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THE MARCH TOWARDS
SOCIALISM

CHAPTER |

UNEQUAL DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH IN
PRESENT-DAY SOCIETY

IN the first part of this study, | propose to set
before the reader the actualities which constitute the
social question and which imperiously and insistently
press for its solution.

The first of these realities is the extreme inequality
in the distribution of wealth.

But a few years ago, people had only a vague and
sentimental idea of this inequality. To-day, thanks
to the statistics afforded by Income Tax and Death
Duties, it can be calculated to a close degree of
approximation, and can be presented in the form of
figures.

How is the total wealth of France in private hands
distributed amongst the citizens? | will come in a
moment to the conclusions at which | have arrived.
But, as a preliminary step, 1 must first justify the



8 THE MARCH TOWARDS SOCIALISM

general method | have followed, and each of the
eements of my calculation. Fortunately, | shall be
able, as regards the whole of one part of my argu-
ment, to invoke the authority of an eminent and
remarkably well-informed specialist, M. de Foville,
of the Statistical Department of the Ministry of
Finance.

The first question which presents | |tself is this:
What is the round sum of wealth which, in France, is
divided amongs private pasons? Actually thereis
no source of information which allows this to be
apprehended in a direct manner, if | may say
but it can be determined in an indirect fashion.

The point of departure of the method pursued,
condds in the fact that in some exceptional circum-
dances, large dices of the wealth of the country come
suddenly within the purview of the public exchequer.
This takes place when death causes a fortune to pass
from the hands of one person to ancther, or again,
when, on the occason of the marriage of his son or
daughter, a father deaches from his fortune the
dowry of his child, and takes it to the notary, to be
entered in the marriage contract. " As we cannot
sk and weigh the wealth in the hands which hold
it,” writes M. de Foville, " we saze it in flight, so to
goeak, at the moment when these hands open, and let
it ecape  Most frequently, it is death which dis-
poss=ses us, and estates will be, by far, our chief base
of operations. But if we only consdered the transfers
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brought about by decease, we should unduly omit a
considerable portion of what we may call the stream
of transmitted wealth. Not infrequently, people dis-
possess themselves of all or a part of their property,
whilst still living, for the benefit of those who are dear
to them. Anticipated inheritances, marriage settle-
ments, deeds of gift, these are, in certain circles,
customary. acts; and these ' bequests before death,!
as they are called at the Law Courts, must certainly
be considered as a deflection from the stream of
estates, because, for example, the portion which a son
or daughter receives on marriage, reduces by its
amount the property which the parents will leave
behind them. It is therefore desirable, in order to be
exact, to add to the sum total of estates the amounts
of gifts which have passed between living people."?*
Each year, the Public Treasury registers the sum
total of estates and the sum total of the gifts between
living persons, and, as a general rule, in the following
year, the statistics of the Ministry of Finance reveal
to us both the one and the other. The round sum of
the estates is called the Estate Returns. M. de
Foville suggedts, very properly, to call the sum total
of the estates and the giftsthe " transferred wealth."
Now the "transferred wealth" isa reliable bass for
estimating the total private wealth of the country. It
represents, in fact, a definite fraction of the total mass

1 A. de Foville, Revue economique international, April 1906,
pp. 11 and 12.
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of this wealth. What fraction? Is it the 20th, 30th,
or 40th part? " In other words," asks M. de Foville,
" what is the co-efficient, what is the multiplier which
must be applied to the ‘transferred wealth' to
reconstruct the whole of which it is only a
fragment ?"

He answers, " Only a little reflection is needed to
recognise that this multiplier should correspond, not
to the average duration of life of the French, as
several people have supposed, but to the average
period of survival of the inheritors as compared with
the persons from whom they inherit. If, for example,
each proprietor or capitalist conserved for thirty years
neither more nor less than the property which he
received from his parents, and which his descendants
will be called upon to enjoy after him, the annual
transfers would amount to one-thirtieth of the total
wealth, since the whole of the wealth would change
hands every thirty years" "

Here, then, is our second unknown quantity plainly
defined: it is the average interval which separates
the inheritance by one generation from another.

