








we can, and we long ago dropped the pretension to be the market of the world’
(Ch. X, p. 101). To discourage centralization is to discourage specialization and hence
international trade.

But foreign travel is not discouraged in Nowhere,'” and Hammond challenges the
protagonist William Guest to ‘cross the water and see. You will find plenty of variety:
the landscape, the building, the diet, the amusements, all various. The men and women
varying in looks as well as in habits of thought: the costume far more various than
in the commercial period’ (Ch. XIV, p. 117). Clearly, the inhabitants of all countries
of the world are not wearing the same clothing, produced by a single producer and
obtained by international trade. The citizens of every place in the world of Nowhere
‘can be serviceable and pleasant to each other, without in the least wanting to rob
each other; we are all bent on the same enterprise, making the most of our lives’ (Ch.
XIV, p. 117). Their end is to make the most of life, not to make the most GDP.

In brief, to reject, as Morris does, international specialization is essentially to reject
international trade. He rejects specialization and division of labour for several reasons,
but chief among them is his rejection of the idea that more is better.?’ His acceptance
of less when necessary, as has been noted by H. Smith, establishes the consistency of
Morris’s socialism in Nowbhere. Smith observes correctly in The Economic Journal,
that to eschew specialization and division of labour and their results is ‘possible only
in a society which was extremely simple in its tastes, extremely conservative in its
habits’.2! According to Smith, because of his obvious grasp of this principle, ‘probably
William Morris had a clearer idea of the basic economics of socialism than any of
the economists who have written on the subject, because he started free from those
preconceived and inappropriate concepts which it is the aims of teachers of the
economics of free-enterprise to inculcate’.?? In any event, Morris’s preference for
international socialism without international trade implies no contradiction.
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2 W. W. Rostow, The World Economy. History and Prospect, (Austin Texas:
University of Texas Press 1978), pp. 70-71.
For details of Morris’s views on imperialism see Peter Faulkner’s ‘A Note on Morris
and Imperialism’, The Journal of the William Morris Society, 1X, 2, 1991, pp. 22-27.
If ‘international socialism’ implies the abolition of nation states, then in some
technical sense international trade would no longer be possible. In that case the
phenomenon under study in this paper would perhaps more properly be called
interregional trade. To simplify the language of the paper, and because the analysis
is unaffected, I will use the term ‘international trade’ to denote trade between
nations if nations exist, or trade between different regions of the world if nations
are abolished.
S Fiona MacCarthy, William Morris: A Life for Our Time, (New York: Alfred A.
Knopf 1995), p. 50S.
¢ This document is reproduced in E. P. Thompson’s William Morris: Romantic to
Revolutionary, (New York: Random House 1977), p. 732.
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Quoted in William Morris: A Life for Our Time, op. cit., p. 580.

Thomas More, Utopia, eds. George L. Logan and Robert M. Adams, (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press 1989), p. 61.

ibid., p. 62.

Thus it is not true as is sometimes said that in both More and Morris ‘precious
metals [are] freed from all monetary significance’. Paul Meier, William Morris:
The Marxist Dreamer, trans. Frank Gubb, (New Jersey: Humanities Press 1978),
I, p. 61. It might also be noted that More’s reason for using gold for chamber pots
in Utopia is precisely because gold does have international monetary significance.
In mercantilist thought, a country benefits from international trade in two different
ways. First, a country might usefully import some good or resource that it lacks.
Second, in mercantilism, a country benefits from international trade if it exports
more than it imports so that it achieves a surplus in its balance of payments. In
that case gold (or the international currency) will flow into the surplus country,
from which it can meet the expenses of government, particularly, the expenses of
war.

Edward Bellamy, Looking Backward 2000-1887,ed. John L. Thomas, (Cambridge
MA: Harvard University Press 1967), p. 18S.

Briefly, the ‘opportunity’ cost of a decision is the value of the best alternative. If
a person chooses to go to college instead of taking a job, the opportunity cost of
that decision is the earnings foregone on the job not taken. If a country chooses
to produce a particular product, the opportunity cost of that production is the
value of whatever good is not produced.

That aggregate consumption has increased implies, in the context, that gross
domestic product (GDP) has increased.

Douglass C. North, Structure and Change in Economic History, (New York:
Norton 1981), p. 179.

William Morris, News from Nowbhere and Other Writings, ed. Clive Wilmer,
(New York: Penguin 1993), p, 123. Subsequent references are given in brackets
in the text.

Notice a point made by Faulkner and others, that Morris sees all such trade as
little other than imperialism. Many other passages could be used to support this
same point, for example ‘the appetite of the World-Market grew with what it fed
on: the countries within the ring of “civilization” (that is, organized misery) were
glutted with the abortions of the market, and force and fraud were used unsparingly
to “open up” countries outside that pale’ (Ch. XV, p. 125).

Christopher Shaw, ‘William Morris and the Division of Labour’; The Journal of
the William Morris Society, I1X, 3, 1991, pp. 19-30. Particularly, Shaw relates
Morris’s views to Smith’s, but not Ricardo’s, and international trade is not touched
upon.

Further, there is a suggestion that immigration might be acceptable as well (Ch.
XV, p. 128).

It need hardly be said that Morris rejects this premise also because of his views on
the nature of work.

H. Smith, ‘The Economics of Socialism Reconsidered’, The Economic Journal,
LXV, 1955, p. 420.

ibid., p. 420.
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