I do not use the term offensively) against the publie ;
and what is the consequence ? The printers combine against the book
trade (hear, hear), and very naturally. (Hear.) Ask a publisher why the
price of books is so high; he will tell you one reason is ** the printers
have entered into a combination against us ™ (hear) ; and is it nob
perfectly natural that if the journeyman printer sees the publishers and
booksellers eombine against the publie he will say, ™ I will step in and
got a share of the fruits 27" and so it is. (Hear.) T hold in my hand n
paper which has reached me, and other members I suppose, signed by
two persous on behalf of the London Society of Compositors, and they say,
“ We draw your attention to Mr. T. M. Gibson’s motion for the repeal
of the taxes on knowledge; we believe that those taxes present
unnecessary obstacles to the spread of useful knowledge nmong the publie
generally.” But I should like to kuow whether it is not also the case
that the London compositors, who have so genial a sympathy with the
right hon. gentleman, and so anxions a desire for the spread of useful
information, are and have been for some time in strict combination
together, and that the terms and effect of the combination are to raise the
price of printing per sheet in London, and Oxford, and Cambridge, and I
believe some other places, at least 25 or 30 per eent. above the price at
which it ean be executed anywhere else. (Hear, hear.) Now 1 hope,
whenever the Chanecellor of the Exchequer may be in a condition to
propose to the Honse a remission of the paper duty, these matters will
be well looked into (hear, hear), anid that we shall take care that the
publie revenue is not given away for the purpose of facilitating or
promoting the extension of these eombinations, (Hear, hear.) The
Government, no doubt, ean do a great deal for the relief of this immense
evil ; individuals canuot do it. Il a particular person who has a work to
publish chooses to say, *“ 1 will fix the price at one-hall the ordinary
amount,” he merely makes a vietim of himself, without acting in the least
upon the state of the market, or acting sonsibly upon the demand for his
own book, because the consequence of a bad system has been to generate a
machinery adapted to it, and ook elubs and societies are not sensibly
alfscted by the price of a hook being more or less (hear, hear), and the
oparation of the natural and healthy play of the d ymand which ought to
reginlate the price, and of the principle that a hook ought to sl for what
it will fetch, neither more nor less, is totally intercepted by the system
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which has been so long in action. (Hear, hear.) The Government has
been endeavouring to do something for promoting the book trade in this
country, For many years negotiations have been going on with foreign
countries for the prevention of pivacy abroad. I had the satisfaction
when I was at the Board of Treade with my hon. friend the member for
Glasgow (Me. M 'Grogor) of eonducting negotiations with Prussia, and
handing them over to Lord Dalhousie, who was able to put his hand to the
first treaty of international eopyright, (Hear.) There has been a treaty
since with France under the late Government, and treaties have likewise
been made with other parts of Germany.  That is most important to the
book trade of England, becaunse, undoubtedly, the sale of piratical publi-
cations is very injurious, and, by narrowing the market, tends to force the
elevation of price in this country. (Hear.) But as, by means of the
influence of the State, we have opened foreign marvkets to the English
book trade, we have some right to expeet that efforts should be made by
those who direet that trade fo produce books upon reasonable and moderate
terms with a view of supplying that demand. (Hear, hear.) The case of
the colonies is a most remarkable one. We attempted to vindicate the
rights of English authors in the colonies ; but, owing to the monstrous
price of books published herve, the grievance in the eolonies was felt to be
so oppressive that 1 believe it was found necessary again to relax the
law, and not attempt to prevent the entranee of piratical publications.
(Hear, hear.) I believe there is harvdly any article on which the publie
are called upon to pay a price that bears so high a proportion to the actual
cost of production as in the case of books. (Hear, hear.) But the actual
cost of produetion itself is not a proper standard, because that cost is
enormously enhanced, more pevhaps on books than on any other commodity
by the restricted natuve of the trade and the narrowness of the cirele of
demand. (Hear.) I do eonceive that in this country we have the greatest
facilities for the production of cheap books., (Hear, hear.) Under the
disadvantages which the paper duty imposes, it is quite plain, from the
efforts which have been made by enterprising and suecessful publishers,
that even now we can produce, quality considered, as cheaply as any
country in the world. (Hear.,) I am convineed, if the finances of the
State would permit you to resign the paper duty, you ought to be the
cheapest. producers of books in the world., (Hear, hear.) But while, as
producers, vou have the greatest advantages, so as to the scope of the
market and the demand for books yon have the matervials for greater
advantages than any other conntrey. The state of facts onght to he this—
books ougzht to be cheaper here and the sale larger than in any other
country whatever. On the contrary, the state of facts is that, so far as
new publications are concerned, the demand for books is narrower and
the price higher than in any other country in the world. (Hear, hear.) 1
hope the House will forgive me for drawing attention to this important
and interesting subjeet.  (Hear, hear.) T am happy to see that good sense
and publie feeling have already acted so powerfully upon that intelligent
and respectable body, the London publishers, as to induce them to refer
this matter to arbitration. (Hear, hear,) 1 trust, when that combination
breaks down, all other combinations affecting the book trade will break
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down also. (Hear, hear.) I am sure the judgment expressed here will
act materially upon publie opinion, and th rough that upon the book trade ;
and 1 do trust that before a great length of time the circumstances to
whieh I have adverted, and which I say again are a seandal to the country,
will disappear. (Hear, hear.)

(From The Times of May 13, 1852.)

The discussion in the Commons yesterday morning had all the usual
characteristics of a Wednesday's debate. It was an adjourned debate ;
the arguments had been exhausied and the tale thrice told ; to crown
all, the decision had been antieipated by the Budget, which had made no
mention of ** taxes on knowledge.” It is always uphill work when men
meet to reiterate what has been said often befove, and to discuss what has
been already decided on. In spite, however, of these disconraging eircum-
stances the hon. members contrived to get up a really interesting conver-
sation, more or less bearing on the motion before them, A little
divergence is very excusable when we cannot otherwise escape from vain
repetitions, and when My, Cowax had recited the contents of an old
pamphlet chiefly relating to Exeise grievances long since removed, Mr.
GLADSTONE created a timely diversion by an excellent speech on the
peculiarities of the modern hookselling system. As he fully explained, his
remarks on this subject were quite to the purpose in hand, inasmuch as it
is ridienlous to expect a sacrifice of revenue in behalf of a class which
claims the privilege of fixed prices that have no natural relation either to
the costs of production or to the demands of the publie. It is true that
the Excise on paper constitutes a very insignificant item in the cost of new
works, and as far as it operates as a check upon serials and cheap publica-
tions reacts in favour of such books as Mr. Macavray’s. It is true that
original works are indirectly protected by a tax which oppresses the
monthly or weekly compiler. But the public will always take a zeneral
and, so to speak, an external view of these subjects, and, as Mr. GrAD-
sTONE shows, there is a manifest absurdity to the popular apprehension in
extending the principles of free trade in favour of men who repudiate them
altogether in their own practice. A trade which bristles with monopely,
and in which printers, publishers, booksellers, and compositors have all
their several combinations, surrenders all elaim to the sympathy of Parlia-
ment. Tt is not usual to help those who show so little seruple in helping
themselves. The publishers of this metropolis have the finest position
and the amplest opportunities in the world, At the centre of communica
tion, and at the head of intelligence, with fleets daily leaving our ports
for all nations in the world, with numerous colonies under our rule, and
more than fifty millions of people speaking our language, we might make
this metropolis the great manufactory and depdt of British literature,
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These advantages are neutralized, not so mneh by financial oppression as hy
a sluggish and timorous policy of sclf-protection ; by the attempt to
ecombine small returns and large profits ; by looking for customers in a
small elass, and not in the world at large ; by a system which renders the
sale of a few thonsand copies, even in the ease of the most popular writers,

and on the most interesting subjeets, a surprise to the largest and most
experienced publishers.

(From The Times of May 18, 1852.)

Tt will be in the reeollection of our readers that some weeks ago Lord
Campbell, the Dean of St. Paul's (the Very Rev. Dr. Milman), and Mr.
George Grote, who had undertaken, at the request of the “ Booksellers”
Association,” to endeavour to arrange the question of ** underselling,""
which has recently excited general interest, received at Stratheden-house
a deputation from the society, who explained at great length the ohjects
with which it had been established., Several of the leading opponents of
Lhe association, ineluding Messrs, Chapman, Bush, and Bickers, had heen
invited to attend on that oeecasion, but, as none of them were present,
Lord Camphell suggested that another opportunity should he afforded to
those gentlemen of stating their views on the subject. They were
accordingly invited to meet the deputation from the Booksellers'
Association at Stratheden-house yesterday, and the following gentlemen,
who are ** undersellers ' in London or the country, aceepted the invita-
tion :—Messrs., Bush, Bickers, W. Tegg, and John Chapman, of London ;
Mr, Perrin, of the firm of Burge and Perrin, of Manchester ; and My,
Griffin, of Glasgow. The members of the Booksellers' Association who
attended were—Mr. W. Longman (the chairman), Mr. Murray, Mr. J. H.
Parker (Oxford), Mr. Pickering, Mr. Beilby (Birmingham), Mr, Douglas
(Edinburgh), Mr. Taylor (of M», Hatchard's), Mr. R, B. Seeley, Mr, J. J.
Miles, Mr. Rivington, Mr. Bohn, and Mpr. S. Low (secretary to the
London Association).

It may Dbe remembered that, although the Booksellers' Association, in
their resolution inviting this arbitration, declared ‘' thatthe decision of
Lord Camphell and the other literary gentlemen shall be binding on the
committee, who agree, if the decision he averse, to convene the trade and
resign their funetions,” several of the ** undersellers '’ have distinetly
stated that they were determined not to alter their system of business,
even if the opinions of the noble and learned Lord and his eolleagues
should be favourable to the maintenanee of the regulations established by
the association.

The representatives of the society and their opponents were met, at
1 o'clock yesterday, at Stratheden-house, Kensington, by Lord Campbell,
Dr. Milman, and Mr. Grote.

Tord CamprpiELL said that he had received a letter from Mr. C.
Dickens, accompanied by an account of the proeeedings which had taken
plaee at a very respectable meeting of authors, publishers, and book-
sellers, and varions communications had been made to his eolleagues and
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himselfl on this suhject, all of whiech they had vead. They wera now fuite
willing to hew anything that might be said by any gentlemen who were
present against the regulations of the Booksellers' Association.

Mr. Bickers would stale very briefly the reasons which induneed him
and other gentlemen to give their most determined opposition to the
association. They claimed the right to dispose of their property in what-
ever manner they deemed most eonducive (o iheir own interest, un-
shackled by trade vegulations, which they considered impraeticable and
impolitie, as well as unjust to themselves as traders,and to the publie as
purchasers. He thought the right of an individual to get as much as he
eomld for his money was infringed when any parties endeavoured hy
combination to enforce higher prices than wonld otherwise exist. He
conceived that assoeiations seeking to effeet such objects, and whose regu-
lations eonld not be enforced in Courts of law, were illegal as well as im-
politie.

Lord CampieLL.—Oh, no ! they are not illegal, Mr. Bickers, They do
not foree you by any violence or threats.