What is, in fact, this average period of survival ?

An inquiry made by M. Victor Turquan, when head
of the General Statistical Department of France,
which dealt with 4,500,000 cases, has demonstrated
that in France this average is about 32 years (31
years, 8 months, 21 days, exactly). It will, therefore,
be necessary to multiply the yearly figures by 32,
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and not by 36, as is often done, or by 35, as is done
in France to this day by the Registry.

But it is the gross amount of the " transferred
wealth" which should be multiplied by the co-
efficient, and not the net figure which is obtained
after deducting the liabilities of the estates. The
adoption of this figure, which in theory is too high,
will serve in practice to compensate for " leakages."
" The department concerned will not contradict us,”
M. de Foville says, "if we contend that the conceal-
ing of assts as still practised, is nearly equal to the
deduction of liabilities as authorised by the law of
1901."

Having laid down these principles, M. de Foville
took as a bass, in 1906, the average "transferred
wealth " of the past four years, viz., 6% milliards, and
multiplying this figure by 32 arrived at the following
estimate of the sum total of the private fortunes of
France : 208 milliards, or, not to be too precise, 200
odd milliards.

Taking as a basis the average" transferred wealth "
of the last five years for which the figures are known,
1909-13, viz,, 7 milliards of francs (7,072,020,000), we
arrive at the figure of 226 milliards, 300 millions, or
in round figures 225 milliards.

And now the second question we have to answer
isthis: How is this imposing mass of wealth appor-
tioned amongst the different classes of society ?

An extremely important clue to this matter is
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furnished by the datigics relating to etates pub-
lished each year by the Finance Ministry. After
showing us the grass amount of all the edates that
are declared, and making deduction of all those where
theliabilities exceed the ases thee satigicsdivide
the remaining edates into a sries of thirteen groups,
according to their importance. By way of example,
we give the figures relating to the year 1911.

TABLE |
DISTRIBUTION OF ESTATES IN FRANCE. (YEAR 1911)
Groups of Estates (according to the importance ENs(t)éIOés TfOtt%I AE”S‘t%Ium
of the es
of the Net Assets). %rg%%? of each Group.
Francs,
I. Over 50 million francs . 3 216,000,000
I T. Between 50 and 10 million francs 9 233,000, 000
lrr. ,, 10and S , » 30| 200,600,000
V. " 5and 2 ” » 245 439,900,000
V. " 2and 1 " 379 532.300,000
Vi. ' 1 million and 500, OOO
francs . 832 591,300,000
Vil » 500,000 and 250, 000 frs 1675 588,000,000
VIIL . 250,000 and 100,000 4,878 761,000,000
I X. v 100,000 and 50,000 7755 539,300,000
X. " 50,000 and 10,000 47.032 994,000,000
X1, v 10,000 and 2,000 105’966 523,600,000
X1, v 2,000 and 500 04787 119,100,000
X1, " 500 and 1 05522 23,600,000
Total . . . .| 359, 113} 5,761,700,000
| .

The immediate impresson given by this table is
that of immense inequality. Thus, if we look in turn
at the top and bottom of our two series of figures, we
observe that whilst three deceased persons leave to
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their inheritors 216 millions, 95,522 others only leave
to theirs 23 millions. Whilst only forty-two estates
of the three first groups are necessary to form a
block of 649 millions of francs, 296,000 estates of the
last three groups are requisite to make a total of
barely 666 millions of francs.

But we will not linger any longer over these figures
which relate only to one year. Although from year
to year the differences are insignificant, it is a good
practice to take a series of years and calculate the
average. This is what M. de Foville has done in
the work from which we have quoted. He calculates
the average of the years 1902, 1903, and 1904.
Moreover, to render comparison easy, he estimates
on the one hand, the proportion per 100,000 of the
estates of the various groups, and on the other hand,
the proportion which the amount of these estates
bears to a milliard of francs. The result of his
calculation is shown in the table on p. 14.

