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MEMORIAL of the GO

the Lords Coimiffioners of His MAJESTY ’s Treafury.

" HE memorial ‘is fub{'cribed by the members of Jix companies, who fay they

have carried on the’corn diftillery for many years to an extent nearly equal

to fourfifihs of the whole diftillery of Great Britain.
It is only fince the year 1750 that the corn diftillery of Great Britain has been
in this manner monopolifed.—Before that time above forty houfes were at work in’
different parts of England.” o " = o

- THE Jfix houfes having annihilated the reft, were, in the midft of their fecurity,

alarmed and incenfed by ﬁnding fpiritst‘i‘}.h _tl;le London market which had been ma-
nufadtured and {ent up from Sﬂcot‘:land;—Lotud complaints. were inftantly heard.

i

Mémoﬁ_guLs toithqi Ti"g:_aﬁu:}{ Wejre‘:‘givcnﬁ in, charging. the Bodrd‘of Fxcile in
~ Scotland with negleéts and ‘collufive practices, founded upon an aflertion, That:
duries are not paid out of the limits of the General Office of Excifc in London., -

IR

CA PUB’;ji,c{i"'emonﬁi"a'rgc'eaWas madé to the landed.intereft of England, writ-

ten by.a.partnek. of ,On.&-,Of{:-..tliefLQninf;,;hpl_lfCS,,‘,.Jb.pt'.ayin‘g\,..thein.ﬁﬁsﬁ:ance,{inF.Parlia‘—,}fw,.,,_.,,,.,v. .

ment, to have the Scotch trade prohibited by ftatute. This paper fet forth, ¢ That
« .Scotland claims the benefit of the Union in her trade and commerce; but Scot~

< land abufes that privilege.- In all excifcable commodities, the people of Scot-:
¢ land account it ‘z-fin to pay the dutiés charged by a Britifh Parliament upon:

© ¢ goods manufadtured there .77

L I&&cfnoﬁals of the fame impott, and partly in the ,f'am_e words, have been annually prcfcntcd by the

London diftillers to the Bourd of Treafury or Excile, for fome years paft.
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long talked of, but never attempted as a trade till of late.

.¢¢ be met with.

{2 ) o
A'r this time the Scotch diftillers wexe undera more Llé,ld execution of the L=

cife than ever had been known in England and by that means fuffered various

oppreffions from the very caufe Wthh the dlftlllels in London held forth as a local
fouxce of qclvmtagc. :

Ax opinion has long been entertaired, “that the country of Scotland was pecu=
liarly favourable to the making of {pirits; and, like the fithing, diftillation was
John Ker of Kerf-
land, as far back as the year 1727, publithed at London propofals for eftablifh-
ing m"muf'uflurcs in North Britain. € What we fhall (fays he) make our firft under-

« t'1k1ng, is the fetting up a work for diftilling of {pirits, in which we fhall find - |

¢ advantages furpaﬂmg what in any other parts of his Majefty’s dominions are to

€<

difcreet management, we may be able to make as great gain as the Dutch, who
<
¢ Dby this article alone, make a greater profit, than, without a very nice calculation
¢ is credible to believe. Hitherto they have been the only gainers from our pro-

“ duce; for, after they have diftilled the malt, and gained vaft proﬁt by Gene-va,.

¢ they fell us back the fpirits.

“ Besipes the trade with our neighbowrs for tlus commodlty, we {hall ﬁnd o

¢ other qdvantages from the feveral other branches 3;and by this, we fhall not
“ only hlghly encourage the growth of the corn lands in North Bntam, but fave

¢ that premium the government allows to the exporters of corn.”, The cotton

mamg‘}zé?ures eftablithed of late, were propofed by the fame gentleinan at the fame .

time.

Soon after the publication of this remonftrance fofthe corn diftillers above

mentioned, the draft of a bill was prepared to be prefentecl to Parliament, for the

avowed purpofe of cutting off' the Scotch trade, by loadlnc the tranfit of their -

goods to London with fuch pains, penalties, forfeitures, and difficulties, as confef-
fedly amounted to a prohibition ; upon this preamble,  That his majefty’s revenue
¢ had been nnpaxred and the Englifb manufalturers underfold in their own county Vs

¢ 1o their great lofs.

