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'DESULTORY OBSERVATIONS.

HAVIN'G been nominated by the county in
which I refide, a Commiffioner for the General
Purpofes of this A&, I felt myfelf bound to
give my time and attention to learn and be
acquainted with the duty I was thus called upon
to difcharge. )

The followmcr obfervations are the refult,
which I am the more inclined now to fubmit
to your confidération, as within thefe few days
it has been declared in Parliament by official
authority, that this A i 1s not to be re-confidered
during the prefent Seflion; and truly, I am forry
to fay, thefe obfervations go to charge, Wlth few

exceptions, our Reprefentatives in the Houfe

of Commoéns with a want of due attention

to the chara@er, and the Juft rights pf the
landed intereft of Great Bntam. o
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It was a faying of the late Sir Robert Wal-
pole, that in point of taxation, the landed in-
tereﬁ were as tamc and qu1et, as the large
unwwldy fheep they bred upon their lands
they ‘might be tied, ‘and chpt and fleeced’ as
often as any mlmﬁer pleafcd w1thout the fear
of complamt or murmur, but if he ever looked
at the purfe of the mercantllc intereft, they
rofe agamft h1m ¢ hke the quﬂls upon thc
frlchtful porcupme. ’ ; o

When Sir Robert made thlS obfervatxon, ke

haturally was led to compare the conduét of

What was then c lled “ thé¢ "Coun

hlS tlmc -, with the conduét of that] party -during the

gltated penod that 1mmedlately preceded the
Revolutlon, and the occaﬁonal convulfive {’crutL
gles during the relgns of ng Williarh and Queen
Anne, and i m the firft years of George 1. in one
of which he was hlmfelf expelled the Houfe of
.Commons ; but when we now look back in the
xfamc manner, we certamly are entltled to fay,
T'that the- oppoﬁtxon in" his tlme, compared to
_ours, refembled the ocean 1mmed1ately after a

try Party”* of

mlghty tempett, which, for'a conﬁderable time L

after the winds have ceafed to blow, continues

to be vxolently agxtated and rolls his high
 fwollen

5
prn-é;i biilow.s, fulle'n and indignant on’ the -
thore, while the oppoﬁtio_n of the prefent day.
may not improperly be. ftyled the ¢ Marmor.
Zquor” of Virgil. We know that old Slnppon,

with hlS cold blade-bone of mutton, and the:
Tory Party, proved fuch a thom in the fide of.

Sir Robert, as no Minifter fince his time has. .

ever experlenced, and the terror of them com-.
pelled him, in place of impoﬁng neW Taxes,v
to encroach upon the Sinking F und he had
fo wifely created, to pay the National Debt con-.
tracted in the two prccedmc reigns; and havmg
laid this precedent, that Sinking F und was foon,
reduced to nothing by his fucceﬁ'ors, ‘while the
Debt remamed a burden upon the nation ; be-
fides the Land-Tax ‘was _not conﬁdered in hxs
time a permanent tax, to be voted yearly by
Parliament l1ke the Malt—Tax, as a matter of
courfe, and once or tw1ce, 1f I am not much
miftaken, it was not voted at all and it rarely
ever exceeded two or three ﬂulhngs in the
pound.  From thefe fa&s, I have been al-
moft mduced to. apply to our t1mes, what Ho«
race has faid of his

Aras parentum pejor avis tuht
Nos nequiores, mox daturos

Progeniem vitiofiorem.
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6
" I fhall now point out where, in my hurnble
opinion, the charater of the Landed Intereft
has been degraded, and their juft rights in-
vaded and very materially injured.—I beg
leave, however, in the firft place to mark

what appears to me an egregious blunder in
this a&t, with regard to the propofed Tax on

Dwsrrine Houses.
* Schedule A cer tamly is meant to impofe the

Shlﬂmo Duty or Tax on the pound of Rent
upon every fpecies of real eftate within the
kingdom, and although DwiLrine Houses
are not particularly named," in the long and
anxious enumeration of fubje@s to be fo taxed

by this fchedule, fiill it fhall be admitted for
the prefent, that the words may feem broad
enough to embrace and comprehend them
under it. '

In like manner Schedule B is meant and
mtended to lmpofe an additional duty of Nine-

pence or Smpence on the Pound of Rent, to be‘

paid without relief by the occupiers of every
fubje&, or real eftate, {pecified in Schedule A,
‘and had matters ftopt here, without any -enu-
‘meration of particulars in Schedule B, DweL-
ALING Housxs mlght ‘have been taxed in this

Second

7

Second Duty, although not particularly named

in Schedule A, as falling under the fpmt and
meanmor of its generic words; but Schedule B
begins with an enumeration proper and pecu-
har to itfelf, and in the firft particular therein
put down we ﬁnd DWELLING Howvsgs, which,

in my humblc opinion, does fomewhat more
than feem to imply that DweLLiNg-Houszs
are not ‘to be taxed under Schedule A, and
were on that account, ex proposito, omxtted and
left out of that Schedule. ’

: This propoﬁtlon is ﬁrongly corroborated by
the followmg words of Schedule B, ¢ which
“¢ duties fhall be refpectively cHaroed in addi-
“ tion to the duties contained in Schedule A,
o and shall be conftrued to extend to all the
< properties therein PARTICULARLY charged.””
Cergamly, DWELLING Housss arc not PARTI-

cuLARLY charged in Schedule A, and con-

ftru&tive Taxation, like conftruftive Treafon,
founds harfhly in a Britith ear—‘ quod voluit
non fecit.””

The A& muft alfo be amended before the
Occupzers of Dwelling-Houfes can be fub_]eé‘ted
to the duty of Schedule B; for if I do not much
mxfapprehend the meanmg of the followmg ex-

ception
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Ceptlon in thls Schedule, - it goes to proteét and

hberate every Dwelhncr~Houfe within the kmcr«

dom, from the Ninepence or the Sixpence dL,ty 3

it <€ excepts DweLrinG- HOUSES NOT ocCCu-

« pled with a farm of Lands, for the purpofe

« of farmmg fuch’ Lands, or-with a farm of
¢ Tythes or Tiends for the purpofe of farmmcr

“the fame.” As the houfes occupied by

by, -the tenantry of - Great Britain are let, with

hardly an exception, for a grofs rent for the
Lands and the Dwelling- Houfcs and Offices
occupxcd by the farmer, andas that. grofs-rent
is taxed in: the duty of this- Schcdulc, it. follows
as a matter of courfe, that- not one Dwel-
llnc-Houfc within the kingdom can-be fubje&ed
to ‘this branch of the Tax, until the word Not
fhall be expunged out of the A&. - - -

- I fee-in an explanation of this Aét, circu-
fated by authority, after I h‘ad._wrofc thus far, it
is faid, merely, in my - humble opinion,-to re-
“concile ihis‘ blunder, that Parliament never
meant  to fubjet Dwelling-Houses to. the
‘Tax. of Schedule B, for what reafon I do
not’ immediately pclcexve? as thevPropnctors
of- DWclling—Houfes are to be -allowed 2 per
~cent. of the Shilling Tax for repairs, fo thcy

will

9.

will payonly about 3 per cent. of tax ; bt hiolding
that Dwelling-Houfes are ‘not'to pay the Tax'

of Schedule B, there is this’ cbvious “a’bvfurdit};';

in the bufinefs, that Dwelling—Hou’fes‘ ‘are not
enumerated or named in the' Schedule under: -
which they are to be faxed, and the Commif-
fioners are left to conje&ture and to imply it -

from the words of that Schedule, and we find
Dwerrinc-Houses the firft particular enu=
merated in the other Schedulé under which
they are not to be taxed, although' the firft

~enalting words of this ‘Schedule does, in the

moft exprefs and explicit words, impofe this
Second Tax upon DweLLine-FHouses, and in
the following line, merely by inferting the word
Nor, the firft Claufe of it is repealed.