In commenting on these figures M. de Foville
exclaims, " Here is the pyramid of fortunes—or at
least its outline, and we could not wish for a more
direct, relevant or precise answer to our inquiries.
We will not aver that thisreply is very consolatory.
It reads like an arithmetical version of the phrase of
Leo XIIl,in his famous encyclical: 'Divitiarum in
exiguo numero affluentia, in multitudine inopia.’
The contrast between the scattered general staff
of contemporary Croesuses and the great army of
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TABLE 11

PROPORTION OF THE DIFFERENT GROUPS OF ESTATES IN FRANCE
(Average of 1902-1904)

’ Total of the

No. of Estates com-

Groups of Estates gaé&fo't? prlsgjréﬂpeach

per 100,000. per milliard
Francs.

Millions of
o Francs
. Over 50 millions of francs . . a5 25.2
| 1. Between 50 and 10 million francs 2-25 26-8
e, 10and 5 . 625 305
V. » 5and 2 " 30 68-2
V. B 2and 1 " " 84 90-2

Vi, " 1 million and 500,000

francs . . . 187 96-5
AN ,, 500,000 and 250,000 frs. 401 106-4
VI, " 250,000 and 100,000 1,160 136-8
I X. " 100,000 and 50,000 1,849 971
X. " 50,000 and 10,000 10,881 180:0
X1, . 10,000 and 2,000 26,803 1042
X1, . 2,000 and 500 27,146 307
X1, Y 500 and 1 31,450 74
Total L . | 100,000 10000

the impecunious is here disclosed without any dis
guie”

But M. de Foville has not solved nor even
approached the particular problem we have st
oursdves. He has not pursued his calculations far
enough to determine the share of the total wealth
of the country which bdongs to each of the groups
of the possesors

And yet only an exact knowledge of this distri-
bution will enable us to exape from absractions
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and give us a vision which, in some degree, em-
bodies the reality. How may we obtain it?

The first idea that suggests itself is to take the
co-efficient which we have adopted to estimate the
general wealth of the country, and multiply by this co-
efficient—thirty-two—the average annual number and
the average annual amount of each group of estates.
Obviously we should adopt the average of the last
quinquennial period for which we have the figures,
1909 to 1913.

But in doing this, we should obtain a figure lower
than the reality. As a matter of fact, these figures
only represent the net assets of the declared estates
in each group, and not their gross total, without
deduction of liabilities. Now, M. de Foville has
taught us that, in order to compensate for the con-
cealing of assets, it is necessary to take as a
basis of valuation, not the net assets, but the gross
amount of.the estatess This gross total is not
shown by the Finance Ministry in its group class-
fication.

On the other hand, even if we knew the gross
amount of the estates in each group, in multiplying
it by thirty-two we should still be below the actual
fortune of each group of possessors, as we should
have left out of account gifts by living persons. And
it would be quite impossible for usto add them, for,
if the official documents informed us of the annual
total amount of gifts by living persons, we should
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still be unaware of its distribution according to the
groups of fortunes.

We must therefore abandon this method. But
there is another one that is open tous On the one
hand, we know the total amount to be divided: at
the time M. de Foville made his calculations this
was 208 milliards; to-day, according to the average
of the last five years for which the figures are known
(1909-13), it is 225 milliards. On the other hand,
the table compiled by M. de Foville, of the distribu-
tion amongst the various groups of possessors of one
milliard of bequeathed property presents us, for
the period 1902-4, with a picture in miniature of
the distribution of wealth at this time, and the same
method of calculation applied to the figures for
1909-13 would give us a picture in miniature of the
distribution of wealth during that period of five
years. Hence, by enlarging this reduced picture to
a scale 225 times larger, that is, by multiplying all
its parts—all the figures by 225—we shall discover
the proportions as they exist in reality, and the
actual shares of each group of possessors.