TH1s bxl], meetmg W1th the 0ppoﬁtxon it deferVed was dropt 5 and another pre-
fented, which pafled into a law. The uf¢ of the hydrometer was thereby introduced, -

and the credit of the dxfhllers in their ﬁocks limited to 20 gallons of fpirits for
every 100 of \V‘!ﬂl-» ‘ :

And it is to be hoped from the largenefs- of our ftocks, and a

<

I
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- Trrse regulations, par ticularly the nicety of, and danger arifing fiom the ye
«irometer trials, would, it was hoped, form an effectual check againft thc Scotcli
trade. The trade, howevér, kept its ground and even made wdvance “Freth
complaints and reprefentations were fent to the Treafury; and anotber a& was_in

. agitation for the next year, pregnant with additional reftraints and bars to the im-

portatlon from Scotland

Tae plan of lcvymg the duties by Licence, upon fills, had not been devifed

or propofed by traders. TheScotch Board of Excife fuggefted it in their report to
the Committee of Inquiry, in the following terms : ¢ That an adequate duty in licu
¢ .of all the duties, theuld be unpofed by way of licence, to be paid annually for
¢ every ftill according to its fize, at a fixed rate per, gallon, which -could be certainly
< afcertained, would be eafily levied, and with difficulty evaded; while it would fave
« o the revenue the expence of many officers, and relieve the llcenfcd traders of
¢ every other reftriction of which they complain.”

TroM that time the licence contintied to be fpoken of with general approbation.
Some of the principal diftillers from Scotland, then in London, propofed the fame
{cheme, as a certain method of putting all the parts of Great Britain upon a le-
vel in point of duties. = The propofal was unanimoutily rejedted by the London ma-

nufacturers. The Scotch diftillers next fuggefted, that one—baﬁ' of the duties fhould

be levied upon the wafh, and the other half by licence, in order to diminifh the ‘
T his

temptation to evade the duties, by levymg the one-half by a certain rule.
was alfo rejeCied.

THE next propofition between the parties, turned upon a licence for Scotland,
undcr an equaliz‘ing duty upon the {pirits carried to England.

To this the gentlemen of London 1mmecl1ately liftened, becaufc, they clearlv
faw that a large equalizing duty in-the Thames, with a certain payment upon the
ftills in Scotland, would fix the Scotch down upon both fides, and thereby eﬁ’e&ua
al‘y feclude the poflibility of the- prefumed evafions.

TuE propofition therefore went on, and it apf)eared ‘that:the ‘objeét of the Lon-

14783

don traders was to keep thelicence duty in Scotland as low as pofiible, on pur pofc‘ '

10 raife the 'equahzmg duty at mlport'ttlon mto the river Thames.

AT laft an agreement was firuck, and a minute of it fubfcribed in this form::
% In prefence of Sir William Cuningham, Bart. Henry Beaufoy, Efq; Philip Mit=

< calf, Efgy—Mef. Payne and Smith, on behalf of the London diftillers, propofed.
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% That the equalizing duties to be‘pai'ii upon corn {pirits diftilled in Scotland, upon

b
-

* upon their importation into England, not exceed the fum of 1s. 10d. at the
“ firength of one to ten over hydrometer proof; and in proportion, if the ftrength
‘¢ is more or lefs.”” : ' o o : : _

.~

« Mr James Harc for himfelf, and Mr _Aitcvhifon.on béhaif of ﬁixﬁfeif énd f'e-;
¢ yeral Scotch diftillers, agree to pay 1s. 9 d. per gallon. '

- ¢ Tue difference of the penny to be referred to the Houfe of Conimons, in cafe:
* the parties do not agree, with refpeét to this difference.”” (Signed) Charles
Smith. - S. Payne. -James Haig. John Aitchifon, S ‘

THis agreement was concluded:teo late in the feflion of Parliament 1785, to be’
at that time attempted to be carried into execution., . o :

Ix the interval, the trade frdm‘va:otlarid continued 3 the diftillers of London
appeared to have loft all patiencce; new complaints were made 3 and fur\ther‘pre-f-
judices attempted to be raifed. The licence fcheme therefore was renewed the:
next year with great keennefs, upon the principles éof ‘the former agreement.

Tue Scotch diftillers appeal to every perfon who'attended and had any opportu~
nity.of knowing what, pafled upon this occafion,, that each circumftance rclatiné ta:
the bufinefs, and more particularly the number of times in @vhich fills might be
run, were confidered and moft particularly canvafled.

ParTiES came within ene penny-halfpenny of ¢ach ether, which pen'ny-halfﬁ
penny was referred to Mr Pitt, and by him determined. .

Urox this feoting the Licence Bill pafled into a law.