So much for the accuracy of the framers of
this law :—1I fthall now endeavour to {liow where,
in my humble opinion, the charater: of thé
Landed Lnteref’c is degraded, and thexr Ju{t rlght°
invaded and very materially injured.

‘With regard to the Shilling Tax of Schedule
A, you will obferve that the Commiflioners
under the A& are direfted to iffue their No-
tices, not to the Landed Proprietors, butto the
Tenants occupying their Lands, and thefe Te-

nants
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nants are rcqmrcd to exhibit their 1cfpe€twc
Leafes, or an account of their Rents, as the
bafis of a charge to be made agamf’c them for
this Shilling Duty, which they are to pay for
then Landlords, and afterwards to take credit for
that payment in fettling with thcm for the ba-
lance of their Rents., .

Ido not think we have’ been treated very ci~
villy in not trufting us for the making that pay-
ment ourfelves, and I think I can difcover, or
guéfs at, more reafons than one for refufing us
that truft, but I fhall now only mention one, as
perhaps pretty generally true with regard to
moft of us:  Res angufta Domi,” ‘¢ our po-
verty, and not our will” mlcrht lead us to be
fomewhat tardy in making thefe payrnents our-
felves, and for that reafon the able and t;he faga-
cious framers of this A&, knowing our unfor-
tunate fituation, have cunningly devifed this me-
thod of fecuring this Tax by ftopping it, *“ in
tranfitu,”” before it reached our .pockets ; but
why they would not truft us to give in to the
Commiffioners a juft and true rental of our
feveral Eftates, containing the names of our
Tenants, and the Rent paid refpeftively by
‘cach, feems to me incomprehenfible. But as

far
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far @s my conjecture carries me, it feems, in

the firft place to be founded upon our fuppofed
ignorance of our own affairs, which incapacitates
us from giving in fuch a rental ; or t_ha_t we per-

haps were not worthy of that truft, which, wi_thv_\

the exception of our tenants,.is given and re-

pofed in every other clafs of inhabitants Within_‘
the kingdom, of making up in the firft
inftance at leaft, their own account of Taxable:

Income.

Here I leave the queftion of legal charalter as
ftamped upon us all by this Statute ; but for

our comfort I do Withvconﬁdenaéc fay, that the
framers of this Law have proved themfelves asj
ignorant of two-thirds of Scotland, as they have,
fuppofed us to be of our own.private affairs ;
and- the expence of executing it will coft a
great deal more than double the fum to be levied
in that two-thirds of Scotland, although the
proprietors of that part are poflefled of great
incomes, fuch as for example the Dukes of
Gordon and Argyle, Lord M<Dengld, Sir James
Grant, of Grant, and many others.

In thefe parts of Scotland, and more partx-.

cularly on the weft coaft, and the weftern
ilands, where the principal bufinefs of the
"Tenants

“
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Tenants is the fea ﬁfhmg, you will ﬁnd from
fifty to one hundred tenants upon one hundred
pounds a year of rent, for they have each a
promlfcuous htll paﬁzure for a cow or two with
what s, Called tllelt' followers, VlZ calves and
year-olds, and a fmall croft or piece of land,
upon which they cultivate potatoes and a_few
oats, and perhaps a patch of hemp, for their
ﬁlhmcr hnes and nets. I beg leave to afk,
how many thoufands of NQTICES muft be
prlnted and ferved in that part of Scotland ?
Mutt thefe poor DeOple travel from thefe remote
places to make a refurn intwenty-one days under
a penalty of £502 Few or none of them perhaps
can write, or even fpeak, any other languace but
Gaelic ; and after all this I thall {fuppofe has been
done, look at the expence of colleé‘tmg the ﬂnllmcs
from thefe people, for it certamly is not intended
that thefe wealthy proprietors I have inftanced,
and numberlefs others, are to-be exempted
from thelr propomon of this “Tax, merely
becaufe ‘many of their T enants pay only a
pxttance of rent?
 Had'the Landlords been Worthy of tru{’c one
notice, would have ferved for thoufands, ang
had they been alfo trufted with the payment,
perhaps

13

perhaps Government would have been fully as
certain of the money, and at the mereft trxﬂe

of expence.

I have already endeavoured to guefs at “one
of two reafons why we are not now to be trufted, -
as of old, with the payment of this Land- Tax:’
I thall now humbly offer another that has fug- ’
gefted itfelf to my mind. This new Tax is
called «“ A CONTRIBUTION OF PROFITS ; andb
if the Landholders had been called upon to pay"
it themfelves, even the moft thoughtlefs and’
mattentwe man amonef’c us mul’c have dif--
covered the il:ukmor refemolance it bears, in’
its every promxnent feature of xt, to the old Land-:
Tax, now very generally' redeemed by ‘the
Landed Proprxetors, at the" expence of feveral'
fillions paid’ by them to Government; and!
the fa&t unqueftionably is, that the prefert Tax;
as I thall in the fequel prove, is identically the
fame Land-Tax very poorly concealedv:undet"&_
d1ﬁ"erent name ; but by the takmc it from ourf

tenants ¢ in tranﬁtu, T never comes mto out.

pockets, “« aroal” it never goes out of our
pockets, and loglcally, we are not ‘the poorer

by the want of i it. This is"my conjeiite; as.

to the true lndué'txve and eunnm?rly Contrived
‘ C AT ol mene eeife L d
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‘motive for making the Tenants pay this
Tax, in place of their Landlords : I may be
wrong in having formed this conjecture, I
_therefore hold ‘myfelf open to conviétion,
and when convinced I fhall confefs my error ;
but till then, I feel myfelf irrefiftibly compelled
to hold this opinion; ‘every man, however,
will give it no more weight than he fhall think
it juftly merits. ,

It will not, I prefume, be ferioufly denied,
that this Tax, in fo far as it affeéts LLanDED
ProrerTY, is exatly the OLp Lanbp-Tax,
- revived under the concealed name of A Con-
TRIBUTION OF ProOFITS ON PROPERTY, and d
very flight covering it certainly is.. The old
Land-Tax, when firt impofed by Cromwell,

_was fo many fhillings in the pound of the grofs’

rent, aGtually paid to the Landlord at the time
it was fo impofed; and the CoNTRIBUTION
or Profits on ProrerTy is now impofed
upon the grofs rent paid by the Tenant accord-
ing to the exifting. leafes or covenants betwixt
the Liandlord and Tenant; and the fole difference
betwixt the two 1s, that the pref‘cﬁt Tax is to
be paid by the Tenant, and the old Land-Tax
was paid by the Landlord ; -to which I beg

leave
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leave to add; that the old Tand-Tax fairly

avowed what it truly was, while the prefent.
endeavours to fteal upon us under a different
and affumed appearance ; for this reafon; as I
think, that the Landed Intereft having fo

recently paid feveral' millions t6° Governmént
for the Redemption of the Old Land-Tax; it
would have feemed perhaps too barefaced a
theafure to have called the prefént a New
Lanp-Tax, but undoubtedly itis fo. .~ -

Thofe who think ‘the old Land-Téx was
redeemed with a view to profit are wonderfully
miftaken ; and in fadt it yielded little of nothing
in that way ; for the Ten pef Cent. of addition,
which the firft A& tequired, abforbed all the
profit. It was done as an eflfential meafure of
Government, which the Parliament then re-
queftéd of the Landed Intereft, and certainly
there was then given f{omething Very like -a
bledge, that a Land-Tax would not be one
of < the ways and means’’ in future. - For
imy own part I do not grudge or regret the
pittdancé I then paid, which, although fmall,
was correfponding to my fortune ; but. truly

T am grieved that there thould be even the

fmalleft thadow of an appearance . for faying,
R that

s
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that the Britith Leégiflature, fo pure, fo juft, .
and fo upright, have overlooked what the -
Landed Intereft very generally believed and
trufted to, when they redeemed their old Land-

Tax.