Mr. BickErs thought, if it were necessary, he eould show that they did,
The impracticahility of carrying out the objects of sueh associations was
proved hy the faet that for 12 yvears he and others in the trade had refused
to join them. He considered that when the author and the publisher had
fixed the price at whieh they were content to sell their book to the ret ail
trader their interest in il ought to be at an end, and the amount of re=-
muneration for his own trouble ought to be left to the decision of the
retailer, as was the case in all other trades. It was said that if the
association ceased to exist the trade would fall into a state of confusion ;
but the publishers and book mevehants could check reckless trading by de-
c¢lining to give eredit, and all other inconveniences would right themselves.
He eould only say that the firm with which he was connected would never,
under any cireumstances, submit to the regulations of the association. Free
trade had proved successful in every hraneh of commerce and trade ; and
he did not know why it should fail in the case of the bookselling business.
It had been said that hooks approached most nearly, as articles of
commeree, to patented articles ; but he had vet to learn that traders were
compelled to charge a fixed price for patented articles, and it was well
known that the sale of suech articles was most remunerative when the
patents had expived. It had been urged that booksellers could not live
without a profit of 25 per cent., and that those traders who purchased
hooks did so upon the implied convietion that the pullishers’ prices should
he ohserved. He denied hoth positions. The hookselling business eould
be, and was, carried on with Jess than 25 per cent. profit, and he kuew
nothing about the implied condition. When he had purchased a ook
fpomn Mr. Longman or Mr. Murray, paving them their profit, he conceived
that he might deal with it as he thought proper. He could not under-
stand why a publisher should consider that he was conferring a favour by
gelling a book., In fact, he had thought that the obligation was conferrved
by the purchaser, and not by the seller; and for his own part he had
always heen obliged to those who had purchased books from him, The
fact was patent that the prineiples of le association could not Le carried
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out. It might be powerful for mischief and anmoyance, but underselling
always had existed and always would exist. He hoped the decision of the
noble Lord and of the gentlemen associated with him would confirm the
condemnation of the association, alveady pronounced by Mr. Mill, Mr.
M'Culloeh, Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Carlyle, Mr. Dickens, and many other
gentlemen of high literary reputation, and by the unmistakable voice
of public opinion, so strongly expressed through the leading newspapers
of the day. The ohjects of the Booksellers' Association were in fact anti-
commercial, absurd, and preposterous. If they left the retail bookseller
alone to do the best he could, there was no doubt he would manage to live.
The undersellers, by diminishing prices, had greatly inereased the sale of
books, and through their instrumentality persons of small incomes were
enabled to provide themselves with librarvies, which olherwise they counld
not possess, The bookselling business ought to he the largest and most;
important trade in this country, but no branch of trade could flourish
while it was embarrassed by restrietions. He was satisfied that there
could be no peace, law, or order in the bookselling trade until all artificial
restrictions were removed, and unfil the wise maxim of letting trade alone
was fully recognized.

My, Coarsan had very little to add to the artiele that had appeared on
this subject in the Westminster Review. He might observe, with regard
to the comparison that had been drawn between books and patented
articles, that he had never heard of patentees eombining to eompel their
agents to sell at a particular price. The system established by the Book-
sellers’ Association had a tendency to generate extreme dishonesty, for
many retail booksellers signed the agreement, which was foreed upon
them, and then sold at reduced prices. IHe was satisfied, for his own part,
that he had been a great loser by the system when he was foreed into it ;
and he might state—to show how ineflicient the regulations of the associa-
tion were—that sinee he had ceased to be a member, several retail book-
sellers had offered to supply him with any books he required. He had
never, since withdrawing from the society, had occasion to refuse any hook
for which a customer had applied to him. If a reduetion of 15 per eent.
upon the present price of books were to take place, the greatly inereased
sale would considerably lessen the cost of each book, in respeet of adver-
tising, the ** composition "’ of the type—which was the same for 1,000 as
for 20,000 copies, and of other charges, He had no doubt that, in the
conrse of a few years, a present reduction of 15 per cent. would lead to a
reduction of 30 per eent.

Mr. Busan wished to observe that the gentlemen with whom he was
associated were not pledged to abide by any deecision at which the noble
Lord, Dr. Milman, and Mr. Grote might arrive,

Lord CaypBELL.—That is well understood. You need not give yourself
any trouble about that.,

Mr, Busa then proeceeded to state that Mr. Longman himself adopted
the very plan of the ' undersellers,”” for at his trade sales, which were
held twice a year, he made an extra allowance to purchasers, beyond the
ordinary trade allowance (as we understood), of 14 per cent. Why was
ihis ? Because Mr. Lopgman wished to do a larger business. He (My.
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Bush) did not see, then, why a man who was ready to pay money to a pub-
lisher for hooks should not have a perfect right to sell them as cheaply as
he could. He held that the lowering of the price of books increased their
sale, and that food for the mind was as important to 2 large elass of people
in this country as food for the stomach, He would ask whether school
hooks, medieal books, scientifi¢ books, or theologieal books could be ealled
luxuries ? They were in many cases necessaries, and many a father of a
family would be very thankful for any reduction in their price.

Lord CaympesELL.—I am afraid that law books are not luxuries either-
(Launghter.)

Mr. Busit went on to read several letters from Messrs. Longman, My
Murray, and other publishers, addressed to retail booksellers, in order to
show that the practice of the wholesale firms was to decline to exeente
the orders of retailers who had not complied with the regulations of the
trade. He complained also that placards were publiely exhibited in many
hooksellers’ warehouses and shops on which were printed the names of
those persons to whom tickets had been refused by the association, and
eontended that such a proceeding might affect most injuriously the eredit
of the individuals thus mentioned in the minds of persons who were not
fully acquainted with the cirenmstances.

Mr. SEELEY.—We find persons violating the contracis they have
entered into, and then this is done.

Lord CasrieLL.—It seems like a sentence of excommunication.

Mr. Busi proceeded to read letters to show that some members of the
association had heen either actually deprived of their tickets, or threatened
with deprivation, beecause they had suppled hooks to “ underselling "
booksellers, who did not possess tickets. He then alluded to the enormous
profits of the publishers, and stated that he found, from a recent return of
the House of Commons, that the Fifth Book of Reading published for the
Irish schools contained 409 pages, with woodeuts, and the commissioners
stated that it gave a profit of 205 per cent. He then took the last edition
of Enfield’s Speaker, published in 1851. He found that it contained 364
pages—Iless than the Reading Boole, but that it was printed upon better
paper, and had a better binding. Its price, however, was 3s. Gd., and he
set off against the better binding and paper the extra number of pages
and the woodeuts in the Irish book. He thought that from the comparison
some idea might be formed of the profit made by the publishers ; and they
might understand why those gentlemen were so much opposed to any
change in the present system. He maintained, in conclusion, that a great
number of anthors and a large portion of the trade were opposed to the
association.

After some observations from Mr. Grifiin, of Glasgow, and Mr, Perrins
of Manchester, who stated that 10 out of 18 members of the Booksellers
Association in that place had protested against the prineiple of the associa-
tion, expressing their opinion that it was desirable for the interests of
publishers, authors, the publie, and the trade generally, that entire
freedom of action should be allowed,

Mr. LoxGMAN, in reply, said he was perfectly willing to admit that such
an institution as the Booksellers' Association could not be earried on

S

-

=

BT

sy e ST s S

N T

e g e W e A Ty v ek W ek

ST = S



43

without eoercion. With regard to the letters which had been referred to,
some of them only showed how conseientiously and disinterestedly the
house with which he was conneeted had earried out the principles of the
association, He wished to take this opportunity of noticing a few state-
ments and opinions which had recently heen put forward with regard to
the conduet of the Booksellers' Association, and which, as it appeared to
him, were erroneouns. It had been constantly said that the publishers and
** book merchants,” as they were termed, of Paternoster-row, had
supported, if they had not originated, the Booksellers' Association for
their own selfish ends, and in order to promote interests different from
those of the general body of the trade. It was also asserted that they had
cocrecd the retail trade into this system. Those statements were entirely
opposed to the real faets. The object of the assoeiation was to produce a
uniform rate at which hooks should be sold ; in fact, to destroy eompeti-
tion in the retailing of books. Now, he might ask, who would most benefit
by eompetition 2 Who were those who eould compete on the most advan-
tageons terms ? Was it not those whose extent of husiness had procured
for them the fligh-smmding name of ** book merchants '" ; who had a large
capital, extensive connexions, and ample machinery for earryving on their
business ; and who in addition were very large proprietors of copyrights ?
It had execited some surprise that he (Mr. Longman) had taken so
prominent a part in the management of the association. He might there-
lore state, that for some time previons to 1850 the association was earried
on with great laxity ; that it was a snare rather than a safeguard. The
house with which he was eonnected were determined, that if the associa-
tion eontinued to exist, it should be earried on systematieally, thoronghly,
and eompletely ; and the teade, looking to his firm to a very considerable
extent as their leaders, wished them to be the chief managers of the
association. His partners permitted him to become the ehairman of the
association, and he then felt it his duty to do all in his power to earry out
its objeets. He should state that they and the other book merchants,
before they committed themselves to this course, required to he satisfied
that it was the general wish of the retail booksellers that the assoeciation
shonld exist; and it was not until they were convineed of this fact that
they consented to move in the matter. He hoped that, after this explana-
tion, they would hear no more of the charges that had been bhrought against
the publishers and book merchants of having united to dietate terms to
the retail trade. It had Yeen stated that the act of forming the associa-
tion was not the act of the general body of the trade, He could only say
that every opportunity was afforded for discussing the gquestion ; and
with this view, a public meeting of the bookselling trade, convenéd by
advertisement, took place at Exeter-hall, invitations to attend having
been sent to every bookseller of any extent of business in London, He
wished now to offer a few remarks upon a very able statement which had
recently been made on this subject by Mr. Gladstone during a debate in
the House of Commons. It was stated by Mr. Gladstone that ** the book-
market was a disgrace to the present state of eivilization,”' and that it
was ‘“a scandal to the eountry.” Now, he wonld not attempt to deny that
the statement of Mr, Gladstone was, in many respeets, a most able and
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comprehensive view of the state of the bookselling trade. e wonld nob
attempt to deny that, from some cause, the sale of new hooks was far
below what might fairly be expected, but he must express a doubb
whether this was attributable to the present bookselling system. 1t
would appear from Mr. Gladstone's statement that the publishers, as &
body, were lagging behind the age, and that they were actuated by a
narrow-minded spirit. Now, although it was quite possible that the
publishers might have taken wrong means to promote a certain end—the
greatest possible cirenlation of books,—he felt they did not deserve this
chastisement, The present hookselling system was the growth of time,
and he thought the publishers had shown that they were willing to
aceommodate themselves to ithe cirenmstances of the day by willingly
submitting themselves to the judgment of the noble lord (Lord
Campbell), and the gentlemen who had consented to act with him, In
supporting the Bookselling Association they were aware they were
putting its merits or defects to the severest possible test, and that the
system could mnot sueceed without the co-operation of all, including
authors as well as publishers. He would beg to call attention to the
changes which had taken place in the bookselling trade within a few
years, to show that it had advanced with the times, and that it must
continue to advance. There was no business in which there was more
eompetition than in the publishing trade, and in no irade had greater
reductions in price been made within the last 20 years.  He would ask
them to ecompare the prices of books now with what they were 25 years
ngo. At that time every mnew book of travels, history, biography, and
even every poem of pretension, was published in quarto, and at a high
price. Now they never heard of quartos. A few years ago the house to
which he belonged tried the experiment of publ ishing a quarto, but they
were not inclined to vepeat the experiment. The tendency of the
present day was to publish books as eheaply as possible, and publishers
were daily competing with each other with this object. Publishers
were, indeed, continually engaged in an active competition with them-
selves. It constantly happened thata publisher was offered a new book
on a subject upon which he already possessed books which were valuable
property ; buf, if he believed the new hooks to be better than those he
now published, he knew his intevest too well to hesitate as to the course
he should take. Mpr. Gladstone had said that the state of the bookselling
trade rendered it expedient not to earry out the Copyright Aet in
the colonies. The constant endeavour both of his own (Mr. Longman’s)
and other houses was to promote the sale of their books in foreign
countries, by offering large numbers for sale at greatly reduced prices, at
a mere profit on the paper and presswork ; and the fact ihat they had not
a larger market was mainly owing to the fact of the Copyright Act not
being enforced in the colonies.

Lokp CAMPRELL inquired if pirated editions of English works were
introduced into the colonies from the United States ?