What is now the numerical importance of each of
these groups? We know the number of estates: for
1909-13 the average was 363,565. If we multiply
by thirty-two, we shall obtain the total number of
potential estates, that is to say, the total number of
actual possessors. 11,634,080,

But a table compiled, according to recent figures, on
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the model of that of M. de Foville, apprises us of the
proportion per 100,000 of each group; hence nothing
smpler than to calculate the share belonging to each
group of a total of 11,634,080 persons The result
of these calculations is st out in the fBIIowing

17

table—
TABLE 111
GENERAL DISTRIBUTION OF FRENCH FORTUNES
1909-1913
No. of amTotal of | Aveae
Groups of Fortunes. Groups Forﬁlg\ﬁ.pa
Francs. Francs.
|. Over 50 million francs kil 4,860,000 | 156,774,000
IL Between 50 and 10 million
francs L. 404 9,607,500 | 23,780,090
I'11.Between 10and 5 million
francs e 1,049 8,820,000 8,408,000
V. Between 5 and 2 million
francs L. 5119 16,695,000 3,261,370
V. Between 2 and 1 million
francs . . . . 11,983 { 20,520,000 1,712,420
V1. Beawen 1 million and
) 500,000 francs . . 25559 | 22,365,000 875,034
V1l. Beween 500,000 and
_ 250000francs . . 54,098 | 23557.500 435459
VIIl. Bedween 250,000 and
100,000 francs . . 153454 | 29,992,500 195.449
I X. Between 100,000 and
50,000 francs . . 246,759 | 21,352,500 86,532
X. Between 50,000 and 10,000 )
o francs .. . .| 1502541 39,982,500 26,610
X1 . Between 10,000 and 2,000 ]
. francs .. . .| 3374349 | 21,262,000 6,301
X11. Between 2,000 and 500 )
) francs . . . .| 3075004 4,882,500 1588
XI11. Between 500and 1 francs. 3,183,550 990,000 38
Total . . . .| 11,6331900 | 225,000,000
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This, then, is how the total private wealth of
France is divided amongst her citizens.

If we amalgamate the fortunes of the first seven
groups, that is, of fortunes greater than 250,000
francs, and on the other hand combine the other six
groups of fortunes, that is (if 1 may still use this
word), of fortunes from 250,000 francs to one franc,
we find that the first which comprises less than
100,000 fortunes (98,243 exactly) with its 106 mil-
liards, is nearly equal to the 117 milliards represented
by the 11%millions of fortunes of the second group.
The entire wealth of the nation is composed of
two parts, nearly equal to each other, of which the
one which is slightly smaller, belongs to less than
100,000 persons, and the other which is only a
little bigger, belongs to more than 11% millions of
per sons.

If we put together the five highest groups of more
than one million, and the three lowest groups of less
than 10,000 francs, we find that less than 20,000
persons (18,586) share a round capital sum of 60%
milliards, which is not far short of the 66 milliards
which is divided amongst 9% millions of people.

If we classify the three highest groups and the two
lowest we find that 1484 persons possess 23 mil-
liards, which sum is nearly equal to the 26 milliards
possessed by 6% millions of people.

Finally, in the scales of fortune, the thirty-one rich
men of the first group weigh by themselves exactly
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five times more than the 3,183,550 citizens belonging
to the last group.

By the last group, we mean the last group of
possesors (so far as that name may be given to
those whose property fluctuates between 500 francs
and one franc, and attains an average value of
318 francs).