* Upon the fame feeling I beg leave to fay,
that this new Land-Tax feems an infringement
" of the Treaty of Union, which fo happily for
England and Scotland did incorporate them'into
one kingdom.—1I read, in the Minutes of the’
Commiffioners appointed by each kmgdom
to treat of that Union, the followihg words : *
¢« The Lords Commiffioners for Scotland do.
<« alfo’ aéree, That all the Subjeéts of the
¢ United Kingdom fhall be liable to equal

« T.and-Taxes, or Taxes upon the Pound Rent,

< Providing the Proportion for Scotland
shall only be £ 12,000, when One Shilling
« is imposed upon the Pound Rent on
« England; so that £ 48,000 in Scotland
shall be reckoned equal to the Four Shil-

« ling Aid now zmposed on England, and

“ so0° propmtzonabl y, and to be raifed in
- «¢ the fame manner now ufed in Scotland

e« and free of all Charges

<

Y

<

-~

* De Foe, p- 31, old Edit.

~This ‘
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This propofition was acceded to on the |
part of England, and the gth article of the. :
Treaty of Union is founded ‘up'o‘n it ; at'thfe “
fame time, with this exception, I am proud, asa
Scotchman, to fay that John Bull, and he tmly "
is a noble ammal has. treated stter Peg w1th

kindnefs and hberahty in the mterpretatwn o

that Treaty, and I do not plead i it now to pro-
tet me from paymv to the ex1genc1es of ‘the
State a juft Contribution of Proﬁts, accordmg
to my fortune, ‘with my fellow fub_]eé‘ts to thc

South of the Tweed, but I deeply reorret the
appearance of treating 'Wlth contempt thofe

things whxch our: forefathers held faered and -

looked up to Wlth reverence

I ﬁncerely Wlﬂl to ﬁnd myfelf unfounded in

the precedmg argument, and I am fatlsﬁed that

the Tate Parhament, whxch paﬁ'ed the ﬁrﬂ: Re-

demptzon A&, never meant to take any advan-

~ tage of the Landed Intereft by 1t, but u: feems _
perfeé‘tly obvious there has been a great rmfl "
_underf’candmg betwrxt the " partxes, which has

coﬁ the Landed Intereﬂ: feveral mﬂhons of \

money, and which they, as matters now ﬁ:and

~ have given to the Nation," Wrthout any equxVa-

lent return; and it muft appear fomewhat exs
B tra-
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¢raordinary, that by the prefent A& relief i3

afforded to thofe who did not redeem their

Land Tax, and who of courfe paid no part-of

thefe millions, whiéh is denied to thofe who

paid them by that redcmptlon It is clear that
all hope of any further redemption of the “old

Land Tax fhould be abandoned and the offices
and officers for that pur pofc ought to be fup-
prefﬁtd and the falarlcs attached to thofe offices
thereby faved to the Nation ; for now that the

bufinefs has been explained-by the prefent Act,

no Landed Pnopnetor Wlll in future redeem his
old Land Tax. - ,

' I ﬂlall aow fhow how this Tax has invaded
and very materially. injured the juft rights of
the Landed Intéreft; and in the firft place it
hardly reqmres 1llu&rat1on to eftablifh, that the
dnnual produce of the Land muft pay every

Tax or Burden impofed upon . ‘the Tenant, in -

that chara&er, as occupier of his farm. That
annual pxoduce muft pay the Poot’s Rate, th‘a
‘Tythe, the Expence of Seed and Labor; 1

muf‘c feed, cloath, and educate his family, and

- it muft glve him a fair return of Profit for

his. Capital -employed upon the farm, and for

his tirme, and his fkill and induftry beftowed
upon

19

upon it. All thefe muft be paid before the
Landlord can receive one fixpence of rent, _‘It

.follows of courfe that the heawcr the Tenant
is burdened, the lefs rent he can afford to give

his Landlord, and as the Land bears all thofe
Burden's, they certainly come out of the pocket
of the Propnetor It is a mere deception there-
fore to fay, that by Iaymg any of thefe Burdens
direltly upon the T enant, the Landlord thereb}f
is relieved ; and although the Tenant muft pay
his proportioﬁ of this War Tax without relief
from his Landlord during the currency of his
prefent leafe, ftill when a new leafe comes to be
bargained for, the Tenant undoubtedly will

ftipulate an infurance againft this War Tax;

and if his Landlord fhall refufe it, he will in-
fure himfelf, by abating his offer to the extent

of that Tax, holding every year of this new

propofed leafe to be a period of War, and the

Landlord cannot help himfelf; for every ju- B

dicious T'enant will calculate this War Tax as
one of his Burdens, and he will fquare his offer
of rent accordingly. It is obvioufly therefore
for the Intereft of the Landlord to give the de-

manded infurance, as he faves this Tax in times

of Peace. o , _
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From thefe premifes, this fafe conclufion -

follows, that the Landlord muft pay the whole

of this War Tax for every leafe that fhall be |

granted after this year, 1803; but the matter does
not ftop here, for the lands held under a leafe that
fhall be more than feven years old when the War
Tax ﬁiall be impofed, muft be valued anew, as
if out-of leafe. I cannot form to myfelf even a
COHJC&UI‘C as to the Infurance the Landlord
¢an give in thiscafe. Iknow that land is never
{’catlonaiy ; under bad management it is de-
teriorating faft, while under good management
with-a judicious application of Capital, it is
in a conftant and progreflive ftate of ameli-
oration ; but for this expended Capital, the te-

npant certainly is a juft Creditor upon his

farm, and befides, from the depreffed  value
of money and the encreafed value of the pro-
duce of land, every leafe, in a period of ten
years, may rife nearly double. Look back for

thefe laft ten or twelve years to the encreafed

nominal value of Landed Property from thefe
two caufes, and you will find this opinion not

abfolutely unfounded, or much fhort of the

truth ; and- if the Landlord is to infure his

Tenant againft this fecond War Tax, the Eng-
lith

21

~ lith Landloxd muft pay 17§ per cent. and the

Scotch Landlord muft pay 15 per cent. upon the
grofs rent of his Lands ; and as Landlords ge-
nerally have the leafes of their whole eftates
falling out nearly about the fame period, and
fuppofe the endurance of leafes to be generally
twenty-one years, it follows, that about two
thirds of the Landed Property in the kingdom
is held at all times under leafes that are feven
years old, and a few years of war will bring all
the Landed Property under this heavy Contri-
bution, while Funded Property, and Profits
arifing upon Capital employed in every other
way, except in Land, will then pay only § per
cent. | '

I beg leave to fuppofe another cafe, and one
by no means unlikely to be realized—that the
exigencies of the State may require 10 per cent.

upon every other Profit, and then the Land muft

pay in- the fame ratio above 30 per cent. under
the principles of this Tax.