So much fatisfied were the diftillers of London of the principles upon which’
they afled, and fo hard a bargain did they think liad been made for the Scotch
that they did not hefitate publiclr to declare theit opinion, that it muft o’perafé
as a prohibition ; and that they hid row attained their great objec?, the exclufion of’
the Scotch diflillers from the. mzzrkr:( of the capital.. HRRRINE . :

. For a confiderable time after, the Scotch, .whofc attention was beﬁt on a‘new
phan for fecuring the home confumpt, fent very little {pirits to London, while the’

Jicenfed ftills at twenty fhillings per gallon, per annum, on the contents,. fhall,

.?‘_,7, T

London diftillers, to make cértain of their point, and in order to annihilate"ﬂle

trade coinpletely, funk the price of fpirits firflt L. 7, and then L. 3 per tun.

Tr1s circumftance is of capital moment in the prefent conteft. Toritis an um~
deniable faé?,‘ that the Loadon diffillers have the rate of the market in their owa pover.

By the ad pafled for regulating the diftillery of England at the fame time with the

Licence Bill, an additional duty of L. 5 : 5 s. per tun was laid upon {pirits. It wasthere-

fore natural to {uppofe that fpirits {hould advance in proportion, but the reverfc hap-

pened.—Immediately after that duty took place, and before the market was affected
by Scotch {pirits made upon licence, the prices, in place of being raifed L. g : gs.
were funk L.10 per tun under the former felling price, by private concert of the
London diflillers themfelves ; and that without any zeceffity or veafon, but to render it
ablolutely impoffibke-(as they imagined) for the -Scotch to continue the trade 5 it was
never prefuméd' that they could face the market under the double difadvantage of
a hard bargain and fuch a-great alteration of price, as L. 15 per tun.

ArTer all, the trade to London recommenced-and went on by gradual ad-

Kances.

Tuis happened againft the inclination, the intention, and the intereft of
the Scotch diftillers.. By'the recommendation of government, they had laid
out a large capital and expended a great deal of their time, in eftablithing 2 manu-
falure of gin, and making experiments relative to it. "They fucceeded to a with,
and had taken the beft meafures for occupying the Scotch market, having manufac-
tured a large quantity of that fpirit to fupply it, equal in quality to any that Hdl-
land produced. : : -

THis plan and the fale of the goods was fruftrated by orders from the Board
‘of Excife in Scotland. The works erefed at a vaft expence were, therefore, ne-
ceffarily taken down, and the manufaCture of raw fpirits for the Englifh market,
was from the fame neceflity re-commenced. E

. Hence the exportation to London incréafed, and confequently»di{’crcﬁ'éd the
trade of the diftillers there. .And thus the conduét of the Board of Excife, brought
on the prefent application to the Lords of the Treafury from the corn diftillers in London.

TH1s memorial prays, in effec, a prohibition of the importation of {pirits from

' .. the North.

B
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Toe fadts fet forth, are, Firft, ¢ That they, the corn diftillers in” London,
% have embarked large capitals in the bufinefs, and carried on ‘the fame for many

¢ years to an extent nearly cequal to four-fifths of the whole dxﬁxllery of Gxeat
¢ Britain.”

Tre relpondents, dl[’mlers in Scotland, do not controvert this to have been at
one time the fa&, but they know of no law or reafon why the diftillery of Great
Britain fhould be engrofled - or monopolized by fix houfes. In Holland, the fame
trade is divided amongft feveral hundreds. In Scotland, above two hundred great
and fmall are now working under licence ; and who, (it may be neceflary to re-

‘mark,) have paid upwards of one-third of the whole ' diftillery duties of Great

Dritain for this laft ‘year. They have indeed encroached upon the trade of
thole fix houfes, who think fit to plead the pofleffion of a monopoly, as an argu—

nent for retaining it.

an next fact fet {orth by thofe gentlemen is, ¢ That corn fpmts from the di-

¢ fiilleries in Scotland, are {old in London at fuch reduced-prices, as'to be confi- -

¢ derably under the prime coft of manufacturing the {fame article in England, pay-
¢ ing the duties coriformable to law.”