Mr. LoxaMAN replied in the afirmative, observing that of conrse those
works were mot burdened with the cost of a single shilling paid to the
author, Mr, Carlyle, in a letter he had written on this subjeect, observed
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that ** The spirit of the book trade, it is monrnfully evident, is that of
modern trade generally—no better and no worse—a hand-to-mouth spirit,
ineapable of ever again paying for even a Jolhmson's Dietionary.” He
(Mre. Longman) could only say that for years his firm had been
endeavouring to find an author willing and ecompetent to re-edit that
work. They were willing to pay liberally, but they could not find an
editor ; and if these remarks should induce any literary gentleman to
undertake the duty, he would thank Mre. Carlyle for his remarkable
letter, He helieved there never existed a more enterprising hody of
publishers than those of the present day. He held in his hand a list of 14
volumes, published by his house within a few years, the first editions of
which eost them above £60,000, Those editions varied in number from
1,000 to 4,000 copies ; their authorship cost the firm between £16,000 and
£17,000 ; and if every copy of those first editions had been sold, without
reckoning a shilling for interest, there would have been still a deficieney
of about £10,000. 1If this assoeciation should ecease to exist, he feared that
not a little eonfusion and ruin would ensue ; but he believed it would be
necessary for a time to let events take their natural course. A
reduction of the allowanee had been recommended, and that appeared to
him the best suggestion that had been made, but it would be attended
with very great technieal difliculties. He now left the case in the hands
of the noble lord and his colleagues, with the greatest confidenece in their
impartiality and in the correetness of their judgment.

Some remarks in reply to, or in explanation of, statements made during
the discussion, having been made by Mr. Murray, Mr. Beilby, Mr.
Parker, Mr. Douglas, and Mr. Seeley,

Lonp CamereLn said (in reply to some observations of Mr. Seeley) that
he and his colleagues had never intended, and eould not undertake, to
lay down any regulations for the conduet of the trade in future. That
was entirely beyvond the scope of what they had engaged to do. They
wished to take time to consider the able arguments adduced on both sides,
and would express their opinion on Wednesday next. The deputations
then retired.

(From The Times of May 19, 1852.)

A controversy, to which we introduced the public some few weeks ago,
has now acquired a recognized title, a very general attraction, and a
substantial, thongh we trust a short-lived, existence. ‘' The Bookselling
“ guestion,’”” as it is formally termed, has been argued at two several
hearings before Lorn CAMPBELL and assessors at Stratheden-house, it has
been expounded by an ex-Minister from his place in Parliament, and it
has been elucidated by the written opinions of 89 * authors and others,”’
whose views upon the moot point have been elicited by Mr. J. W,
Parker, and given to the world in a pamphlet. We yesterday published
the second report of the ease as heard before Lorp CAMPBELL, and fo-
morrow morning our readers will be presented with a judgment, which
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we trust will bring the question to a close. It is not a little remarkable
that some of the most acube writers of Mr. PARKER'S septuagint should
have acknowledged a want of mastery over the subject in dispute. If this
is indeed the ecase, we are compelled to presume amonz the publie at
large a lack of information which it becomes our duty to remedy. Of the
purport of Lorp CAMPBELL'S decision we cannot profess to entertain a
doubt, but in these days no warrant of personal or official authority can
be equivalent to sound popular convictions, and the settlement of the
controversy will be deprived of half its advantages if it is effected withe
out the general comprehension of the public. Once more, therefore, we
recapitulate the points of the great ** Bookselling question.™

A hook is an avticle of joint manufacture, produced for the purposes of

sale by a writer and a publisher. The writer supplies the literary
composition, the publisher commits this production to print, and lays it
bofore the world in the shape of a volume. The volume is then ready for
the purchaser, but, as the general consumer eannot of course be supplied
in all cases from the first hand, a class of retailers has found its oceu-
pation and account in distributing to individual purchasers the hooks
received from the wholesale producers of the publication. In these
arrangements there is nothing to excite surprise, or it might be thought
to create embarrassment, for the same practices have always naturally
prevailed in every other department of trade. But, whereas in all other
trades the wholesale dealer leaves the retailer to dispose of his consign=
ments as he thinks best, without presuming to exereise any control over
his further proceedings, in the book trade the publisher claims a right of
fixing not ouly the wholesale but the retail price, and of dictating
conditions of business to those whose stock in trade he supplies. His title
to do this constitutes the question at issue,

Between the ‘¢ trade '’ or wholesale price at which retail dealers are
supplied, and the * publication " or retail price which the public are
expected to pay, there is a difference of at least 25 per eent. A hook
which, if sold at 13s., 14s., or even 13s. would fairly remunerate,
according to their own assessment, all parties eoncerned in its produetion,
is made deliverable to the ]‘:rl.lh-li{“ ab a eharge of not less than a sovereign ;
the difference between these figuves representing, of course, nothing
whatever but the cost of distribution. Although, however, there are
retailers prepared to perform this distribution at a cost considerably less,
the wholesale dealers declare that the retrenchment shall not be effected.
They decide and ordain that the publie shall pay 2o per cent. on the
purchase of a book beyond what the book has cost, and, if any retailers
refuse to adhere to this standard of dealing, they cut off their supplies
altogether by denyving them any books to sell,  These ave the pri neiples
and the practice of the Booksellers' Assoclation, now ou its triul belore
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the publie. In defence, the publishers allege that they are acting without
any private interest, and solely at the instance and on behalf of the
retailers themselves ; while, in explanation of such compliance on their
own part, they argue thus :—They say that the price of a book ought to
be uniform, and that this has been fixed by the assumption that 25 per
cent. profit as the very lowest point at which a bookseller can live ; that,
if any reduced scale were taken or permitted by the effects of competition
to be brought into operation, the result would be that one bookseller, by
absorbing all the custom of the neighbourhood, would ** eat up "' the
others ; and that, consequently, a reduction in the number of retailers
would ensue highly injurious to those interests of literature, which are
promoted by the exposure of new publications in the greatest possible
number of shops. In other words, whereas the sale of hooks at the
present compulsory rate of profit would maintain three or four booksellers
in a position to keep open shop, the sale of the like number of copies
under the influence of free competition must be monopolized by one man
to enable him to do business at all, The gross profits on certain sales
being, say, £100, are fairly divisible among three establishments ; reduce
them to £35, and they will support only one. Sueh, substantially, are
the arguments of the Associated Booksellers, from which appealing in
transitu to the unanimity of the trade itself, they argue that the proposed
introduetion of competition would be prejudicial to the profession, to
literature, and to the publie. It surely requires no extraordinary acute-
ness to bring these assertions to the test of reason.

As to the disinterested purity of the great publishing houses, we can
only say that such resolute activity as they have evineed, if in the
cause of others, it has seldom been our lot to witness; but on this point
we are willing, as we belore observed, to take their declarations for
granted, and exclude them from consideration altogether. There
remains, then, only the retail dealers to be taken into account ; and o
their ** interests " we can dispose in a few words, If the eause of retail
booksellers is identical with that of the publie it can doubtless be
maintained ; if not, it must needs fall. That the interests of the publie
are identieal with those of literature is beyond a question. The
point would be at onece set at rest by the astonishing unanimity of Mr.
PArRgenr's *° authors,” even it were not sell-evident that the largest
possible sale of all new publieations was the one point in which writers
and readers were alike econeerned. 1If it ean be proved, not only that from
the opening of the book trade would ensue a diminution of retailers, bub
from this diminution a proporiionate decline in the sale of books, the
point will be a strong one, but we do not think such a conelusion main-
tainable for a moment, It is manifestly unreasonable to presume that the
sale of books can be diminished by a reduetion of 10 or 15 per eeat, on
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their ordinary cost. If the number of books sold is not less, nothing can
be plainer than that the public interests would be eonsulted by a fall of
price, even if accompanied by a fall of retailers, It is preposterous to aslk
purchasers to add 15 per cent. to their expenditure on books, in order
that 30 booksellers, instead of 10, may have the privilege of serving them.
As far as the public is concerned, the whole question turns upon the
number of books probably saleable under one system, as compared with
the other, and all experience tells us that this is mainly a question of
price alone, 1f retailers should be found to suffer generally by a change,
their lot will be regretted, butb no arbiteator counld ever suggest that the
publie should be saddled with an unnecessary charge to maintain @
superfluity of distributors, As to 25 per cent. being the ** lowest possible
¢ profit,”” the argument, like that of ** uniformity of price,'" is not worth
consideration. If a bookselier cannot live on less than Mr, LOXGMAN'S
seale of gain, of conrse he will not, and the association might just as well
enact that mnone of its members should live above the age of 110,
Touching the ** uniformity,” we might briefly say, what these very
proceedings confess, that it does not and eannot exist even as things stand,
put, if it should be still further modified, we see no harm in the result.
Sheep are at least as much like each other as books, and vet mutton is
permitted, within certain limits, to ** fluctuate " without perceptible
damage to man or beast.

The original error of the publishers appears to us to lie in the eireum-
stance that they have never forgotten to consider themselves hooksellers
too. They still think they are producing a book for the last purchaser
{istead of looking to their own immediate customer, the retail dealer.
Mr. Murnay, if we remember, or some one equally eminent in the trade,
evel urg'eil that, if a reduction of the regulation profits were insisted on,
the difference would fall to the publisher, and not to the publie—as if the
retail dealer's price pertained in fee to the publisher himself, and was only
redueed out of his benignant consideration for the retailer. But nothing
ean be elearer than that, except on conditions which have not yet been
shown, the publisher’s concern in his commodities should absolutely cease
w'ien he has once parted with them at his own price to be retailed else-
where. To the alleged unanimity of the retailers themselves we attach little
weight ; first, because their consent, when onee the association was seb
on foot, became virtnally eompulsory ; and, next, because, although even
a majority of tradesmen might select to be protected in a high rate of
profit to the prejudice of more bustling competitors, their interests in
this ease would not be those of the community at large. We can see no
other end to the controversy than that the publishers should confine
themselves to their proper funections of wholesale dealers, and leave the
profits of the retailers in this, as in all other trades, to find their own level,
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Mr. PArker has got a famous menagerie of ' authors," amounting,
indeed, ‘‘ others " included, to nearly 100 specimens, but we do not in
any compartment of his exhibition observe our respected CHANCELLOR of
the Excaequer. For more reasons than one, we regret that Mr. DIsRAELL
should belong to another proprietor, for we should greatly have rejoiced
to peruse his opinions on ‘* protection "’ when applied so very eritically
to himself. We trust, however, that he will find a moment to ecast his
eye over Mr. Parker's playbill, and observe the sentiments incidentally
and indeed insensibly expressed by 89 gentlemen of education who have
been inveigled into forgetting politics while they spoke their mind.
These writers talk of Free Trade as they would of common honesty,
assuming of course that it is the ** best poliey,” and inquiring only for
the eireumstances which could possibly modify its application to the case
before them. There is a moral, Mr. DisraELT may depend upon it, even
in the booksellers’ question, nor ecan he think it easy to apply to the
bread of the people a principle which, when once exposed, is found
intolerable in the sale of a sixpenny pamphlet,

(From The Times of May 20, 1852.)

Yesterday, in accordance with the arrangement made on Monday, the
deputation from the Booksellers’ Association (including Messrs. W.
Longman, Murray, J. H. Parker, Pickering, Seeley, Rivington, and
Bohn), and Messrs. Bush, Bickers, John Chapman, and other gentlemen
who have opposed the regulations of the society, attended at Stratheden-
house, Kensington, the residence of Lord Campbell, to hear the decision
of his Lordship, Dr. Milman, and My, George Grote, on the question of
* underselling "' in the bookselling trade.

Lorp CamrserL (who was accompanied by Dr. Milman and Mr. Grote)
received the deputations most courteously, and read the following
decision :—

AL a meeting of the Bookselers' Association held in London on the
8th of April last, the following resolution was nnanimously agreed to :—

‘¢ That a conferenee be invited hetween Lord Campbell, in eonjunciion
with a few of our principal authors, and eertain members of the
booksellers' trade, for (he purpose of deciding whether the Booksellers'
Association shall be earvied on under its present regulations or not,—it
being understood that the decision of Lord Campbell and the other
literary gentlemen shall be binding on the committee, who agree, if the
decision be adverse, to convene the trade, and resign their functions.’