Tt is eafy to figure a cafe, in which t:he Land-
lord muft pay more Tax for his Tenant than

the rent amounts to. Suppofe that ten years

ago a Tenant of fklll and capital had taken a
leafe of an extenfive piece of Wafte Land, fay
B3 “a thou-
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a thoufand acres of a newly divided Commorn,
for thirty-one years, and in confideration of his
undertaking, upon his own expence, to build
houfes and ofﬁces for himfelf and his {ervants,
and to dxam, to inclofe, and to manure this
Ground and to leave his buildings in compleat
good order, and the farm cnclofcd and in a ftate
of high cultivation at the expiration of his leafe,

he is to pay £100 a year of rent, (which cer-
taialy is the full value of an uncultivated wafte,

and it is therefore a wife tranfaction on the part
of a Landlord, not poffeffed of capital fufficient

to perform all thefe very expenfive operations
himfelf :) It is perfe&ly clear that this Tenant

muft be Creditor upon this farm for many
thoufands laid out at the end of the firft ten
years,. and fuppofe it now valued at only forty
fhillings per acre, inde £2000 will be the
nommal rent, upon which 7% per cent. is s to be
paid as the War Tax. -

It will no. ‘doubt be a very violent fuppo-

fition to fuppofe that this Tenant ftipulated an

infurance againft this War Tax ten years before
it exifted ;. but it is very eafy to fuppofe that

this - cafe. may occur in fome future war ten - .

years
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vears hence, and that the Tenant has got fuch .
an infurance from his Landlord; in that event .
he muft pay money to his Tenant yearly to -
cover him, in place of receiving any rent; and
if this Tax fhall be encreafed to 2 fhillings on -
other profits, then the unfortunate Landlord 1is -
charged 171 per Cent. upon £2000 a year,

that is, he gets no rent, and he pays his Tenant
£250 over and above the rent he lofes, for every
year of war. .b

It is obvioufly for the true intereft of the-
Landlord to bar and prohibit, by exprefs ftipu-

lation in’ the leafe, the toe high cultivation of -

his farm; becaufe the more produdtive it is
rendered, “the higher it will be valued, and of

courfe he muft pay, in that ratio, a heavier Tax -

under this fecond branch of the War Tax.
How far this is either kind to the Landed In-

tereft, or wife for the Nation at large, is a pro-
pofition upon which it feems, with fubmiffion,

impoflible to entertain two opinions.
I know and am well acquainted with the tem-

per and difpofition of the Tenantry of Scot- -

land ;. they are naturally full as jealous of theéir -
purfe as the Mercantile Intereft, becaufe it. is .

filled by flow degrees, by an aggregate of many
{mall
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fmall fums, hardly earned, by frugality, and
anxious induftry, and thcy watch the outgoings
w,ith.careful attention. The time has been,
and that too not very remote, when they were

not, as they now are, very fteadily attached to

Government and to their Country ; and almoft
every man of them who is able to purchafe a
horfe, and is at that period of life that is capable
of actual fervice, now gallantly rides 'in the
ranks of the Yeomanry. Butif this branch of the

War Tax fhall not be managed with wonderful -

difcretion by the Commiflioners, it will create
1o general a difcontent, that I dread the confe-
quences ; and I know that there fill lurk in the
Country fome infidious Spirits, who eagerly

wait for an opportunity to blow the Coal 5 and

this Tax, under its fecond branch, will not only
touch their purfe very feverely, but it points at
attacking the faith of their leafe, Whlch is thexr
Magna Charta. :

But to return.—I humbly think that the
‘Tenant, after knowing of this War Tax, would

not lay out one Sixpence of Capital upon

this Wafte, without getting. fuch a double in-

furance 5 neither would he lay it out upon a.
feven years leafe ; aud confequently this Wafte

muft
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muft remain for ever in its native barren un-

produ&we ﬁate, and had the Tenant velted

that C apital in the F unds juft fix months ago,

he would have received 5 per cent. and nearly

as much more, for his money as Would have

paid this War Tax upon that fpecies of Capital.
Take this cafe in another view, and fuppofe

the Landlord poffeffed of Capital and {kili equal
to the improvement of this Wafte, I think he
will hefitate in doing fo, becaufe he certainly

cannot do it at a lefs expence than the Tenant,v

and in the eighth year, when his Capital has
been all expended, this now improved Wafte
muft be valued to him, and he muft pay the

fame Tax while in his own hand, as his Tenant‘

not infured, muft have paid.

I beg leave to put another cafe, of a LandedA

Gentleman, poffefled of £5000 a year, but
who, as very generally happens, owes .£40,000
of debt; the g per cent. upon his grofs rent is
paid by his Tenants, and no doubt he is au-
thorized by this At to retain the one fhilling
in .t.he pound from the intereft he is to pay to
his Creditor ;- and fuppofe he attempts to re-

tain it, but his Cred1tor tells hxm, “You. may'

14

(49 you

 retain it this year, but in two months hence
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«¢ you muft pay this £40,000, becaufe I can
¢ yeft it in the National Funds, where I thall -
« not only get 5 per Cent. but nearly as much .
¢ more as will pay my War Tax upon the
c¢ whole, and befides I have the fair profpect
¢« of adding nearly a third to my Capital when
< Peace fhall come, and I will never fubmit to
«¢ take lefs than § per cent. from you.”

What refource has this unfortunate Gentle-
man? He cannot: raife the money, and his
eftate will not fell but at fuch an enormous lofs,
that half the price will hardly pay his Debt;
he muft therefore pay the full g per cent. to
his Creditor. In this way he pays this Tax
twice ; he has already paid it, by the payment
of 5 per cent. upon his grofs rent, and now he
pays it a fecond time to his Creditor.

If the Landed Proprietor dare not make this
deduction from his Creditor, ftill lefs will the
Commercial Debtor venture to afk it from his

Creditor ; but as he makes up his own ac-
count, upon which he is to be taxed, he will

make the deduions from that account under
the head of ¢ Expences of- Trade,” or in fome
one fhape or another, and fave both himfelf

and his Creditor ; and as the Tax is a CoNTRI-
BUTION
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BUTION oN Profrts, what he pays to his

Creditor cannot be ftated as Profit to him that

pays it away. - Solomon has faid, long ago, that

« the borrower is the flave of the lender.”—"

This fingle example proves, that, what often ap-
pears plaufible in theory, is frequently impof-
fible in practice, and in all probability, the

“whole of the floating Property lent upon Bonds

or Bills, will pay no Tax; for if the Debtor dare
not retain, the Credxtor will not pay, as he

has no Schedule to give in.
But let us now again returr: to the Land Pro-

prietor, and take this cafe in another point of.
view. Suppofe this Gentleman to have fold his.