Trr1s has been an annual afiertion upon the paxt of the London dlﬂlhels, ever

fince pirits went firft from Scotland, about the year 1780 and 1781. 'T'he diftil-

lers of the latter country always did avow, that they are poﬂ'cﬁ'cd of local advan-

‘tages which do enable them to manufa&ture under the prime coft of the fame bufi-
‘ne f'; in London ; and by the law and conftitution of the kingdom, ‘the inhabitants

of every corner of it are entitled to avail themfelves of fuch benefits or convenien-
ces. 'The diftillers of London all along held thefe wdvantabes in contempt, and
wifhed to have them confidered as mere pretences. Befides, if the diftillers of
Scotland be willing to work upon lefs profit than their nexghbours in the capital,
it is celtamly lawful for them fo to do. e

THE mcmorxall[’cs mention in the ne\t place, ¢ That the redultion in price,

¢ occafioned by the Scotch 1merference, ‘amounts to a prohxbmon of the continy-

« ance of the trade in England.”> o ' '

TaE anfwer to this will arife ﬁom a 1epetmon of the faé before frated, wvik.
That very {foon afeer the commencement: of the Licerice Bill in Scotland, and be-
fore any quantity was fent fuflicient to affect the general price, the very men whofe
names appear at this memorial, dld by concert, fink the price of fpmt., L. 10,

L
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in place of raifing it L. 5:§s. per tun, for the purpofe of prohibiting ‘the
further contmuance of the trade from Scotland ; and therefore it is extremely un-
juft to impute the fall of the market to the Scotch. . It may be true, That the
London diftillers have been caught in their own fnare, but they have no right to
make a complaint to government, or to the legiflature upon that head.

THE - memorial goes on to fay, ¢ That the memorialifts have reafon to
¢ imagine, that the diftillery of Scotland, being enabled to fupply the London mar-
¢ ket on fuch terms as to underfell the manufacturers of corn {pirits in England,
< arifes from an erroneous calculate. of the duty . payable on fpirits made in
¢ Scotland, and fent to England, with refpedt to the equahzmg duty, as the fame
¢ js fixed by the late A& of Parliament.”

THE Scottifh manufa&ory i’cands now upon advantage ground which itdid not for-
merly poflefs.  Anterior to the late Adt, the London traders aflerted with the ut-
moft confidence, that it was impoffible for the Scotch to ftand in competition with
them, if they paid one-half of theiduties of law; and declared, that they would
undertake to beat them out of the London market, the moment they could make
certain of their paying two-thirds; but it is now afcertained, that the Scotch arc
able to occupy and fupply a great thare of the London market, and to pay two

thillings upon every gallon in the River, befides a licence duty of L. 1:10s. upon

€ach gwllon of their ftills,

The memorial proceeds to ﬂ'lte, (L That the equahzmg duty is, by the fdid A&

% rated at two fhillings per gallon on {pirits fent to England : That the manufadtur-'

<¢ ers in England pay after the rateof 2s. 10d. per gallon, making a dxﬁerence of
¢ 10d. per gallon (about. L. 10 per tun) on fpirits from Scotland, as an equlvalent
#¢ for the fuppofed duty paxd by the manufacturer in Scotland.”

To this it is anfwered, That the duty here mentloned to be 2s. 10d. is only 25.

6d. and that the memorialifts affume, without pr oof, the very foundation of their

complaint, wiz. That, contrary to the practice of their predeceflors—to that of the
melafs diftillers, and to that of all diftillers from every other {ubftance but corz ;
and amidft every opportunity-of frand and evafion which. the vicinity of the confumer
and the eqfe of conveyance admit—"They, the diffillers of Jpirits from corn, confcien-
tioufly and moft fcrupuloufly pay #o government the full duties of law for every
adrop made and fe;zt out from their works.

)

‘WritH regard to the legal quantums of the: duty, the refpondents appml to the
fate AQts of Parliament for England, whereby the trader is allowed a credit in his
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ﬂock of 20 gallons of {pirits for every 100 gallons: of wafh tpon ‘which tlie- cfunw

have been charged.—If 20 gallons be drawn from the 100 of wafh, then the duty
by the ftatute is only 2s. 6d. per gallon..
the dutv paid would be more than the Act prefcribes, or fuppofes 3.it would be 2s.
9id. DBut if 22 gallons be drawn, .then the duty paid by them will, be lefs than
the A& requires, that is, 2s. 3%d.—The diftillers of London fay, That though they
are allowed 20.by: law,. yet thcy draw at anaverage for the year only 18 gallons;
and the pretext for taking the allowance of rwenty, is, That at. particular