““ We having been solicited to act as referees in this matter, have not
hesitated to do so, in the hope of rendering some service to the canse of
literature. No question is put to us of law or morality. We are merely
requested to say what, in our opiulon, is reasonable aud expedient,
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¢ We must begin by warmly applanding the [airness with which the
members of the association have conducted themselves throughont this
controversy. These gentlemen are, no doubt, sincerely convineed that
the regulations under which the bookselling trade is now earried on by
them are equitable and eondueive to the public good. Nevertheless they
are ready to abandon those regulations, if certain individuals, who were
named by others, shonld, after hearing all that might be urged on both
sides, come to a contrary conclusion.

‘ Phe substance of the regulations submitted to ns we understand to
be, that all booksellers keeping a shop in London, or within 12 miles of
the General Post-office, are to become members of the association, and are
to receive a ticket entitling them to buy new books from the publishers
that the publishers of new hooks specify a retail price for each copy ; that
they sell copies to the retail booksellers at about 30 per cent. under that
price ; that they require an engagement from the retail booksellers not
to allow to their customers a larger discount than 10 per cent. from the
vetail price ; that, without this engagement, the retail dealers eannot be
supplied with eopies of new hooks ; and that for a breach of this
engagement they forfeit their tickets, and are cut off from any further
dealings in new books with the publishers.

¢ Having listened to very able arguments, having read evervthing
which has come within our reach on either side, and having considered
the subject very deliberately, we have unanimously come to the conclusion
that these regulations are unreasonable and inexpedient,

“ We will now briefly state the grounds of our opinion,

“ Such regulations seem prina facie to he indefensible, and con trary to
the freedom which onght to prevail in eommereial transactions. Although
the owner of property may put what price he pleases upon it when selling
it, the condition that the purchaser, after the property has been
transferred to him and he has paid the purchase-money, shall not resell it
under a certain price, derogates from the rights of ownership, which, as
purchaser, he has aequired.

“ Tt is obvious, likewise, that these regulations must, in practice, lead
to vexations inquiries and to fraudulent evasions. The alleged necessity
for them supposes that there exists a strong inducement for the retail
dealer to sell at a lower price than the minimum permitted by the
publisher. Without a rigorous police in the trade, while the condition
annexed to the sale is observed by the strietly honourable retailer, to the
serious detriment of his business, it will be disregarded by the less
serupulous. Instances occur of retailers, detected in underselling, having
been expelled from the assoeiation in a manner which must be very
painful to their feelings and injurious to their interests ; and there is
reason to believe that, notwithstanding a necessary system of espionage,
others continne with impunity to dispose of new books on any terms
which they consider remunerative,

“ The arrangement between the publishers and the retail bookséllers is
indeed said to be voluntary. We have been pressed by the fact that o
vast majority of the retail booksellers have given in their adhesion to the
association, and have expressed a willingness to remain under ifs rule,

1
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But, although there be no employment of physieal force or threats, which
the law forbids, we doubt much whether this acquieseence may not, in a
considerable degree, he ascribed to eoercion, Without the * ticket,’
testifying that a retail bookseller is qualified to deal with the publishers,
he cannot earry on his business as a vendor of new publications ; and the
means by which he lives are faken from him. From many retail
booksellers, now submitting to the assoeciation, we have had intimations
that they would be happy to be released from it, and to carry on their
business like tradesmen in other branches of industry. Bub even the
entire nnanimity of the retail booksellers would not be eonelusive of the
cuestion ; for they may dread to be deprived of an artificial protection
to which they have been long aceustomed, although this be not essential
to their permanent interests, although it may lull them into the habits of
listlessness, and may be detrimental to the community.

* Mr. William Longman, Mr, Murray, and other gentlemen, who with
so much ingenunity have advoeated the * regulations,” admit that the
burden of proof is upon them, and that they are bound to make out the
book trade to be an exception to the rule that eommeree is to be free.
They have mentioned other trades, carrvied on at Manchester, Derby, and
elsewhere, in which, for peculiar reasons, gentlemen of eminence and
respectability are said to have preseribed similar regulations. As to
these supposed parallel cases, we have not obtained any sufliciently
anthentie information to enable us to pronounce upon them, although we
suspect that they would resolve themselves into a eontrol exercised over
agents, or a very reasonable refusal to deal with an individual who was
making an unfair use of the article purchased. But when the supporters
of the association go on to rely (as they have done very confidently) npon
the etiguette of the bar, which fixes a minimum fee, less than which a
barrister may not receive, we know that they are under a delusion.
The remuneration of an English barrister is not matter of contract. The
¢lient presents to him a voluntary honorarivm, for which the law gives no
remedy. A minimuwm is fixed, otherwise the Attorney-General might
be offered 2s, 6d. or 6d, Bub that minimum is one gninea ; and, if the
plaintiff sues in formd pauperiz, he may, without paying any fee whatever,
have the zealous assistance of the most distinguished leader in
Westminster-hall.

*“ The first peculiarity pointed out to us in the book trade is copyright ;
and it has been argued that, as aunthors have protection, so onght those
who eirculate their works. The only protection given to authors is the
proteetion which the law gives to property of every description. It has
been decided by the most eminent judges that an author has at common
law, and according to the eternal rules of justice, a property in what he
writes, so that no one ean print it or reprint it without his permission.
The statutes which have been passed upon this subject, from the reign of
Queen Anne to the reign of Queen Vietoria, have been in abridgment of
the rights of authors, giving them, hy way of compensation, improved
remedies when their property is invaded.

““ The next peculiarity pointed ont in the book frade is, that the
article asked for by a purchaser must be genuine, and must always be of



51

the same quality. But, althongh there be no eompetition as to the
quality of this article, we do not perceive why there may not be a
competition as to the price at which it may be sold. And here the
competition is less dangerous to the purchaser, for he is in no danger of
having spurious wares palmed upon him when attracted by lowness of
price,

“ Then we are reminded of the peeuliarity, that the publisher names the
price at which the book is to be sold to the eustomer (which may be
eonsidered the maximun price), whereas the manufacturer in other trades
entirely leaves the price to be paid by the customer to be fixed by the
retail dealer. Some complain of this proceeding of the publisher as n
grievance. But, admitting the expediency of the publisher confinning to
name a retail price at which the book is said to be published, this ean
only be as a gunide, and cannot hinder the making of a [air hargain
between the retail dealer and the enstomer. At present, by the rules of
the association, the actual retail price may vary from the publishing
price, so that it is not more than 10 per cent. less,

“ The consideration that has weighed most with us is the peeuliar mode
in which in the hook trade the wares to be disposed of are distributed.
There is, no doubt, a great advantage to literature in the existence of
respectable booksellers’ shops at reasonable disfances in London,
Edinburgh, and Dublin, and all provincial towns, By the exertions of
these gentlemen a new work is made known more efficiently than by
advertisements ; and the opportunity of inspecting a copy of it on the
counter no doubt often produces a purchase which might not otherwise
have been thought of, We eannot but apprehend that, if the regulations
in question are done away with, and unlimited competition permitted, the
number of retail establishments in the united kingdom may be considerably
diminished, But the existence of a larger number of retail establishments
than is necessary to supply the commodity to the public has an evidenb
tendeney to raise the price to the consumer; and, according to all
experienee, the demand will inerease as the price is diminished (though
not perhaps to the extent contemplated by some of the more ardent
opponents of the fregulations'). On the removal of an artificial
protection in any department of industry some distress immediately
follows ; but the wholesome prineiples of commeree, when aeted upon,
ere long bring a remedy. And it may be hoped that competition and Jow
prices, large sales and quick returns (perhaps the greater energy and
nctivity which may be enloreed), may eventually add to the prosperity
of the hook trade, and inerease the profits of all concerned in it,

“ Lastly, it has been contended before us, that though the works of
celebrated writers might be advantageously circulated and sold without
the * regulations,” and the sale of sueh works be rather impeded by them,
yet the works of unknown and seeond-rate writers, however uselul and
meritorious, coulidl not, without a law against underselling, be ushered
into the world. Even il this were so, we should still deny the justice of
aiding dull men at the expense of men of genius ; and, with a view to
publie improvement, we should doubt the expediency of ehecking the
cirenlation of that which is most exeellent, to encourage that which gives
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less valuable information, and less exquisite pleasure. Moreover, we
have reason to think that in many eases the ‘ regnlations ' eramp the
circulation of works which have merit, without being popular. The
demand being small the price would naturally deeline, and at the
reduced price there might still be a considerable number of purchasers.
But, as the minimum price fixed by the publisher must be rigidly insisted
upon, the sale is stopped, and the great bulk of the edition, after causing
a large expense lor warehouse room, goes to the trunkmakers,

*“ For these reasons we think that the attempt to establish the alleged
exceptional nature of the commerce in hooks has failed, and that it ought
to be no longer carried on under the present regulations. We neither
intend to afirm, however, that excessive profits are received in an ¥
braneh of {he bookselling trade, nor do we impute blame to any class of
individuals, althongh we consider that the system is faulty, and that the
community wonld be sufferers by its eontinnance. We likewise wish it to
be distinetly understood that our disapproval of the * regulations’
extends only to the pretension of the publishers to dietate the terms on
which the retail boolseller shall deal in his own shop, and to the means
employed for enforcing the prescribed mininem priece which he is ordered
to demand from his eustomers,

“ These being abandoned, it seems, from the language of the resolution
under which we act, that the association must be dissolved.

““One gentleman who addressed us asked us, in case we should
condemn the existing regulations, to frame new ones under which the
bookselling trade should be condueted.

““ This we must wholly deeline, as being beyond our undertaking, and
beyond the powers conferred upon us. Perhaps the bookselling trade will
have the best chanee of flonrishing without any special regulations of any
sort, Let there be entire freedom in the transactions hetween the
publishers and the retail booksellers, the publishers asking prices and
making or refusing allowances as they please. Let them deal with every
one (although unticketed) who brings money in his purse, or whose
responsibility is undoubted ; taking eare not to eneourage the long and
renewed eredits which are said under the existing system to have
produced so much mischief. The publishers are not hound to trust any
one whom they believe to be saervificing his wares by reckless under-
gelling, or to be carrying on business without a profit sufficient for
maintaining solveney. But let them not require any pledge from the
yetail dealer to whom they sell their books as to the price whieh he shall
demand in reselling them. Thus, freedom of action, we hope, may lead to
harmony and prosperity. We feel the most sincere respect and
regard for the highly intellectual and honourable body of men who are
engaged in the bookselling trade. As authors, we are deeply indebted to
them for their valmble services ; and we shall be amply rewarded for our
labonr and anxiety in this inquiry if we ean contribute in any degree to
their permanent welfare, upon which we are convineed that the cause ol
literature in this conntry must essentially depend.”

Mer, Loxeyany said that, for himself and the gentlemen with whom he
had acted, he begged to thank the noble and learned Lord, Dr, Milman,
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and Mr. Grote for the kindness and attention with which they had
listened to the arguments addressed to them, and for the very able opinion

they had given on the subject,
Mr. Cwuarsman, on the part of the oppon ents of the Booksellers’

Association, also thanked the noble Lord and his co-arbiters for the time
and attention they had devoted to the matter.
The deputations then retired.

(From The Times of May 21, 1852.)

The bookselling controversy has received its guietus. Lorp CAMPBELL,
in the name of himself and his eolleagues, has delivered a judgment on
the case before him which will suggest very few grounds for appeal. The
particulars of this conelusion it will be quite unnecessary for us to repeat,
not only beeause they were published at length in our impression of yester-
day, but because the purport and even the language of the decision were
anticipated in our own remarks of the day before, Mr. W. LONGMAN
may, perhaps, avail himsell of the oceasion to ohserve that by so carefully
eschewing ** all that appears in print ' he is discarding what might prove
to be useful information to him, With less self-confidence than our eminent
publisher, Lorp Cauesenn, De. Miaay, and Mr, Grots ** read every-
thing which ecame within their reach,”” aund the result has been shown in
what Mr. LoNesAN himself was fain to accept as a ** very able opinion.™
In future he may possibly eonsider that a good deal which ** appears in
“ print " is worth the attention of those engaged in a public discussion.