For, below these, there are the others, those who
posess nothing. " Do not forget,” M. de Foville
reminds us," that the returns of estates ignores nearly
half of those who die. Out of 750,000 deaths, less
than 400,000 are taxed annually; and even after
allowing for infantile mortality, the corpses are to be
counted by hundreds of thousands which cannot be
made to yield the regulation mite to the Charons of
the Registry. Below the thirteen strata whose super-
position forms the pyramid we have just examined,
there is an obscure sub-soil, where are huddled
together the nameless crowd of unfortunates, whose
hands—and pockets, too—have always been empty.
What privations, what sighs, what sterile toil, these
myriads of coffins represent, which the Treasury
permits to pass, without troubling—and for a good
reason—to stop them on their way."

Vicomte d'Avenel made an identical assertion in the
Revue des Deux Mondes for June 1, 1906: " In the
fields and in the cities," he said, " there are millions of
French people—nearly one-third of whom are adults
—from whom no one inherits, and who are ignored



20 THE MARCH TOWARDS SOCIALISM

by the Registry, because they have nothing to leave
or to losg living from hand to mouth, just making
both ends meet, without caring or, perhaps, beng
able to have a balance on the right sde”

Thus, Vicomte d'Avend informs us that those
members of the French nation, who posess abso-
lutely nothing, number millions, " of whom nearly
one-third are adults" Is it possble to find the
exact number?

M. Raymond Poincare, then Finance Minister, on
June 14,1906, from the Tribune of the Chamber, gave
a figure which we may regard as official.

He stated that the number of personswho possessed
absolutely nothing was, " after making all allowances'
and omitting children, 7,500,000.

We mugt, therefore, add a lagt line to the table we
have just compiled, with wording as follows—

Number of persons Fortune in round figures Average ortune.

7,500,000 Nothing Nothing

Such-is the actual distribution of wealth in France.
It is dedrable to add that the contrasts we have dis-
closed do not diminish. They become sharper. This
IS brought out in a striking manner by comparing
the returns of esates of 1902-4, studied by M. de
Foville, and those of the last triennial period for
which we have the figures, 1911-13.

From the table (opposte) one may se what
was the average share per milliard of capital, trans
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mitted by inheritance in 1902-4, which bdonged to
each gradation of fortune, and what that average
share became in the period 1911-13, that is, after
an interval of only sx years Here are the

21

figres —
TABLE IV
PROPORTION OF INHERITANCES I N EACH GROUP I N 1902-1904
AND IN 1911-1913
Total of Inheritances lncrease-tor | =
in each Group. Decrease —of | Percentage
Groups of Inheritances. . . thefiguresof of
1911-13as | Increaseor
In 1902-4. | In 1911-13. } against 1902-4, | Decrease.
Millions Millions
of francs. of francs.
I. Over 50 millions of francs| 2502 27-2 + 20 + 78
1. Between 50and 10 millions
of francs . . 26-8 488 + 220 +82
111 .Between 10and5m|II|ons
of francs 305 351 + 46 +15
I'V. Between 5 and 2 mllllons
of francs 68-2 72:4 + 42 + 62
V. Between 2 and 1 m|II|ons
of francs . . 902 92:7 + 27 + 3
V1. Between 1 million and
500,000 francs . .| 085 995 + 30 - 3
VI1l. Between 500,000 and
250,000 francs . .| 1064 1027 - 37 -35
VIII. Between 250,000 and )
100,000 francs .| 1368 1329 - 39 - 28
| X. Between 100,000 and .
50,000 francs o IO A4 - 27 - 27
X. Between 50,000 and
10,000 francs . 180-0 1761 - 39 — 22
XL Between 10,000 and 2000
francs . 1042 907 -11.5 -1
X11: Between 2,000 and 500 ]
francs . . 307 211 - 96 -31.3
X111, Between 500 and 1
francs . . . . 74 42 - 32 -43.2
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Thus, from 1902-1904 to 1911-1913, what | may
call the organic composition of French wealth has
sensibly altered, in the direction of a larger repre-
sentation of all groups of fortunes over 500,000 francs,
without any exception, and of a lesser representation
of all the groups of fortunes below thisfigure, without
any exception.