whole Eftate about 18 months ago; he pro-
bably would have got 28 years purchafe of
L5000 a year, and fuppofe the price payable
in 12.months after the fale, he would have paid
his Debt, and by vefting the Balance of the

| price in the Funds, he would have got from

this Balance a larger Income than if he never
had owed one Sixpence of Debt; but fup-
pofe, on the other hand, that he did not fell
his FEftate, and he brings. it to the ham-
mer, not now, but when Peace fhall have

zeturned the firt queftion an intended pur-
chafer
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chafer will afk, will be the amount of the
War  Tax paid out of it during the laft
‘War ? and he will infift that the whole of that.
Tax muft be deducted out of the rental; and
he will go a little further, and fay that the
double infurance muft alfo be deduéted ; and as
the principle of this Tax will warrant its being
doubled in fome future War, he will not give
above 22 years purchafe of this abated rental.
I leave it to every Landed Proprietor to make
this calculation for himfelf, and when he fhall

have made it, he will difcover the wonderful |

difference betwixt 28 years of £5000 a year
and 22 years purchafe of that abated rental.
- "Fhus, although the Tax is temporary, this
Gentleman has had his Eftate leffened for ever
in its value by more than £40,000, or about
g0 per cent. merely by the Tax being impofed
upon his Land, and taken out of his grofs rent ;
whereas had this Tax, like the one in the laft
War, been laid upon free Income, this Gentle-
man would have paid for £3000 and his Cre-
ditor for £2000 ; and if the Exigencies of the
Government had required thrée or even four
thillings in the pound, he would have paid it
chearfully, and his Property would have rifen
again
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again to its original value as foon as the Tax
ceafed, and his diftrefs would have been merely
temporary, and as it was common to him with
his fellow fubjects, in the ratlo of the income of

each, he could not, nay he Would not, havc

complamcd ; and had he chofe to go to market
with the whole or any part of his ef’cate, his
rental would have fuffered no abatement, in

calculatmg the value of the land to be fold, as
the monied purchafer had, durmg the War,:
paid the fame Tax upon the free Income his
Money yielded, as this Gentleman had paid

upon his free rent, and confequently it was a

matter of perfet indifference to the purchafer, -

whether, in any future War, he thould pay one,
two, or more fhillings upon the pound of his.
frec rent, if he fhould purchafe the Land, or-
if he fhould keep his money in the Funds, and
pay, as formerly, upon his, free Incame arifing
from that mode of vefting his Capitél

In the next place, this. Tax, in fo far as it is .
laid upon the Tenant or Occupier of the.
Land, feems very queftionable in its princi-~-
ple; it is founded merely upon conjeCture,

and it aflfumes as, a fact, that every Tenant in’

England has a return to himfelf of s 5 Shil-
lings
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lings for every pound of Rent he pays to the
Landlord ; and in like manner that the Te--
nants in- Scotland have a retarn to themfelves

of 10 Shillings for every 20 Shillings- they pay

to their Landlords, and upon this ground the
Tenants in England are to pay 2§ per Cent. of

Tax out of thelr own pocket, and the tenants

in Scotland are to pay 2} per Cent. of Tax
each upon the rents they rcfpe&wely p’ty to
their Landlords. : S :
~1 fhall not f{top to enquire whether this
average is juft or not, becaufe the obfervations
I am now to offer apply equally to the one
cafe as to'the other; but I have good reafon tor
believe that the average is taken too high with
regard to Scotland. My objeétion, however,’
is to the affumption of any conje€tural calcu-
lation whatever, upon which to ground a fact
of Taxation, and in order to meet the cafe
fairly, I fhall allow, ‘that the average has been
well ftruck for both parts of the united king-
dom, and ftill I am induced to queftion the
juftice of a Tax founded upon a juft average.
I hold that an average or a medium price is
not a fa&, but truly may be called a fition
' of
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of law, which holds a falfehood to be truth. *
When I fay that a medium or average pricc

is a falfehood, I mean that it fuppofes fome’
prices higher than this medium, and fome prices

lower, and there it is where I think the juftice

of this theory as applicable to taxation feems

highly queftionable.~—Suppofe, for example,
that the Tenants A. and B. do truly make a
greater profit than the average fuppofes or al-
lows them, thefe Tenants to be fure will thrug
up their fhoulders and fay they are contented,
and will chearfully pay their nine-pence or fix-
pence in the pound; but fuppofe on the other
hand that C. and D. do attually make lefs pro-
fic than .this average, they -certainly have juft
caufe to complain- when they fhall be called:
upon to pay a Tax upon imaginary profits
which they never have realized, and they will
complain ftill more loudly when they fee their

wealthier neighbours A and B. fo much under

taxed..

 Ibeg leave to carry the objeétion a little fur-
ther, and from my own pra&icable experience
n hufbandry, to fay that an avexage calculatxon

* The Roman Lawyers deﬁne it,”’ quod falfum eft, pro
veritate habetur,” .
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of profits refulting from a Farm, efpecially for
a tempofary‘ Tax as this is faid to b¢, may for
the particular yéar in which it is impofed, fall
- wvery far fhort of the truth, on one fide or on
the other, and in fome cafcs, prove hlghly op-
~ preffive to the huﬂaandman '

 Iknow f'rom my own experlence, in the firft
place, that Hufbandry T enants, like merchants,

have thelr good and their bad, or unfuccefsful

years ; and gdly, I know that a Tenant for the
firft year, after he’ enters upon a leafe, never
faves himfelf ' by the crop ~In fplte of all
the reftriftive ﬁlpulatlons which ,havc been
framed and - inferted in Leafes, the outgoing
T ellant‘univerfally;"as"ﬁ'far' “as I have had an
opportunity “of - knowing;, ‘has left his Farm
in fuch m1ferably bad order, that hm fucceflor-
- never hds been able to bring it into a tolerably-
produ&we ftate’ for the firft crop, and rarely
if ever; for thie fecond. Now fuppofe this tem-
porary War Tax founded upon an average cal-
culatxon, fhall catcha Tenant in either of thefe

two' years, he unquef’cxonably is taxed upon fup—

pofed prohts, which in truth he has not rea-

lized, and takmg the kmgdom at large, there

muﬂ: be many fuch Tcnants in that fituation

at
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at this moment, and who muft be fo taxed.

I fhall illuftrate the cafe of Tenants in good or.

bad years more in detail in the Appendix.

If this view of the cafe fhall appear well-’
founded, I appeal to your judgment whether the

Juft rights of the Landed Intereft have been
fufficiently explained to Parliament before the
prefent A& was paffed, and I beg leave in

general to obferve, that. every Tax ‘which.

1s partial in its operation, - that 1s, when it

touches- only one clafs of people, or only
one fpecies of capital, or only one fource’

of mcome, feems to me - very queﬁlonablc

in its principle; fuch for example was the
Shop Tax of the Amerxcan War, becaufe it

affected only the Shopkecpers, and the capltal

they employed in the retail trade, while the

wholefale Merchants, the ‘Landed Intereft, or.
any othcr Species of Capital, pald no part of
that Tax, or of any other Tax correfponding
to the Shop Tax.

Such alfo is the prefent Tax upon Hufbandry
Horfes, becaufe it is partial alfo in its effe&,

for it touches only the Corn Countxcs, whxle

the Pai’cure Countles efcapc ; neither do thcy
o SN : Py
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pay any other Tax correfponding to it, as ape
plicable to Pafture *.. . :
Such alfo is a Tax upon Land, Wthh cer-.