Of course there could be but one deeision in a confroversy so trans-
parent. With a view to conventional compliments to the motives and
conduet of the amalgamated publishers, Lornp CAMPBELL plainly pronounced
that ** the attempt to establish the exeeptional nature of the commerce in
“ hooks ' had altogether failed ; that the regulations of the Association
were ** unreasonable and inexperienced ' ; that they onght to be main-
tained no longer, and that the Booksellers’ Inquisition should be forthwith
dissolved. It searcely needed a formal analysis of such arguments as
those of the Association to econviet them of utter unsoundness. There
was a self-evident absurdity in the allegation that the sale of hooks could
be diminished by a diminution in their price, and yet beyond this allega~
tion the confederated publishers had really nothing to advanee. Not only
were their principles false, but their attempt was impracticable. They
did not secure any uniformity in the price of books, they did not create
any rapid distribution of new publications, but they did contrive to
engender a great deal of ill-blood, and to manufacture such a system as
ensured its own conviction as soon as it was exposed.

It is hardly worth while to renew the investigation of an exploded pro-
tectionism, bub we desire once more to indicate the fallacy which we
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conceive to have been at the root of the evil, and the more so as this was
the single point which Lorn Cauenenn and his assessors omitted to
notice. This fallacy is the publishers' assumption thab the ** publiea-
* tion "' price of a book is their own price—the price, in fact, which the
purchaser ought properly to pay, and from which any reduction can he
made by their indulgence only. This delusion or equivocation pervaided
the whole of their arguments. Mr. Murray observed that if the vetailers
chose to take less than the 30 per eent, profit at present ** allowed "
them, it would be so much (he better for the wholesale producers, who
would pocket the difference. Mr. W. LoNGMAN innocently suggested that
perhaps a deerease of this statutable * allowance " would furnish the best
adjustment of the controversy. The entire case was represented as
turning on the reduction made by one branch of the trade in special
favour of the other, and the whole question was more than onee deseribod
as & booksellers' question exclusively—one, in short, with which the
general publie had no kind of eoncern. The * publication price ' of a
hook, aceording to these views, was the true price—the price which the
consumer ought to pay, the particular rate of discount obtainable by the
retailer being clearly, therefore, of no consequence at all. This assump-
tion is wholly indefensible.

Beyond doubt, the joint producers of a hook—the author and pub-
lisher—may agree to fix whatever price they please on their mannfacture,
without respect to the costs actually incurred. If these costs amount in
fair reckoning to 15s., the proprietors of the publieation may settle its
market price not only at one sovereign, but at five, or ten, if they so
please. But what the reader should understand is that this overplus
charge, the division of which had been so controverted, is a charge
imposed after all these arrangements have been made without any
reference whatever to the property, so to speak, of the publication, and
with a wview to its distribution only. The author has no eoncern or
ﬁ;lrtieiimﬂun in the matter at all, There is a particular price affixed to
his work, whieh is so computed as to inelude his fair remuneration and all
other aseertainable expenses of the produection. Author and publisher
provide their respective recompenses in determining this sum, and there
is also a further and distinet provision for the publisher in respect of his
strict and proper capacity of issuing or uttering the work., Now, to the
“ trade price '’ thus constituted an addition of 33 per cent. must be
made to give the ** publication priece,” and for the publisher to pretend
that this price pertains to lim is a monstrous wrong, He could only
damand it by a most prodigions act of extortion against the public and
an equal exercise of injustice towards the author. It is never taken into
consideration in his reckonings with the anthor, hub is always represented
as an expense inseparable from the distribution of the book. To asswme
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that the publisher would be entitled to this price in his own proper person
if he did not make ** a reduetion in fuvour ™ of the retailer, is utterly
preposterons,  His only justification for announcing at all a price so
greatly beyond the remunerative figure is that he may have wherewithal
to satisly those whose remuneration must be cared for in addition to his
own. He makes no ** reduction in their favour at all.,"” He retains
every sixpence of the profit to which he is properly entitled, and merely
gives them the benefit of a nominal assessment, which leaves a margin for
their satisfaction over and above the consideration which they actually
pay. We think it quite clear that it will be greatly for the advantage
of literature when this overplus charge is discarded from publishers’
reckonings altogether, It is evidently the source of very great and
goneral ill-feeling between these gantlemen and their * authors,”” who,
as appears in every page of Mr. Parker's pamphlet, are disgusted ab
the differcnce between the priee paid by the purchaser of their works
and that accounted for to themselves. To Lonp CampeBeELL's plain
recommendation of ** entire freedom of transactions " between the two
branches of trade, we wounld simply add the suggestion that every
publisher's coneern with a hook should terminate absolutely with its
delivery, at the trade or author’s price, to the retail dealer.

In conclusion, we confidently hope that the discussion may be perma-
nently advantageous to both writers and readers ab large. Mr.
GrapstoNs most truly said that the state of the bookselling trade was
a disgrace to the community. Nothing in the markets of the universe is
so extravagantly dear as a British-made book, whether contrasted with
other productions of labour at home or with similar productions abroad.
With a large educated population, an inquisitive tone of society, and a
general desire for knowledge, the most uncommon article of private
purchase is a new book, and the commodity most certain to be procurable
at a depreciated rate is a publication of eredit and renown. The truth is
that seavcely any degree of suecess can maintain prices so Jwugely
artificial. When one-third of a book's nominal charge has been gratui-
tously added to its true cost, an appendage so preposterous is sure to be
unsafe ; and a collapse, which is merely the consequence of unnatural
inflation, aecquires the appearance of [ormal disparagement, to the
prejudice of readers and writers together. Readers only get access to a
publieation when its conviction seems to have been pronounced ; and
writers, who see the price demanded from the publie, and know the priee
accounted for to themselves, are scandalized and discouraged by the
operation of an enormous charge combined with a miserable return.

It would scarcely be fair to quit the subject without a tribute of pubilic
acknowledgment {o those individuals who at some po sonal risk
enconntered the unsernpulous coerciou of the ** Association ' and secured
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freedom of trade to all followers of their eraft. Lorb CAMPBELL, we observe,
coufirmed, as from his own knowledge, the suspicions we had expressed
respecting the alleged * unanimity ' of the profession, Many felt secretly
oppressed by the restrictions of the system, but few only ventured to
brotest. It is nafural enough that eonsideration should be claimed for
those uncertain ventures, but it would be a wiser and more serviceable
proceeding to forget the past altogether, and to place the trade upon a
system which will give authors and booksellers a better souree of profit
in a larger sale of hooks.

T

(From The Times of May 20, 1852.)

Yesterday morning a general meeting of the members of the Booksellers'
Assoeiation was held in the lower room at Exeter-hall to receive a report
from {he committee on the subject of the late conference hetween the
committee and Lord Campbell, De. Milman, and Mr, Grote, and for the
general purposes of the association. The meeting was open to all
booksellers who applied for admission, and the attendance was very
numerous, the room being completely crowded. Among the leading
members of the commitiee present we observed Messres. J. Murray,
Hatehard, Bohn, R. B. Seeley, and Rivington. Mr. W. Longman,
president of the association, took the chair shortly before 11 o'clock.

An objection was taken by a Mr. EARL to the presence of reporters, hut
his proposal for their exelusion did not obtain any snpport.

The following report was read by Mr, 8. Low, the secretary :

‘* Report of the Committee of Publishers and Booksellers elected at the
meeting of the members of the Booksellers' Association, held pursuant to
public advertisement on placard in the lower room, Exeter-hall, on the
14th of July, 1851,

““ Subsequently to the meefing of the members of this association in
July last the attention of the committee was chiefly directed to the
settlement of points on which there was variation of practice on an
equitable footing to all parties ; and after many conferences with those
more immediately interested, rules on the subject of the allowance to
clergymen, and also on that to schools and teachers, were adopted, which
rules were finally, at a general meeting of the committee, unanimously
agreed (o,

“ Proceeding (o deal steadily with these and other undecided guestions
which were lelt to be unfair, and receiving both from the London and
country {rade the most cordial support, the committee was led to
entertain the hope that the veport for the present year would be of a most
satisfactory character,

“ But the unsuecessful working of the association soon produced a
result which, however it might be lamented, could excite no surprise.
Those hooksellers who, as known unders ellers, had been refused books by
the wholesale houses, applied to several eminent authors in the light of
aggrieved complainants ; thus a discussion commenced which threatened
results so serious as to compel your committee at last to propose a
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reference of the whole question to certain distinguished members of the
literary world, by whose decision your commitiee pledged itself to abide.
In this pledge it will be obvious that none but the commitiee will he
included, nor will its members, as individuals, be prevented from taking
part in any ulterior deliberations that may be thought desirable,

“ At a speeinl meeting of the general committee held April 1, 1852—
present 16 out of the whole 19 members, the following resolution was
unanimously adopted :—

o« Mhat o conference be invited between Lowd Camphell and eertain
members of the hooksellers' trade, for the purpose of deciding whether the
Booksellers' Association shall be carried on under its present regulations
or not, it being understood that the decision of Lord Campbell and the
other literary gentlemen shall be binding on the committee, who agree,
if the decision be adverse, to convene the trade and resign their
funetions.’

* Replies aceepting the invitation were received from Lord Campbell,
the Very Rev. Dean Milman, and Mr., George Grote ; and the first
meeting of the conference was held at Stratheden-house on the 13th of
April, at which meeting the gentlemen above-named were met by a
numerous deputation of the London and provincial committees, who
severally explained the nature of the trade regulations, and urged the
necessity of their existence and support of the same.

“ At the conclusion Lord Campbell said he should be happy to meet the
gentlemen again upon an early day, when he hoped those who opposed the
trade regulations would also attend to state t heir case,

“ Subsequently the second meeting was lixed for Monday, the 17th of
May, on which oceasion the same deputations attended, and also the
opponents, and after a patient hearing of nearly three hours Lord
Campbell stated that he and the gentlemen with him would be prepared
to deliver their opinion on the following Wednesday."

[The report then gave the opinion of Lord Campbell, Dr. Milman, and
Me. Grote, delivered by the noble and learned lord on the 19th inst.]

“ The committee, however it regrets the decision come to by these
gentlemen, and however it may deplore the results which it anticipates
may ensue, have no alternative but to resign its functions, agreeably to
the resolution of the 8th of April, and it will now consequently rest with
the trade itself to determine if any ulterior measures are necessary, and
of what character those measures should he,

“ In the peculiar position in which the commitiee finds itself placed, it
does not feel it expedient to accompany its resignation by the suggestion
of any definite course of action, The whole body of the trade, however,
now assembled is, of course, free to adopt any measures it shall deem
expedient.””

The CuarrMAN observed, that the members of the committee, deeply
impressed with the responsibility of the position in which they had been
placed, had endeavoured, to the utmost of their power, to carry out the
objects of the association, and he believed their very success had been the
cause of their downfall. The members of the association, as a body, had
su conscientiously fullilled the pledges into which they had entered, that
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those booksellers who were not members of the society felt the great
disadvantage of the position in which they were placed, and found it
necessary to take some decisive step to prevent the destraction of their
business., They applied to certain authors, and among others to Lord
Campbell, That noble and learned lord hesitated to pronounee an opinion
upon the question until he had reeeived full information as to the facts,
The question beeame a publie one, and the ecommittee of the association,
feeling it desirable that the matter should he settled, requested Lord
Campbell, Dr. Milman, and Mr. Grote to consider the subject and to give
an opinion upon it, the committee pledging themselves to abide hy the
decision of those gentlemen. The members were aware what the deecision
of the noble lord and his eo-arhiters was, and it now became his duty,
as chairman of the association, along with the members of the committee,
Lo resign the oflice which had been entrasted to them by the society. He
could assure them that the committee could not, without feelings of
considerable regret, see the destruetion of a system upon which the
hookselling trade had Dbeen conducted for so many yvears, (Hear, hear.)
IHe eould only hope that, under new arrangements which it might be
possible to form, the trade of book merchants and of book retailers might
still be earvied on with sueeess, and that those who had been the most
opposed to the association would find that it was no longer their interest
to separate themselves from the main body of the trade, All he had now
to do was to thank the meeling for the kindness with which they had
listened to him, and to resign his funetions. (Hear, hear.)