The share belonging to the former, equated with
1 milliard, hasincreased by 38 “2millions, and naturally
the share belonging to the latter has correspondingly
diminished.

This is unmistakable progress towards the con-
centration of wealth. In fact, the number of multi-
millionaires has considerably grown since the com-
paratively recent period of which the figures served
as the bass of M. de Foville's calculations. 1n 1908
he wrote, relying on the figures for 1902-1904: " Out
of 100,000 deceased persons whose funerals are
followed by the Registrar, not even ten multi-million-
aires are given up to him, even if such description be
applied to people who leave at least 5 millions behind
them." As a matter of fact, the proportion was only
9 per 100,000, as may be verified by turning back to
Tablel I | ,p. 17. Thisassertion, however, isnolonger
true to-day—for the period 1911—1913, the corre-
sponding proportion is 126 per 100,000. M. de
Foville adds: "We do not think that there are
1000 or even 900 of these large fortunes in France
to-day."
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In reality, the figures at the disposal of M. de
Foville do not support that assertion; in fact, by
the application of the method we have described,
they reveal 1086 fortunes of more than 5 millions.
But the statistical details for 1911—1913 reveal 1484,
as may be ascertained from Table I |1, which is
an increase of 400, or 37%, during the few years
between the period 1902-1904 and the period
1911-1913.

Naturally, there are the same contrasts between
incomes. The Finance Ministry published in 1907,
among the appendices to the Caillaux Report, the
table overleaf showing the distribution of incomes
in France, which table was compiled by the staff of
the Ministry, on the badss of a number of indirect
methods of estimation.

If we divide the round total of the incomes of each
group by the corresponding number of incomes, we
obtain the following average income for the different
groups. 168,000, 69,000, 33,oco, 14,600, 7173, 3890,
2841 and 1297 francs respectively. The average
income of the first group is 129 times larger than the
average income of the last. This means that the
citizen with the former income at his disposal may
spend in three days as much as the citizen with the
latter income can spend in ayear. Yet this result is
only obtained by grouping, on the one hand, all
incomes of more than 100,000 francs, and on the
other hand, all incomes of less than 2500 francs. If
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TABLE V
DISTRIBUTION OF INCOMES IN FRANCE (1907)

Sum Total of
Groups of Incomes. Ii\:10éx(:)r1 Ig?gum;s Inoorgﬁe)dg each
Francs.
|. 100,001 francs and above . 3.400 572,000,000
|[L Between 100,000 and 50,001
francs . . . . 9,800 674,000,000
[I]., Between 50,000 and 20,001
francs . . . . 51,000 1,673,000,000
|\V. Between 20,000 and 10,001
francs . . . . 123,000 1,798,000,000
V. Between 10,000 and 5,001 '
francs . . . . 294,000 2,109,000,000
VI. Between 5,000 and 3,001
francs . . . 446,000
Vll. Between 3,000 and 2,501 1735000000
francs . . . . 563,000 1,597,000,000
VIIl., Between 2,500 francs and
below . . . . 9,509,800 12,342,000,000
Totals . . . . 11,000,000 22,500,000,000

the scale be extended to the largest incomes and the
most minute, we should surely discover that some
people could spend in an hour as much as others in
ayear.

We can arrive at this result by an indirect method.
We have shown that there are thirty persons in
France who possess between them 4 milliards, 860
millions of francs, which means an average for each
one (taking our number of 31) of 156,774,000 francs.
Now, if we assume that their fortunesyield an average
interest of 5% (a supposition” which is certainly a
modest estimate), their annual income is 7,838,700



DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH 25

francs, which means 21,476 francs per day, and 895
francs per hour. ’

How many poor people are there whose annual
income does not reach this figure, or even half of it ?

Let us leave generalities. In France there afe
more than i| million home-workers. The Labour
Department has made circumstantial inquiries into
their condition, which have revealed a state of frightful
poverty. Here are some of the facts taken from an
analysis of the inquiry into the condition of the
needleworkers! It refersfirst of all to Paris.