" tainly is a Tax upen that fpecies of capital,
while mercantile- capital; -or capital vefted in

the Funds, pays no cquivalent Tax, or:any
thing corréfponding to a Land Tax. -

. If -we~ trace’ back- the hiftory of the old
Land Tax, now pretty generally redeemed, to its
origin, we fhall find it was firft, properly {peak-
ing, impofed by: Cromwéll during the ufurpa-
tion, and at the ‘time it-was: fo impofed, it
preffed upon the Landed Intereft with peculiar
hardfhip and feverity:; they; that is the ancient
nobility and géntry, very generally fupported
the Royal Caufe they pledged: their- eftates,
and deeply indeed did-they involve them, to raife-
money -in- fupport of the Crown; while, with
their bodies they formeda gallant phalanxaround

o Perha'ps',tvhe I‘eﬂ'cning, the Tax ﬁéon each 4Hu,[ban,dry
Horfe, and the laying a fmall Tax upon each milch cow,
where more than one- is.: kept; would bring in the Pafture
Countxes to an equality ; I fay where more than. one. is kept.
Many labourers keep one cow each, which is of prodxgmus

advantage to them in rearing a ‘healthy race of children, and
that, clafs of people fhould not be taxed. .

|
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the Throne, at the foot of which moft of them
fhed the laft drop of their blood. Their de-
{cendants inherited - their loyalty, and - their
broken fortunes, and: they bore their. poverty
with dighified compofure; but as Cromwell
both hated and feared them, his ‘crooked pb«
licy was to deprefs: them ftill more; he fent
his Commiffioners over the land, who took up
every man’s actual rental, upon which he af-
terwards: rigoroufly levied four fhilli{ngs in fhc
pound, . without regard to incumbrances of anﬁr

“kind- affe@ting the . land or the proprietors

of it. L T s
This Tax was‘co'ntinucd, and occﬂaﬁonally’ re-
forted to, both at the Reftoration and thé Rex
volution ; but by the encreafed value of the:pro=
duce:of Land, the Land Tax, which originally
was truly Four Shllhncs in the Pound, has gra~
dually abated, and at the time of the redemps
on A&, it hardly averaged over the whole
kingdom;, more than Sixpence in the Pound of
the Rent aé’cually paid. S A
“Habit and long’ - ufage, had- thrown a: veil

over the original injuftice of that meafure, which
- we never fhould - have- feen ‘through,. had ot

tbat Redemption Aé torn it afunder, - -, .
Ca If,
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lf as. I really beheve, the Taxes on con~

'fUmptton are already pufhed a5 hxgh as they
‘can’ bear, to render them efﬁment and pro-—

ductive—for univerfality” of confumptlon 1s

the life and foul of T axatton 3 and xf as

'alfo ﬁrmly beheve, addntlonal Taxes are ne-~
‘ceﬁ'ary, why not refort to a Tax upon In-
’come, as in the Iaﬁ: war. '

N

The ob_]ec“txons to this T a:st are not founded

Aupon the mJu{’nce of 1t, every tnan, ‘when
)fpeakmg of it in- the abﬁraé’t confeﬁ”es that

it is fair and _]ui’c and for rny own part, I
do beheve the fole ob)eéhon 1s, that it looks

rat the mercantxle purfe, and the 1mmenfe Per-

fonal Ei’tate now Veﬂ;ed in the natxonal F unds, and
thlS objeéhon is concealed under the charge of
novelty, whlch as to thlS kmgdom is true ; “and

:fecondly, undcr the fear of the 1nJury ‘that DIS-
CLOSURE, Wthh it leads to, m1ght produce in

Y

the mercantxle world PRl S PN

Let us “fhor tly look at both thefe obJeéhons,

:and in the ﬁrfl place, althouoh this mode of

,Fmance 1s new n Great Brltam, it does not
from. thence follow that it is unJuft in its prm~
cxples, on the contrary’ we fee a Tax fimilar in

‘prmcxple now aéting - upon in Holland, and we

have
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have feen that upon O'redt _emergencies, it was
always a&ed upon there i in ‘the beft days of that
Repubhc Thls naturally leads me to con-
fider the fecond ob;e&xon, founded upon the
feax of DISCLOSURE.

precedent of Holland I ﬁi;ll not- ﬁop to in-
quire, whether the T'a.x lcwed there attaches
to Mercantile Capxtal or Mercantxle Income,
becaufe the fear of D1scLOSURE apphes equally

~to both 5 at the fame time the pra&xce of that

Repubhc, When mqmred mto, feems to cut
up this fear of DISCLOSURE, root and branch:
Holland formerly, when an mdependent State,
confifted only of one clafs of people, viz. that
of Merchants and Traders Here thenwe findthe
States General that is thClI’ Parhament, who
1mpofe the Taxes, eompofed prmcxpally of
Merchants, and we find that the people who
pay by far the great Bulk of thofe. Taxes, are
Merchants alfo, and. noththﬁandlng this, we
never hear even a whlfper about the fea,r of
DISCLOSURE agamﬂ: this Tax, thch was the
heavxei’c 1mpofed there, and the moft produ&we.'

A'I thmk I can explam thls extraordmary pheno=- |

anOXl\
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menoh, and the explanation arifes out of the fact,
of almioft the whole people, both in the States

‘General and out of it, being Merchants; the

People or the Merchants without doors, knewwell
that the Merchants who compofed the States
General, were to the full as well acquainted with
the fecrets and the myfteries of the mercantile
calling, as they were, and they knew of courfe,
that if the fear of DiscrLosurE fhould be ftirred
oy them, the people within would laugh at it,
as a mere mercantile bucrbear, and ‘would treat

it with that derifion and contempt it juftly de-

ferved, and therefore the Tax was paid with-
out a murmur, and without the fmalleft injury
to the fair T'rader. Sy
~ This, however, is not exa&ly the cafe-in

‘_Gleat Britain; for although the Mercantile In-
tereft forms a grcat, and T am ready to admit, a

very refpeétable clafs of the taxable population
of this kmgdom, ftill they are not the fingle

Wealthy clafs amongft us——

s Hmc 111e Lacrymae,

for although in deahng wu;h each other, every
man will drive as hard a bargain, as the PowEgRr,
' fo
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fo well explained by Mr. Thornton, he pof-
fefles, enables him to do, but fpeak of Tax-

ation which affeGs the general Intereft of the:

whole clafs, and they inftantly unite as one
man, and they ftrain every nerve to fave thehl-'
felves, and to throw it upon the Ihoulders of
the Landed Intereft, who—

-« Fruges Confumere Nati”

fubmit to be gullcd and muzzled like a dancmg
bear. :

I beg leave here, thortly, to tell you a ftory
refpeéting the Roman Augurs, I think it is fo
recorded by Cicero, who was himfelf an Augur ;
he fays when two of thefe Augurs met, they
always laughed, or perhaps, that they ought to
lauigh in their fleeve to each other, at the blind
credulity of the people, n2ous autres, who fwal=
lowed and believed, like Gofpel, the marvel-
lous ftories,. and the wonderful events which
thefe Augurs difcovered and foretold, after exa-
mining the entrails of the animals facrificed to
their gods—if this cap of nous autres fits
the head of the Landed Intereft, let us wear it;

- and let us continue to be laughed atin thc Lon-

don Tavern. -
| Befox'c
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- Before proceeding further, I beg leave to
afk, in point of faét, whether any one Merchang
fuftained a mercantile injury by DrscLosurE

under, the operation of the Income Tax of laft

war. - I have repeatedly put that queftion to

many mercantile men, and the anfwer always.