Mr. Longman then left the ehair, to which My, T, Hatehard was ealled.

In reply to a question from Mr. Ricnarpsoxn,

Mr. LoveMax said that he was certainly not prepared to accept office
again. It was for the meeting, of course, to determine whether the
association should be eontinued or not.

Mre. MABERLY then moved—

““ That the thanks of this meeting be given to the members of the late

committee for their sedulous attention to the conduct of the association
during the past year, and for their earnest endeavour to maintain the
system of uniform prices,”
He expressed his belief that it would be impossible to establish another
assoeciation on the same principles as the present one. He thought the
trade should now endeavour to inerease their profits by curtailing eredit
to their eustomers, by endeavouring as far as possible to do without
stoek, and by reducing or discontinuing the allowanees which had hitherto
been made to clergymen, schoolmasters, and others.

Mr. BeLL seconded the motion.

Mr. J. Cuarman said, that although he ecertainly differed from the
commitiee with regard to the principles on which they had proceeded, he
still cousidered that they had acted on the whole with great vigour and
conseientiousness. He proceeded to explain the eirenmstances connected
with his selling American publieations at reduced prices, which led to his
withdrawal from the association, and expressed his opinion that the rules
of the society were not intended to apply to foreign books,
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The motion was then put by the CasirMAN, and was unanimously
adopted.

Mr. SEELEY, in returning thanks for the committee, said, that al thongh
they had been beaten, they were now more than ever convineed of the
justice of their canse. (Hear, hear.) They were well aware that it would
be impossible to select gentlemen of higher honour or of greater
intelligence than the arbitrators to whom their case had been
submitted ; and the only eause to which they eould atbribute their deleat
was this—ihat what was intended to be a conference turned out to ba
something quite different. The committee thought they were going before
three or four gentlemen who would hear what they had to say, and who
woulld discuss the matter in eonversation. It might, perhaps, have
arisen from the judicial habits of the Lord Chief Justice, but the fact was
that in lien of a eonference they had a judieial hearing. During the
whole of the discussion they never gob even the least notion of what was
passing in the minds of the judges. It the arbitrators had conferred with
the committee, and had told them how the gquestion presented itsell to
their minds, the committee would have known belter how to act, The very
question which the committee handed in on paper to the noble lord and
his colleagnes, as the guestion for their decision, was searcely alluded to
in the judgment. Indeed, the decision seemed ra ther to have arisen from
reading a review in a newspaper than from anything actually said belore
the arbitrators. Another reason of the failure of the commitiee was that,
although nothing could exceed the intelligenee and the honour of the
gentlemen who acted as arbifrators, it was impossible not to perceive
that they were all possessed with a sort of popular, vague, and general —
and in this case unjust—notion of what was called free trade., (Hear,
hear.) The committee endeavoured to urge upon the arbitrators that
there should he freedom on hoth sides of a bargain, and that il the retailer
was at libarty to sell a book, when he had bought ib, for what price ha
pleased, the publisher was equally entitled to say to the retailer, ** If you
depreciate the value of my books I won't sell you any more.”” Thab
prineiple was, in fact, the basis of all the regulations adopted by the
association ; but Lord Campbell considered that such a system was a
derogation of the rights of purchasers. He (Mr. Seeley) would advise the
meeting to eoncur in the views of the committee, and to abandon the idea
of any coercive or restrictive system ; but at the sume time he thonght
the trade woull Dhe resardless of their own interests il they did not
consult as to the system upon which the bookselling business was in
future to be ecarried on. His own opinion was that some alteration of the
allowances would be desirable.

Mr. Biges moved the following resolution :—

f Phat the thanks of the retail hooksellers now assembled be presented
to Messrs. W. Longman, John Murray, and the other gentlemen forming
the deputation to Lord Campbell for the zealous and able manner in
which on that oceasion they advoeated the interests of the bookselling
trade."

He greatly regretied the decision of Lord Camphall on this subjeet ;3 and
although the julgment or opinion ol that noble and learped Lord was
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entitled to the highest consideration, he thought it would have had far
greater weight if the noble Lord had not annexed to it the reasons upon
whieh it was founded. (A langh.) It was, he thought, a fatal circum-
stance for the booksellers that a large majority of anthors was against
them. He believed the anthors had been inflnenced by misrepresentation
and by a mistaken view of their own interests ; but he considered that so
long as they were opposed to the booksellers it would bhe utterly
impossible to continue the regulations. The opinions of a hundred
authors upon this question had been eireulated by Mr, Parker, and of
that number no less than 56 openly avowed that they were solely guided
in giving an opinion by their own interest, for they coneeived that if the
allowanee of the retail hooksellers was reduced they (the authors) would
be benefited. He believed that, althongh under the altered system the
retailers and  publishers might both suffer, the result would be a
considerable reduction in the number of works published, and the main
injury would eventually fall upon the anthors. (Hear.) This might not be
a matter of imporfance to Lord Camphell or Mr. Maeaulay, or authors
whose reputation was established, but it would materially affeet second-
rate or unknown authors., He (Mr, Biggs) thought, indeed, that, if there
was any point on which Lowd Campbhell’s judgment deserved condemna-
tion, it was with reference to the unfeeling and improper manner in which
he spoke of authors who were unknown, The noble Lord seemed to think
that anthors who had established their reputation could do without the
retail booksellers, and to care nothing for the interests of unknown
authors. He (Mr. Biggs) thought the only course now to be adopted was
to dissolve the association and embark in a system of competition, though
he did not think the undersellers themselves had either desired or
expected sueh a result. (Hear.)

Mr. E. WiLsoN, in seconding the motion, said he demurred entirely {o
Lord Campbell’s judgment. What did Lord Campbell or My, Grote, or
Dr. Milman, or even The Times newspaper, know about the practical
operation of the bookselling trade ?  (Hear.) For his own part he thought
the booksellers were quite competent to eonduct their own affairs.

The resolution, having been unanimously agreed to, was briefly acknow-
ledged by Mr. LoNGMAN,

Mr. OAkEY then moved :—

* That the Booksellers’ Association, as a protective instifution, be
forthwith dissolved,”

He considered that the members of fhe association were bound by the
pledge of the committee to dissolve the society. (Cries of ** No, no,"')
Well, that he thought would be the opinion of the publie, who would
expeet that, as honourable men, they should act upon the engagement of
the committee. He believed it was now their interest, as well as their
duty, as honourable men, to give up the protective system and to establish
free trade in books, (Hisses and cheers.) He eonsidered that, when he
sold a man a book, he parted with it absolutely, and had no right to
require from the purchaser any condition as to its future sale. On a
former oceasion the case of mauufacturers of cotton and calico had been
mentioned, but he would ask whether those manufacturers ever cowbined to
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put some one man out of the pale of the trade hecause he sold his goods at
a lower price than the manufacturer had proved ? (‘' Hear, hear,”’ and
“ Oh.'”') He believed it was for the nterests of the retail hooksellers that
the restrictive system should be given up. (Cries of * No, no.”") Such
pumerous allowances were made by retail booksellers to clergymen,
schoolmasters, and other persons that he denied that there was really any
fixed price of hooks. He helieved that (he restrietions which had hitherto
existed in the trade had heen very inj urions and that as soon as they were
removed the trade would assume a more healthy condition.

Mpr. Sroxe having seconded the motion,

A long and animated discussion took place, which occupied more than
two hours, and during which very conflicting opinions were expressed by
the gentlemen who addressed the meeting as to the propriety of
dissolving the association. In the course of the debate,

Mr. Loneaan said that, whatever might be the decision of the meeting
upon the motion before them, he felt, as an individual, pledged and bound
in honour to retive from the association. After the expression of publie
opinion which had taken place he did not hesitate to say that it would be
impossible to earry on the association. He hoped, therefore, that the
meeting would agree to its dissolution, and they might then consider what
they should do for the future.

Mr. Hatchard having been compelled by engagements to leave the
meeting, the chair was taken by

Mr. RiviNeron, who said that he felt hound in honour to follow the
example of Mr. Longman and to withdraw entirely from the assoeiation.
The great practical question for their consideration was what should be
done for the future : and he must say he thought the only way of eutting
the ground from beneath the undersellers was by remodelling in some
manner the arrangements which had been so long in existence and which
had worked so satisfactorily. In the course of his remarks Mr. Rivington
observed that he considered that the private arrangements of the trade
had, in the disenssions on this subject, been most tyrannically, unfairly,
and improperly brought hefore the publie.

Mr. Munnray said he was much gratified to see so large a meeting of
the retail booksellers, for it afforded a contradietion to the misrepresenta-
tion which had been put forth that the retailers acted nnder the coercion
of the publishers. Now was that the case ? (Cries of ** No, no,"" and
cheers.) He hoped this fact would be conveyed to the Editor ol The
Times. He had hitherto supposed that in what was ealled public opinion
there was some spice of justice ; but he appealed to the meeting whether
the Dooksellers had not been very unfairly used on all sides. ( Hear,
hear.) He was sorry to say that the public was not a fair judge where its
own pocket was econcerned (a langh), and that was the whole secret. It
might be necessary that this association should be dissolved, but he
strongly urged the members of the trade to pemember the maxim that
“ union is strength,” He feared that the present state of things must be
a reduction of allowances; but he believed the undersellers would
eventually get a dose out of their own bottle, for when all the booksellers
began to undersell he had no doubt the Leicester-square monopolists
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would soon ery “‘ Flold! enough !’ There had of late been a great
outery ahout the price of hooks ; and he regretted that a gentleman of
high position (Mr. Gladstone) had, in his place in Parliament, termed the
bookselling trade a monopoly, and had applied to the persons engaged in
that trade language which they did not deserve. But if the bookselling
trade were a monopoly, were not the anthors partners in it 2 And surely
Mr. Gladstone, who was himsell an anthor, knew that fact perfectly well,
(*“ Hear,” and a laugh.) He might state that, in consequence of Mr.
Gladstone’s speech, he had referred to his hooks, and he found that since
the beginuing of 1848—within a period of little more than four years—he
had paid to anthors £40,000. (IHear.) They had heard a great deal
about the trade, but would any person pretend to say that there was no
competition among publishers ? Why, one-half the works now issued were
published at the price of 10s, or under ; and there was no trade, except
perhaps the cotton trade, in which there had heen a greater reduction of
prices. He admitted the necessity of competition, and was quite rendy
to engage in it ; but what was the impediment ? It was that they had
not in England a suflicient market for books. Let education he extended,
and a demand for books be thus ereated, and then there would be
competition enough,

Mr. Loxcuax stated with reference to observations which fell from
several gentlemen who addressed the meeting that, if it were determined
to continue the association, the only eourse he could take would be
to withdraw from it. He had serious doubts, also, whether the esta-
blishment of another association was desirable ; for what was the use of
an association without power to compel adherence to its rules ?  (Hear,
hear.) They might, it was true, have a hooksellers’ elub to advise the
trade, but that would be an entirely different thing from a {rade
association,

Mr. BouNx considered that the most advisable eourse would he to
dissolve the association unconditionally. His own opinion was that the
best plan would be to leave the trade for a time to find its own level.

The words ‘‘ as a protective institution ' having been omitted from the
motion, with the consent of the mover and seconder, it was put to the
meeting and earried, there being not more than half-a-dozen dissentients.