An aged widow, who makes shirts at the rate
of 30, centimes the piece, and trousers at the same
price, earns a net annual sum of 180 francs, as she
is soon fatigued, she cannot remain at the task longer
than 6 hours each day. How does she manage to
exist? Mystery.

A woman of 60 who makes women's under-
clothing at Charonne, earns in a year 295 francs 8o,
her average day amounting to 10 hours. Fortu-
nately, her husband, although aged, contributes his
guota. Again, at Charonne, a woman of 35, spinster,
reports annual earnings of 267 francs 50; another
earns 304 francs by sitting at her machinefor 11 hours
daily. A widow of 45, skilful at various kinds of
work, whose average working day is 15 hours (mark
well this figure), receives 422 francs in 12 months,

! Paul Louis " Homework," in the Action Nationale of
September 10, 1912,
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after deducting all her expenses. We notice earnings
of 300 francs for working days of 12 hours, and
248 francs for days of 16 hours, at least for certain
months; and it can be imagined that the workwomen
who receive these doles live in cruel poverty, deprived
of all decent ‘food and housing. In the district of
Montparnasse a woman of 40 has to be satisfied with
315 francs, although she spends 10 to 11 hours daily
in making up underskirts and dress protectors, more
or less highly finished. Another, aged 53, who
divides her time between making petticoats and
men's shirts, is limited to 222 francs 50 as her annual
reward. Another, aged 30, who lives alone with her
three children, of course all young, only musters
279 francs 20, by making shirts. The authorities
give her some assistance, but it is obvious that her
distress remains heartrending, although she works
for 12 hours at a stretch; as many as 16 hours at
a time are worked by a spinster in the St. Fargeau
district, who specialises in dressing gowns, and whose
net profit, so far as the expresson may be used here,
is less than 400 francs. It is not surprising that the
inquiry pronounces the hygiene of her abode to be
bad. A woman of 40, in the Faubourg of St.
Antoine, made 161 francs during the season, at the
cost of a 15 hours working day. As the dead season
is a long one, she stitches hems on veils; by per-
forming various workroom tasks, she manages to
earn 225 francs; with these 386 francs, she has to



DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH 27

house and feed hersdf and support a daughter of 14 ;
both mother and daughter are reduced to living on
lentil soup for months at a time. Near St. Sulpice,
a widow of 43, living with a child of 13, draws a
wage of 285 francs 65 per annum for her labour of
15 hoursdaily.

In the Reuilly district a mother, aged 60, and her
daughter, aged 28; both widows, make children's
shirts and work for 12 hours. With their combined
earnings of 325 francs 20 they have to provide for
their own needs and those of the daughter's infant
on. But we mug limit oursdves, thee examples,
taken haphazard from among many others are
aufficient evidence of the privations inflicted on the
home-workers of the capital.

Let us pass to the Provinces and continue this
review of doles

At Rouen, in the department of Seine-Inferieure,
the following annual wages have been proved to
obtain: 253 francs (12 to 13 hours pe day), 294
francs (10 hours), 205 francs (15 hours), 157 francs
(8 to 10 hours), 331 francs (10 hours), 202 francs
(10 hours), 218 francs 50 (10 hours), 258 francs
(12 hours). At Beauvais, in I'Oise, the inquiry
produced the following results. 542 francs (10 to
12 hours), 149 francs (10 hours), 338 francs (10 hours),
250 francs (12-14 hours). At St. Quentin, in |'Aisne,
where many home-workers are employed on women's
“trousseaux and baby-linen, the following figures are
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recorded: 327 francs (5 hours), 273 francs (6 to
7 hours), 383 francs (10 hours), 320 francs (10 to
11 hours). At Amiens, in Somme, the annual earn-
ings given are: 286 francs (8 to 9 hours), 322 francs
(8 hours), 316 francs (8 hours), 274 francs (9 hours),
188 francs (7 to 9 hours), 220 francs (12 hours),
190 francs (8 to 10 hours), 320 francs (10 to 12 hours).
St. Omer, in Pas de Calais, is an important centre of
homework for women's and children's linen. Three
workwomen, a mother and two daughters, earned a
total of 320 francs in a year; two others, mother and
daughter, 526 francs, two others, ssters, aged 21
and 14, 172 francs. For working dayswhich fluctuate
between 6 and 14 hours, mention is made of indi-
vidual doles of 254, 300, 245, 242, 143, 193, and
141 francs.