‘was in the negative fo. far as they knew—at the
fame time if I can truﬁ_‘the authority of the
newfpapérs, fundry Members of the Houfe of
Commons feemed to think, that the Mercantile
Chara&er was_ more involved, .than the Mer-

canule. Intereft hurt by the operations of that -

I ﬂa@ll now pus the only two cafes that I can
figure to myfelf, in which DiscLosurE might
huir;t, individual Merchants, but without admit-
ting-a: the fame time that the. Mercantile In-
tereft at large would fuffer.in the {malleft degree
by fich DiscLOSURE. |

In the firlt cafe, I fhall fuppofc a Merchant
of capital and  of . eftablithed chara&er, who
ihall .conceive to himfelf the plan of a {pecu-
gatlgn for making his fortune at .one dafh, and
for that purpofe he embarks, not only his whole
Qapital, but all the money alfo which his credit

| can
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can command, in ore adventure;” fuppofe in the-
Ruffian Trade ; and in order that his’ gains may-
be the largcr, he ftands his own infurer; and
fuppofe that his fhips, and his money vefted in:
goods, happened to be in Ruffia at the time of
the extraordinary embargo of the late Emperor,
Paul, and foon after the news of this embargo
arrives, the Merchant is called before the Corri-
miffioners to give in his taxable Income, and he
discloses his fituation to them ; andhere I muft
fuppofe, although I do it unwillingly, thatthe
difclofure he has made gets into the world, and
one of his Creditors” calls upon him for pay-‘
ment, which he is unable to do; and is obliged
to ftop and declare a. bankruptcy. = I fhall fup-
pofe.alfo, although it is not a very probable
fuppofition, that the Creditors treat him  ri--
gorouifly, and in fhort that he- is ruined. °

The firft  queftion I beg leave to afk. 1s,
whether this Merchant was altogether free fiom
blame in thus embarking in fo  rath and ha-
zardous an eriterprize, without éven covering
himfelf by infurance ? But, 2dly, I beg leave to

afk, whether when the bills that were: 'cuireht'
_for hxs borrowed money thould become due, \and

payment
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payment demanded and refiifed, would not that
refufal produce the fame effect as the fuppofed-
Disclosure, fo that his fall was only acce-
lerated by a few weeks, and here ends the front
and fum of tiie charge againft Dz’sclosure as to
this particular Merchant.
In the other cafe I fhall fuppofe a wholefale.
Swindler, that is a man without capital and with-

“out honefty, who fhall endeavour by his wits to.
fupply the want of both, and that I may of-

fend no mercantile man by this fuppofition, I

~fhall fay that this man was the late Hadfield of

notorious characer, who was condemned and

) executed fome months ago at Carlifle.

Suppofe this man to have come befor¢ the

Commiflioners, and to. have proved to their

fatisfaction that he had no Taxablé Income, and

 the nextday one of thefe Commiffioners finds Mr.
.' Hadfield, ‘the moft buftling active man upon
| Change, and he obferves himapparently in ferious
| converfatxon with his friend, whom he takes afide,
and reque{‘cs that he will be cautious how he
| dcals with this new man, and fuppofe what ge-
: nerally happens to fecrets, that this private com-
funication is whifpered round the Change, and

Had-
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Hadfield finding himfelf blown, renres, and Ins
fpeculations are defeated. :
That Hadfield was dxfappointed,‘ is a propo-

ition I fhall readily admit, but "th'ati-any 'Qt‘hér_
‘Merchant fuffered a Mercantile Injury, is a
- propofition I cannot {o readily concede, and it

ftrikes me to be very like a cafe I fhall fuppofe

of a fiiend of mine paﬁmc accxdentally upon
the road,” where he fees two or three fufplcmus

looking ‘men in clofe converfatwn, ‘and hc

hears them mdxi‘cm&ly mention my name, my

houfc'thls evening, and he'communicates thefe
circumftances to rne, ‘with a view to" put me
upon my guard, left my houfe that mght thould
be attacked and robbed. ,

I confefs I am not partial to the idea of Mer-

~cantile Speculation; which probably may arife,

from the name and the practice being younger
than myfelf.—I fhall however illuftrate the
ground of my obje&ion by “the following ex-
ample—permit me to fuppofe that the Mercan-

‘tile Circulation of Great Britain is an integer of
a thoufand, which is divided among a hundred

In various proportions in the ratio of the capital

?'ot’ each and that it produces ‘a grofs return of

twelve
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twelve, and a net return of eight per Cent.
and that one 1man, who has only two of thef’e
ﬁlares, forms to hlmfelf the idea of enoroﬁimJr

~twenty more, and he calculates that domcr the

buﬁnefs of twenty—two Shares at only four per
Cent.’ w111 make him’ a better return than that

of two Shares, Wlnch eorrefponds to his Ca-
’pltal at a return of eight per Cent. and he makesv
hls propofal of domg the buﬁnefs of twenty
~returnmo'nnn only four per C ent. ; whxch leaves
*to all thofe who deal with him the fair profpe&
of a proﬁteble return of twelve per Cent. in
piace of the ordmary return of eight per Cent.
as they get the four per ‘Cent. which has been
given’ up, and therefore they deal with him ;
out let me fuppofe that from Want of Capital
equal to the twenty—two Shares, or perhaps
from mlfmanagement, as_fometimes fuch fpe—
a"ul’ltiVC men have « more il than ballaﬁ: 2
a lofs “arifes. - upon the Whole twenty-two
 Shares of four per Cent. 1t follows that he
is rumed and all thofe who fold goods to him
are materxally m_]ured
' Let us however hold that }ns fpeculanon has
‘ fuc-
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fucceeded and that he has truly gamed the.
4 per Cent. he planned He certamly is thereby
beneﬁted but unlefs he fhall have added 20
to the fuppofed mteoer of one thoufand and
fhall havé raifed’ 1t to a thoufand and twenty,
it feems to be a very quef’txonable propoﬁtlon
indeed, Whether the Mercantlle mrculatton of
Great Britdin has been beneﬁted or improved
by his fpeculat.on, and if the integer {till
remains at a thoufand I fubmit whether T am
not warranted in faying, that he has acqmred
to -himfelf" thofe Ihares whlch other Mercantile
men have loft; but that i upon the whole 1 matter

the Mercantde c1rculatlon has not been €n-
creafed.’ '

- If this example apphes to the cafe of Mer-
cantile {peculation, I rea]ly thmk it follows that

DiscLosuRE never can 1njure the fair Trader,
while at the fame time it may be ‘ufeful to hlm,

by prote@ing him againft the enfnarmg addrefs

of men of lefs prmcxple, and’ poffefled of 1 morc
artful mﬁnuatmg powers.than himfelf,

* Ibelieve Mr. Pitt was dxfappomted as to hlS
expeéted return from his Income Tax; but I
have heard very mtclhcent nen fay, when’ he

firf:
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firlt propofed it; “that he had taken it teo high
butif Parliament fhall be fatisfied that Dis closure
is-a mere. mercantile  bug-bear, the :{hadow of
a fhade, I can fee no pofiible obje&xon acram{’c
ﬁ'rcnorhthcnmo the hands of the Commiffioners
with more power for. if thefe. Commiffioners
fhall be' honeft men, they will exercife that

power only: when in their difcretion they fhall

find the exercife of it.neceffary to inveftigate,
to fift, and to’ déte& an attempt to fraudulent
concealment, . and cevery honeft man will give
them the credit of havmcr done no more than
their duty when' theyl fhall have thus detected
fraud - And when the: exigencies. of the State
fhall require a large contribution tpon profits,
it is,: in my-opinion; a libel.upon:Our Glorious
Conflitution - to. fay; that- the Law cannot be
made- fo. ftrong, as effectually -to compel a
wealthy .unprinciplea Knave to,.come forward
witha fair contribution to the State in the ratio
of -his. fortune;-and it is only fuch men who
will feel the Wexcrht, or the force, of that Law,
and Itruft every. good man W111 fay they deferve

tofeel it

I beg: leavé to- fay further, that the prefent
Act
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Aé’c feems to me to be liable to this véry-