Mr. SeELEy then propossed the following motion ;

“ That the question of the system to be in future adopted for the
regulation of the trade be referred to the following gentlemen, namely ;—
Mr. Longman, Mr. Murray, Mr. Hatchard, Mp. Colburn, Mr. Bentley,
Mr. Smith, Mr. J. Miles, Mr. Gilhert, Mr. J, Mills, Mr. Rivington,
Mr. J. W. Parker, Mr. Nisbet, Mr. Seceley, Mr. Shaw, Mr. Bain, Mr.
Walton, Mr. Moxon, Mr. Dalton, Mr. Highley, Mr. Bigg, Mr. J. W,
Parker, Mr, Blackwood, Mr. Bohn, and Mr, Nutt,"”

The motion was seconded by Mr, Boux, and was nnanimously adopted,

A vote of thanks was then passed to the Chairman, and the proceedings
terminated at 3 o'cloek,
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(From The Times of May 31, 1852.)

The Booksellers' Association was a trade union formed for the purpose
of preventing the supply of books by wholesale pnblishers to any retail
dealers Dbut those who undertook to make a fixed rate of profit. Its
operations having ereated complaints, and complaints having generated
opposition, the prineiples of the system were submitted to the judgment
of Lowp CaxreeL and others, by whose deeision it was agreed to abide.
Lorp CaMpPpELL pronounced, without reserve or misgiving, against the
doctrines and practice of the Association, so that the question was
bronght by econsent to a final and visible issue. On Friday morning,
however, when the members of the union assembled in foree to receive the
veport of their committee on these transactions, a considerable inclination
was evinced to eseape the consequences of the appeal. That some sore-
ness should be felt on the oceasion was no more than natural. Buach
highly practical views as those en tertained by the members of the
Association were not likely to be surrendered without repining. For
yvears they have enforced their own opinions on others by resolute
coercion, and it eould not be very satisfactory to record a condemnation
of their own proceedings at the same time that they relinguished the
protection of an artificial tariff. As common sense prevailed in the end,
and as the meeting recognized not only the propriety of supporting its
own committee, but the necessity of foregoing pretensions which had
become impossible, we should not revert to a controversy already closed
except for certain expressions of feeling which suggest some corrective
notice. Mr. SEELEY declared that the committee, ** though beaten, was
“ more than ever convinced of the justice of its cause ' ; and inti-
mated that judgment went against them rather through the mode of
procedure than by the merits of the ease. Mr. Bicas thought that Lorn
CaypeELL had invalidated his decision by the reasons on which he
professed to ground it. Mr., RIVINGTON considered that ** the private
“ arrangements of the trade had, in the discussions on this subject, heen
“ most tyranieally, unfairly, and improperly brought before the publie.'
Mr, Mukray *“ had hitherto supposed that in what was called publie
“ gpinion there was some spice of justice, but he put it to the meeting
¢ whether the hooksellers had not been unfairly used on all sides.”  As
for Mr. E. WiisoN, he * entirely demurred to Lorp Ca MPBELL'S judg-
“ ment, for what did Lorp Caspeecn, or Mr. GrorE, or Dr. MILMAN, oF
“ aven The Times newspaper, know about the practieal operation of the
“ hookselling trade 2 To this pointed interrogatory, we can only reply
that onr knowledge was, at any rate, thonght suflizient for the decision of
the guestion hefore it was known what form our opinions might take. We
speak inelusively of ourselves in this matter, because the eontroversy was
really forced upon our attention as practically as upom that of Lonp
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CampiELL and his colleagnes. We have received communications and
appeals not only from the principal members of the Association and the
chief of their opponents, but from a prodigious number of independent
correspondents, and we have given the subject a most impartial con-
sideration. We now feel that the interests of the public mayv he
materially damaged if any impression is entertained that less or more
than justice has been done, and we invite attention, thervefore, to the
remonstrances of the unsuecessful litigants,

To the exceptions against the mode of procedure we can attach no
weight whatever, Mr, Seerey says, that whereas ** a eonference '’ was
expected by the Assoeiation, they obtained only a ** judicial hearing."
We do not exactly comprehend the distinetion here implied, but, what-
ever may be its value, it appears to us that the ** hearing "’ took no other
form but that which the Association gave to it. They seleeted their own
arbitrator, they pleaded their own eause, they made any suggestions they
pleased, they bronght forward all their own arguments at their own time
by the mouths of their own speakers, and it was not until they acknow-
ledged that there was no more to bhe said that Lonn Camrpenn delivered
his judgment. Mr. SEELEY appears to intimate that if the committee
could have detected the arbitrators’ eourse of thought they eould have
influenced the eonclusion ; but why, in this ease, did he not bring
forward at the meeting the arguments by which sueh a result could have
been secured 2 Why did not our eminent publishers, instead of loosely
depreciating the decision of their own umpire, allege their reasons for
considering this decision unsound ? If Mr, SEELEY did not know ** what
“ was passing in the judges’ minds "' in time enough to control their
thoughts, he at any rate knows it now, and he had the fairest possible
opportunity of explaining the arguments by which he wonld have averted
the conelusion. If Lonn Casmesevn omitted to take any cirenmstances
into eonsideration, pray what were they ?

Mr. Murray's eharge of injustice is too general to be met by anything
but a similar denial ; and it required, indeed, some boldness to advance
it while the transactions referred to were so fresh in the publie mind.
How or where can the hooksellers have heen ** unfairly used " 2 They
had formed an association of their own for their own purposes ; its
practices were denounced by members of their own trade ; they volun-
tarily selected an umpire, by whose decision they promised to abide, and,
after stating all they wished to state in self-defence, they lost their
canse., Who used the booksellers nunfairly 2 Not the eomplainants, for
they were not only the weaker party, but have fairly justified their
views. Not the arbitrators, for they delivered only the judgment which
was asked for ; and surely not the publie, whose instinetive eonclusions
did but coincide with what the Twooksellers’ own judge has declared to
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be the rights of the question, We trust the views of our respected
fellow-citizen touching ‘‘ public opinion " will not bhe injuriously
affected by his present experience of its force ; and we are sure, indeed,
that on a little reflection so sensible a man as Mr. Murray will see that
the Booksellers' Association had better drop the question of ** justice "
altogether, If muech more is said upon this puint the public may he
disposed to remember that for years past a powerful trade combination
has been enforcing by unserupulous coercion, to the damage of literature
and the loss of the consumer, a system of business which has now been
formally condemned. 1f there are any persons who have been ‘* unfairly
“ used,” they are certainly not those who have at length been quietly
assured, on authority of their own selecting, that they have hitherto been
practising injustice,

The publishers, being wholesale dealers in books, have professed to
consider it for the advantage of retail dealers, authors, and the publie
at large, that they should fix the rate at which hooks should be distributed
to the consumer. This assumption was first impeached by retail dealers
themselves, and, as we now learn, to an extent much more considerable
than appeared. In point of fact, a great number of retailers objected to
these restrictions without having the means to remonstrate. The
“ gquthors' " view of the question has been expressed with such plainness
as to be ** fatal to the booksellers,”” even in their own opinion, and that
the conclusion of the public has gone against them is actually made a
matter of querulous rvemark, When all the parties in whose interests
Mr. MUurrAY supposed he was acting demurred to the fact, he appealed
to an arbitrator of his own choice, and this arbitrator confirmed the views
of the remonstrant retailers, the authors, and the publiec. With what show
of reason, then, can he possibly complain of injustice or unfairness ?

Mr. RIVINGTON considers that there was something ‘* tyrannical ™ in
publishing to the world the fact that retail hooksellers were liable to be
deprived of their livelihood and reduced to beggary if they contented
themselves with less than a fixed rate of profit on their sales, In the
same way Mr. GLADSTONE might have been described as ** tyrannical '’ for
telling how Poerio was used by the Neapolitan gaolers, Some people
will fancy the ** tyranny ' was rather on the other side ; but when Mr.
RIVINGTON speaks of the ** privacy of trade arrangements " as invaded by
discussion, he forgets that these *' arrangements " involve the very
points in dispute. The publishers, after providing for all the fair costs
of a book's production, coolly added a charge of 33 per cent. to he dealt
with by themselves, and then described the disposal of this surplus as a
“ private arrangement '’ of the trade. We are really unwilling, how-
ever, to protract a controversy which can only end in aggravated
exposure for those who will not permit it to sleep. We trust the book-
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sellers of the Association will respect their own characters too mueh,
and discern their own interests too well, to revive under any colourable
disguise a system which they have hound themselves to discontinue : and,
thongh Mr. W. Loneuman, with an unlucky predilection for Mr. W.
NEWTON'S phraseology, talked of * advising the trade '’ by the agency
of a club, we are ready to hope bhetter counsels from his second thoughts.
Let the publishers, like all other wholesale dealers, sell their goods at
the wholesale price, and leave the retailers to do business for themselves,
The * regulation of the trade ' veserved for econsideration requirves
nothing beyond this simple rule,

(From The Times of June 11, 1852,)

We regret to learn that the hooksellers’ controversy, if not actually
maintained in its original vigour, has at any rate not heen succeeded by
those proceedings of conciliation or peace which were to be expected and
desired. In pursuance of the judgment, delivered at Stratheden-house the
** Booksellers' Association ' was to be dissolved, and with the extinction
of this organized inquisition all eoercive agencies were removed from the
trade. We must presume that the publishers who took so prominent a
part in the discussion have acted faithfully upon their pledge of abiding
by Lord CampBELL'S arbitration, and that the principle of interfering
with the business of retail dealers has been fairly abandoned, Thus far,
therefore, the chief grievances have disappeared, and the road has been
opened to well considered reforms ; but it is obvious that the non-suited
parties are extremely ill-satisfied, and are more desirous of reviving their
system under another name than of acquiescing in the deliberate opinion
of their own selected arbitrator. We have been anxiouns to give every
possible consideration to the interests of a trade with which the progress
of literature and education is so closely econnected, and we arve still
prepared to listen to any representations whieh can be reasonably nrged.
We should be even disposed to forego the fair rights of argument and to
refrain from insisting upon the absolute closing of the case if any canse
could be shown for presuming an error. But no such grounds have been
produced. The maleontents and remonstrants have not advanced a single
argument which was not duly eonsidered and rejected in the conrt of their
own choice. Whatever was to be said for their system, they said at their
own time, by their own speakers, and before their own judges. It would
be irregular enongh to reopen a case thus dismissed, even il new evidence
had been discovered, hut to impeach the sentence and obstruet the conrse
of law without any other justification than private pique is a line of
conduct plainly unbecoming, and tolerably sure to be prejudicial,
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We have asked before, and we now ask again, what are the considera-
tions, if any, which were left out of the account in conducting the con-
troversy 2 As respects all the argunments which were produced, we are
sure that we give nfterance to the universal opinion of the publie when
we say that they were absolutely and conclusively disposed of by Lord
Campirent and his assessors. What is it, then, whieh is left behind ?
Among the infinite variety of communications which this question has
aceasioned, we received a letter form a well-known Oxford publisher:
informing us that a ** fallacy " pervaded all our articles, and that we had
“ entirely overlooked one or two material parts of the system.'' These
remarks, from so respectable a quarter, arrested our attention, and we
perused the remainder of the epistle with considerable interest in
expectation of coming upon some wholly new views. To our disappoint-
ment, however, we discovered that the ** material points ' which had
been described as ** overlooked "' referred to nothing but the eredit given
by booksellers to their eustomers, the practieal curtailment of the ** 33
“ per cent.” profit by various drawbacks and the eonsequent ** im-
 possibility "’ of doing business with less margin,

