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even admitting that the competition was actually injuriousto the ex.
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sums, and for several years past to between $30,000 angd 341 00
annually; exclusive of the supplies of materials for its manufaotyy,.
which amounted last year to no less than the sum of §8g,000,
greater part of these large expenditures have been circulated 3
the mechanics, manufacturers, merchants and other indys
classes of this city.

. Can any eandid man deny that the expenditures of such large sy;
of money is a great benefit to the mechanics, laborers, and ot
classes of this community, far beyond any injury that can possipl;
arise 1o any class of them frowm the compelition of Penitentiary labor,
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tent alleged? Nor can it be doubted, that if the Penitentiary estah-
lishment were to be removed from this city, it would be deprecated
as a loss to Baltimore, and considered as an important advantage 1
the citizens of the place at which 1t might be located. Itistrue s
the benefit arising from these expenditures is chiefly confined to the
city of Baltimore, and is very little pa-ticipated in by the State »
large, upon whom the tax of supporting the Penitentiary must fal,
in the event of the lahors of the prisoner becoming insufficient.
We think, then, it must appear that the labor of the Peniteniiars
does not, in the smallest degree, operate to the disadvantage of the ne:
chaunics and artizans of this city; but, on the couvtrary, thatall class:: §
of vur citizens are more or lcss, directly or indirectiy, bencfitted b 3
i;—Dbut, were it otherwise, does that afford an adequate reason i
abolishing ii?  Should not the great consideration be, in this case,
in all others, the public good? Does it afford an adequate reason i
stopping the labor of the Penitentiary, or directing it into unprofis |
ble employment, if it were true that a small portion of the aty ¢ §
Baltimore is injured by its operations, when the rest of the aity au |
the state is beuefitted, and the whole saved from taxation? Sh(gulda?-?
that account, the burden of supporting tour hundred criminals = |
thrown upon the stite, by the levy of a tax of forty thousand o
annually, 10 be attended with the further miscrable effect of kegie:
such a number of human Leings in idlencss, to the exclusion ¢
hope of reformation, aud victims to discase and death; as the necessi7 8
cousequence of conitnement without labor? .
[Uis not neeessary to entertinto the geueral principies of l’“""a:_}:‘? N
morality aud political economsy, in which the Penitentiany Syt
had its origin in another state, and came 10 be introduced n.loth:jj
T'hese are, however, after all, by far the most Jegt:nnate a|ni‘!i' .
portant considerations of the subject, and the ouly true grounv=t:
which the system is to be concemned or justificd 1t is not -
Judged by thie meve comparative good or evil which 1h’c iu!u}r '
convict may clicet, i a pecuniary = point of view. 1\'0“8“115{“""’:;
eitizen can be incitlerent to the attaivment of the most cficeiti £ =
of punishing and reclaiming those of our fellow crealuzﬁ‘e'f \"!51f‘.‘1“‘_1‘f
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