“ftrong objection’; that the Landed Intereft,

who under the former Income A& were: ot
particulaﬁrly ‘accufed ‘of concealment,  are now:
the only clafs of people-in- the natioti who':by,
this ACt are denied the privilege, of making
up their own- account upori which they aré: to
be taxed, and’ that they are further called,
upon, and-in a4 manner’ éompell‘cd, -to-inforni
againft their - Creditors, many of whom will
probably throw them. into - jail, in three
months after they fhall have given the mfor~
mation. . '

. This ﬁnole Circum{’cance which I havc en«:‘-
deavoured to illuftrate, irrefiftibly proves.that x
fine abftraé theory'is, in. many cafes; . and. in
this-one in particular; mcapablc of -being re-~
duced to practice, and. for: any thing I can. dif-

cover in this A& to the: contrary, it ftrikes me,

that a man who can o fubdivide his' diffefent
concerns, as to-bring his - declarations' before
two fets.of Commiffioners, may plead and obtain
from each, the Exemptions . ‘and- Abatements
arifing from:children; and as the- Commxﬂioners,
if I. underftand the A&t right; are to-be mutes,
‘ and

B
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and .to have no correfpondence or converfation

‘with each other upon their refpective Duties, or.

the declarations which have been . made to them'
refpeltively, I'am at alofs to difcover how this:

‘double . Claim of Abatement for Children, can

be detetted. S
- 'The conclufion I draw from the whole.matter

refolves itfelf into this {ingle propofition, that the
juft rights of the Landed Intereft have been, un-
intentionally I admit, but truly, invaded, and ma-
terially injured by the mode now adopted, of
levying @ contribution of profits upon pro-
perty; and I am alfo of opinion, that they
cannot be reftored or defended againft this in-
jury, .without reforting to the Income Tax of
laft War ; and if the wifdom of Parliament fhall
judge it necefiary, let the Commiffoners, who
are -to difcharge that-Duty, be armed with a
{tronger. authority, than' hitherto it has been
thbught | proper.to entruft. them with, to trace,
to check, and to deteét fraudulent concealment. s
Thefe ideas upon this important fubjet are _notv
dictated by any little prejudice againft one Mi-
nifter, nor anunbecoming partiality for another.—

My years and my fituation in life leave me no~

thing
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thing »'to'hopé or to fear from any Minifter, and
the ftrong impulfe of Duty to my country alone,
has led me to fay what I have now faid—

¢ Vive, wale ff guid novifti re@iuns iftis,
¢ Candidus imperti 5 fi non, bis utere mecum.”

, Hor.
Edinburgh, Dec. 1803,
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 APPENDIX.

IN order to illuftrate what I mean by good
or bad years in hufbandry, I fhall take crop
1798 to illuftrate the firft, and crop 1799. the

fecond. :
Crop 1798 was a very abundant crop in-
deed, and although the prices were very mode-
rate, the .hufbandman was amply paid from
the extraordinary quantity he carried to mar-
ket, and he could have afforded to have paid.
a reafonable tax out of the profits of that
year. But the crop that followed, in 17gg,
was the worft and the moft unproduttive I
ever had occafion to obferve ; and I}now that
not a few of the tenants of my acquaintance
were unable to pay the rent for it at the ttipu~
lated times of payment, and had they not been
indulged in time, many of them would have
fuffered
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{uffered feverely :—in fhort, the crop did not
pay the rent, tne expences of labour, and feed

for the enfuing crop, in many cafes. But crop

1800, although not abundant, by having a
great deal to do, following fo bad a year, gave
a price fo high as enabled the tenants to pay
‘up the arrears of the preceding crop, and the
rent of that crop alfo; for the country being
empty, they began upon crop 1800 as foon
almoft as it came from the fickle, and a de-
mand for bread prefled upon the hufbandmen
fafter than they could threth out to fupply the
market, almoft to the fucceeding harveft; and
in this way the price of bread-cern was kept
higher than the actual neceflities of the country
~and the producive quality of the crop would
“have warranted, had it not followed fo bad a
year. ‘

“As this is a cafe that few men unacquainted
with hufbandry will be difpofed to allow, and
a cafe alfo that fome men who think themfelves
acquainted with it, will hardly grant, I fhall
put a cafe, which I humbly think will make
my propofition plain to every man, whether ac-
quainted with hutbandry or not.
| | The
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The firft propofition I affume is, that geng-
rally, a farm, in a high ftate of produétive cul-
tivdtion, requires about thirty per cent. of the
grofs produce of the preceding crop to be ex-
pended and laid out in preparing for the next

crop ; and the moft aive induftrious hufband-

‘man, who thall feed his own horfes and yoke
his own ploughs, that is, who fees the bufinefs
done himfelf, will hardly be able to fave five
per cent. thort of this calculation. Now allow

me to fuppofe, that the average produce of a

farm is twelve, and I fhall here make the cal-
culation broad, and fuppofe the leafe- is twelve
or fifteen years old, and that four, or one-third

“of this twelve, is equal to the rent, and that

the four or one-third fhall be equal to the
expence of labour, &c. with the exception only
of feed; and the tenant has another four, or the
remaining third, for the expence of feed; for the
maintenance of his family, for the intereft of
his ftock, and a fair return for his induftry and
fkill; and in making thefe calcullations I am

‘taking them broader than the fac will bear me

out P but if the calculation I am now to make
fhall be found juft, I am ftill at home, -
| S We
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- We all know that the general report made of
the deficiency of that crop was nearly a half.—
At the fame time I admit this was not my
opinion, becaufe thofe who held that language
compared it with the immediate preceding
crop 1798, which was a fuperabundant crop,"
without looking farther back, and in that view
they were not materially wrong : but it is enough
for my purpofe to fay, what certainly is within
the fact, that it was one-third thort of the Average
of twelve, of courfe there remains eight, out
of which the rent is to be paid ; and if we fhall
fuppofe that it was to be paid in corn, (which
- almoft univerfally was  the cuftom in the
hufbandry counties of Scotland forty years ago,
and is now again coming round, and is very

generally becoming the practice.)—And fuppofe

four for the rent, there remains four for the
tenant, -out of which you muft deduct the feed
for the enfuing crop, which ought to be taken
larger than ordinary becaufe the quality of the
corn was bad. Secondly, The corn for his horfes.
Thixldly, Theiwages for his fervants, which in-
Scotland are generally paid in kind. But it mat-
ters not much, becaufe the wages of the Iabourer
muft feed him and his family, and of courfe

wages in money would bear a near proportion
| to
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to the wages in kind. Fourthly, Take the
food of the tenant’s family out of this remaining
fourth, and, after making thefe dedu&ions, I
leave it to c¢very experienced hufbandman to
fay how much remained with the tenant to go
to market; and whether I have not made my
calculations in favour oﬁ\ the tenant broader
than the leafes let in Scotiﬁn_d, at leaft within
thefe ten years, do warrant. |
Some {peculative agriculturifts may perhaps
.fay, that the hufbandman thould employ oxen
mn place of horfes, and he will thereby fave all
the corn that his hufbandry horfes confume ;
and I admit that each hufbandry horfe confumes:

about eight quarters of oats yearly. But I beg

leave to i I i
) o refer him to this general propofition,
that progreflively in Great Britain, as each

leveral county has taken to active enterprifing

hufbandry, in that rato each county has

abandoned oxen, and taken to horfes in huf~
bandry ; and if T am right in the fa&, fpecu-
]a‘tive theory muft yield fométhing to the.
wi{dom of univerfa] ufage,

G. Woodfall, Printer, Ivy Lane.