It is really surprising to us how men who must necessarily he possessed
of more than common intelligence ean so mistake the guestion before the
public as to advance arguments like this. In the first place, seeing that
booksellers did live upon less profit, and were, moreover, so resolutely
bent wupon the performance of this ** impossibility ' that all the
unsernpulous tyranny of an organized association was required to check
them in the practice, it is nothing short of manifest absurdity to represent.
the existing ** allowances "' as admitting of no possible reduction. With
what face ecan it be maintained that no bookseller can subsist under less
than the present trade prices, when the whole eontroversy has arvisen from
the fact that certain members of the trade persisted in doing so ? But
this, though plainly conclusive of the whole question, is not the real
point at issue, Nobody desires that booksellers either at Oxford or else-
where should be rvestricted in their particular ideas of profit or their
general views of their own business. On the eontrarvy, the very gist of
Lord CavprELL'S decision is to leave every tradesman a free agent ; and
to remit the rates of charge and profit to those conditions of eredit
cirenmstance, or loeality by which the character of all trade is .ieter:
mined. What is demanded is that the publisher, or wholesale dealer, in
delivering his publications to the retailer at that fair wholesale price
which the joint producers have agreed upon, shall abstain from any manner
of interference with the retailers’ subsequent dealings. Nothing more is
required than that publishers shonld dispose of books to booksellers on
the same terms and in the same way that all wholesale dealers sell wares
to ba sold again. The charges of distribution pertained to the distributors,
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and should be left to them exclusively. Competition on one side, and
necessary expenses on the other, will always seeure in this as in all other
trades as much general uniformity of price as it is desirable to maintain,
No reason has ever been shown why a book might not vary in price as freely
as a pair of kid gloves, or a pound of beef, or a silk umbrella, In point of
fact, it does so vary at this moment. Even the *‘ association " itself
recognized one price to special trades, another for book societies, a third
for eredit, and a fourth for eash ; and if to these variations be added those
arising from private bargains, it will be seen that the alleged
** uniformity "" of a book's cost had no real existence. Nothing, indeed,
conld so direetly militate against sueh uniformity as the imposition of an
artificial price large enough to admit of a dozen modifieations, according
to the views or position of the dealer,

For the henefit of the malcontents we ean put the case in a very few
words, There is only one argument to which the publie will attend. If
there is any reason why the distribution of books should not be left to the
absolute disceretion of the retailers, let it be shown. Nothing has yet been
alleged to warrant the interference of the publishers in a branch of the trade
beyond their concern. If it is really the fact that the circumstances of
the book trade, as a general rule, will compel the retailer to ask the same
prices as at present, we shall find the result accordingly, and matters will
be kept in their present position by the operation of natural laws instead
of the coercion of a trade union, If, on the other hand, distributors can
make a living on less profits, the public are entitled to the benefit, for it
is utterly preposterous to expect that any members of any trade can be
protected in the receipt of artificial prices at the public eost. In all
probability the consequences will not be wholly either one way or the
other. Booksellers who give long credit, or who live at long distances
from London, or who, from any exeeptional ecireumstances, are put to
unusual expense in their establishments, will bring such matters to
aceount in their chavges, Those, on the other hand, who do a eash busi-
ness, or who can manage, in one way or the other, to eurtail their out-
coings, will be content with lower rates of profit, and the difference in
enstomers will be suited, as in other trades, by the difference in shops.
Mr, MuURRAY ventured to assert at a booksellers’ meeting that ** the
¢ publie were not fair judges of a ease where their own pockets were con-
‘“ gerned.”” Mp. Booker anl Mr. CHOWLER have said exaetly the same
thing ; but, with every deference to these eminent and truly consistent
Protectionists, we must express ourselves of a totally opposite opinion.
There is no better judge than the publiec at large, and though it un-
doubtedly leans to what an exalted Protectionist termed ** an absurd
** mania for cheapness,’” it is seldom unreasonable in its desires. We
Englishmen are a ** nation of shopkeepers,” so far at any rate as to know
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what it costs to keep shop. Nobody expects that bhooks, any more than
other commodities, can be retailed without such an advance on the whole=
sale price as shall provide a profit for the retailer, but everyhody expeects
and demands that retailers shall be left to themselves, and shall not he
driven by trade combinations to ask a larger profit than they desire.

————

(From The Times of June 12, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Observing your remarks on the bookselling trade in The Times of
this day, I think it expedient that you shonld have before you the
resolutions proposed by Mr, Thomas Longman, and passed unanimously at
a meeting of the prineipal publishers of Saturday last :(—

1, That the meeting declare that they have no intention of taking
any steps to control the dealings of the retail booksellers with the publie.

¢ 9 That this meeting consider it probable that it may be expedient
belare long to reduce the retail prices and trade allowances on some
books already published, and the rate at which new books may in future
he published.

¢ 3. This meeting are not prepared at present to recommend and put in
force the second resolution.™

1 unwillingly intrude myself on the publie, and trust that as the
question now appears to be set at rest, we may receive that valuable
support from the public press which is so important to all concerned in
the publication of books.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
BEVIS E. GREEN, Chairman of the Meeting.

39, Paternoster-row, June 11,

(From The Times of June 16, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Your leading article on this subject in The Times of yesterday is,
on the whole, an able and fair summary of the subject ; but you stil]
assume that the usnal profit of the retail hooksellers is 33 per cent., which
is not the fact—it is only 25 per cent. This error is caleulated to do
serions injury to a large and deserving class of poor men by leading the
public to expect a larger discount than it is possible for them to give if
they are still to have an honest living profit. I therefore call upon yom,
on your acknowledged principle of allowing the facts on both sides to
appear in yonr columns, to allow this fact to be stated. 1, for one, have
never ohjected to a fair discount for cash, and most other booksellers have
long adopted this practice. What I objected to, and still think wrong in
prineiple, is that a dealer in secondhand books should select some popular
new hook and advertise it at the trade cost price to the public as a decoy
duck to bring customers to his shop ; thereby injuring the property of the
publisher and the author in the remaining copies of the hook so selected, This
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practice I eonsider as unfair, and searcely honest ; and it was to pub this
down that I supported the association as the only means of doing so. That
is now abandoned, and every man is at liberty to sell at what price he
thinks best for his own interest. But your articles leading the publie to
believe that the retailer has a margin of one-third, instead of one-fourth,
to divide with his customer, are calenlated to mislead and do an injury,
which I am sure you do not intend.
Your obedient servant,
Oxford, June 12, JOHN HENRY PARKER.

(From The Times of June 18, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—Younr correspondent, Mr, J, H. Parker, of Oxtord, labours under a
conlusion between the words ** discount " and ** profit.”

A book published at 20s. is sold by the publisher to the retailer at a
discount of 25 per cent. on the publishing price. He pays the publisher
15s. The book so purchased he sells for 20s., or one-third more, so that
the profit on the retailer's investment is 33} per cent,

I hope Mr. J. H. Parker's prophecy is founded on sounder grounds than
his view of profit. If secondhand booksellers, or any other class, are will-
ing to convey to the publie by retail a popular work without any retail
profit, so much the hetter for the public and for anthors. The diminished
price will, as in all other instaneces, produce increased sale, and thus the
anthor will be enriched and the publie aceommodated.

Yours,
June 16, TWO-AND-TWO.

(From The Times of June 19, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir,—The error into whiech Mpye. J. . Parker fell has been justly
exposed by your correspondent * Two and Two,"” but not to its full
extent, So far from your having overstated the profit in your leading
article a few days ago, when yvou put it in round numbers at 33 per cent.,
yvou very considernbly understated it.

Retailers always get 25 copies of the larger works at the price of 24
copies. Of pamphlets they get 13 to the dozen. Thus, for 100 books sold
over the counter at 10s, each the retailer has only paid 96 x 7s. 6d. ; his
outlay is 361. and his refunrn 50l. A profit of 14, on 361, is equal exactly
to 38 89 per cent.

In the ecase of pamphlets the retailer, for 13 pamphlets sold over the
counter at 2s, 6d,, pavs but 1s, 101d. a-pieee for 12 copies,the thirteenth
being thrown in. His ontlay, therefore is 12 x<1s. 105d. =225, Gd. His
return is 13 x 2s. 6d, =32, 6d.—a profit of 10s. nupon 22s, 6d., which is
exactly 44 49 per cent. profit on the outlay. In the ease of pamphlets
this profit seems doubly outrageous to authors, as publishers in general
require the whole expenses of publieation, advertisements, &e., to be
defrayed beforehand, and in addition often require a fee for their trouble
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extra. Instead of 25 per cent., therefore, as I verily believe many of the
monopolists have conscientiously (though ignorantly) taken their profits to
be, the profit varies from 40 to (in the case of pamphlets) not less than
60 per cent. to those publishers who also retail their own publications,
and this in some cases where all the expenses has been borne by the author
—a trade which in these days I admit it is worth making a struggle to
retain, if it can be retained honestly or decently.
I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
Lincoln's-inn, June 18, PARVUS I1ULUS.

(From The Times of June 21, 1852.)

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Sir—Your correspondent ** Two and Two ' evidently thinks that he
has canght me in a palpable blunder ; but he is mistaken. I could not be
ignovant that there are two modes of reckoning profit in trade,—one by
the returns, which is the usnal one, and the one followed in all your articles,
the other by the outlay, which is the one he adopts ; but, if the latter is
adopted, other items must also be taken into account. To every 7ol
expended 5l. must be added [or necessary expenses of trade, and from
every 100[. of nominal veturns 10, must be deducted for interest or dis-
connt. The retail bookseller, then, on an outlay of 80L., gets a profit of
101, provided he sells every book that he buys and is paid for every book
that he sells-—that is, if he has no dead stock and no bad debts, Unfortu-
nately, these two items often swallow up the whole of his 101., so that on
many transactions he has no profit at all ; and, on the whole, his profits
are smaller than those of any other retail trader.

I am quite aware, that if book-buyers would pay ready money, as &
general rule, it would be greatly to the advantage of all parties ; but,
will they do so ? I believe they will not, and that they eannot. To do so,
they must first pay their bills; and, if they buy no books till that is done,
there will be very few books sold for the next two or three years. The
ready money system is a very advantageous one to one hookseller out of a
hundred, but, as a general rule, it is impracticable,

The Oxford booksellers gave it a fair trial for three or four years.
The result was that no more hooks were sold, no more actual ready money
was taken, because they conld not get it ; their bills were not paid a day
sooner at the cash prices than they were at the full prices. They were
compelled to change the system for that ever since adopted —allowing a
liberal discount to those who will pay, and eharging the full prices to those
who take credit. This system works well, and suits all parties, and to this
the booksellers will be obliged to return if they try any other for a time.
I trust to your usnal system of fair play to insert this, and have no
intention of troubling you again upon this subject.

Your obedient servaut,
Oxford, June 19, J. H. PARKER.




THE PUBLISHERS’ ASSOCIATION
OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND.

STATIONERS' HALL, LONDON, E.C.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF SUPPLY OF NET BOOKS.

me the undersigned several firms of Publishers being desirous
as far as possible of ensuring that Books published at net prices (such
Books being hereinafter referred to as Net Books) shall not be sold to the
public (including schools libraries and institutions) at less than such net
prices hereby inform you that henceforth we shall only invoice and supply
to you Net Books published by us or any of us on our usual trade verms
provided you on your part agree to abide by the following conditions
ViZ, 1—

Conditions of Supply to Retail Booksellers.

1. Not to offer for sale or sell any such Net Book at less than the net
price at which it is published, except as herveinafter mentioned :(—

2. Not to offer for sale or sell any second-hand copy of any such Net
Book at less than the published price within 6 months ol
publication.

3. Not to treat as unsaleable or dead stock any new copy or copies of
any such Net Book within 12 months of the date of your latest
purchase of any copy or copies thereof and then only such copy or
copies of such latest purchase as shall remain in your hands.

4. Not to offer for sale or sell or cause to be sold at a price below the
published price any such dead stock as aforesaid without having
first offered such dead stock to the publisher thereof at cost price,
or at the proposed reduced price, whichever shall be the lower ;
and after such dead stock shall have been returned to the pub-
lisher, or with his assent sold off under the published price, not to
offer for sale or sell or cause to be sold any further copy or copies
of the same book below the published price.

Conditions of Supply to Wholesale Distributing Firms.
5. To allow usual trade terms upon such Net Books to such retail trade
customers only as consent to and.abide by each of the above condi-
tions of supply numbered 1 to 4,

6. Not to sell any such Net Book at less than the full net price at which
it is published to any eustomer who shall offer for sale or sell or cause
to be sold any such Net Book contrary to the several conditions of
supply above set forth,

In the event of your infringement of any one of these conditions we
shall thereafter each require you to pay for all Net Books invoiced and
supplied to you at the full net prices at which they are published.