It is notorious how this work in hovels has
developed in the Central departments. It is no
better paid there than elsewhere, and the West is
no better paid than the Centre. At Bourges there
are doles of 175, 140, 1d8, 167 and 197 francs, for
working days of 12 hours or more; at St. Amand,
2ii, 201 and 143 francs; at Romorantin, 156, 182
and 118; at Cholet, where handkerchiefs and house-
hold linen are made up, and where the working day
frequently attains 15 hours, the doles are 229, 238,
258 and 330 francs, at Chateauroux, 215, 211 and
182; at Mans, 140, 180, 157, 117 and 218 francs.
The digtress is everywhere the same, and the problem



DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH 29

of existence is equally acute in all the departments.
If we take the general result of the inquiry, we
observe that in Aisne the working day is 11% hours
in 18% of the cases examined; 34% for Alliers;
42% for Bouches du Rhdne; 30% for Herault; 40%
for Isere; 100% for Maine and L oire; 50% for Oise;
36% for Seine, and 52% for Seine-Inferieure. Annual
earnings of less than 100 francs comprise 18% in
Cher and Allier; earnings between 200 and 400 francs
represent 51% in Sarthe; 44% in Meuse, Meurthe
and Moselle; 43% in Somme, and 40% in Loir-et-
Cher.

The reaults of the inquiry into the making of
artificial flowers, published in 1913, are not less
heartrending. In the Report of the Labour Depart-
ment (p. 396), we find such records as these: " In
Paris and suburbs, 38% of the makers of small
flowers earn annually either less than 150 francs, or
between 150 and 250 francs;, 44% of the makers of
artificial leaves are in this category, as are also 72%
of the makers of celluloid and pearl flowers' We
might be dreaming. We should like it to be a
dream, in which we were struggling with the cruel
fiction of a terrible nightmare. But no. These are
actual facts.

Behold the " gains" the yearly gains, the gains of
exhausting and injurious labour, which, to understand
one side of the social question, must be contrasted
with the incomes, nearly always obt.ained wittjout
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working, with the" far niente" incomes of those who
can spend millions every year, and hundreds of francs
every hour of every day and night. :

We gave, not long ago, a table showing the
distribution of incomes, compiled in 1907 by the
Ministry of Finance, in accordance with the informa-
tion at its disposal. But to-day we possess a docu-
ment of still greater value: direct returns of incomes
above 3000 francs, in 1917, obtained by the operation
of the Income Tax.! Unfortunately, there is one
serious defect in these returns. they tell us nothing
about incomes below 3000 francs. Meoreover, as
regards incomes above this figure, they are doubly
incomplete, as they left out of their survey the
extremely rich districts in the North and Easf, then
occupied by the enemy; and they ignored the incomes
of "a Iargje number of those taxable, who, being
mobilised and embarrassed, have enjoyed the full
benefit of delays in declaration.”

Nevertheless, the returns are of striking interest,
and we feel bound to reproduce them here, adding
thereto (1) the proportion which the income of each
group bearsto the total number of incomes; (2) the
proportion which the total of the incomes of each
group bears to the total of all the incomes; (3) par-
ticulars of the average income of each group. (See
Table VI.)

! Bulletin de statistigue et de legislation comparte, du
Ministere de Finances, 1917.
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| do not think it will be disputed that if Northern
and Eastern France had been included in the returns
the proportion of high