{eafons of the year, and in x'_'avourable feafons,. the {pirits obtained from each 100
gallons of wafh, run to 20 gallons; and,. therefore, the utmoft latitude of the beft
time is taken, on purpofe to prevent feizures of fpirits fairly got. And for the fame
reafon, (as they fay) it is, that their ftocks are ordered to be furveyed only once in
three. months, and that they bave taelve hours previous notice to prepare for that ce-

~FCIONYs

Tue refpondents on the bt‘her hand affert, That 2o gallons and upwards are
drawn from 100 of wath; and that the quantum of the duty is to be afcertained by
the A& of Parliament, wHich, according. to the: legal allowance of 20 gallons,
firikes it at 35. .6 d. and not fromy the interefted  denial of the parties, againft the
evidence of law. If one man {hall only be capable to draw 18 gallons, the inge=
nuity of his neighbour may enable him to.draw twenty, and the law fecures:it to
him. If it be pretended that this can only be done at particular feafons, then the
diftillers are at liberty to work at thefe feafons, and to {top when the influence of
them fails. ¥ a man chufes to continue Workmg at difadvantage to himfelf, the
duties of the law cannet be rated by the rule of his deficiency.—The: reafoning of
the London trade upon tlns point, is demonfiratively fallacious. If (as they fay)
the average produce of 100 gallons of wath be no more than eighteen for any given
time, then they ought to h'ne credit from the Excife for eng/em and 10 more ; nor

does the reafon they give apply to the officers’ furvey only once in three months, be-

caufe, whatever be the incredfe or decreafe, the diftiHer is always to have credit for
the 20 gallons. On the other hand, this reafon applies to the fact, which is, that
20 gallons 's the average, and that thefe diftant furveys arc intended to fecure the
furplus above twenty, and thereby to make up, or balance the decreafes happening
in the intervals of time.

25 710 more t/aaﬂ 245. 64

I~ the next place, Before a comparifon can be nlﬁltuted between 2s. 6d. paid by
the London dxfhller, and the licence and equalizing duty paid by the diftiller in Scot-

Ty

If no. more-than 18 gallons be drawn,,.

The memorial, therefore, of the diftillers, ftates againft-
the A& of. ‘Parliament, that the duty in England is 2. rod. per gallon, Whereas, i

“Jand, it is incumbent on the traders firlt mentioned to prove that they pay the 2s. 6d.

“upon each gallon of their fpirits, with the fame certainty as the latter pay their h..
«cence and equwhzmg duty Bm‘ this remains to be demonfirated. -

THE di[’cill@rs in the North are perfedily confident, .that if .the duties in England
were levied upon the fame unerring principles as they are.in Scotland, the revenue
‘Would very foon beqr fué/ianizal evidence to the zm_p1 ovement. :

Tre London diftillers, in their memor-ial, ‘enter into a detail of the bufinefs.
They fet forth,  That the Licence duty of L. 1 10s. being deemed equivalent to
«¢ 10d. per gallon, was founded upon a computation of a given quantity of {pirits,
¢ from-a given quantity of wath; and the working of fuch ftills only fix or feven
< times a week, on an average. 'Whereas, it is found by experience, that ftills in

¢ Scotland paying only L. 1.: 10s. per gallon, per annum, as licence duty, have been,

¢ and adually are worked -off ncarly to that extent in 24 hours; and from 36 to

“6¢ g0 times, and upwards, in one week.”
1IN their petition to Parliament, they fay that this happened by .mifrepréfentation.

TuE refpondents of the Scotch trade have already faid, and they repeat it, That
every circumftance that could attend upon the working by licence were in the view
of the parties, and minutely .canvafled by them ; particularly the frequency and
snumber of times in which a fill might be worked off.—Upon this head principally,
:thie objeétions of thofe-who oppofed the bill, turned, viz. the low price to which
Apirits muft be reduced, and that-a quantity fufficient would be made the firft year
to ferve the next, whereby the licence duty of the laft year would be loft. The
London diftillers on the contrary entertained no apprehenfions of that kind. They
declared themfelves, from experience, to be fatisfied, that the times of working ftills

-with benefit, was limited to an extent by them perfedtly known ; and that whoever

.exceeded thefe limits, would run faft, but to no purpofe; that he would infallibly lofe
upon his materials, and in the quality of the goods, what he gained in point of
time.—~Thefe men never would allow the manufatturers of Scotland a knowlédge

~in the bufinefs, any thing near to themfelves; and they never failed to proclaim

their fuperiority : ¢ The diftillers of England (fay they in the pamphlet before-

<¢ mentioned) both makers of {pirits and compounders, are the beft mafters-in the

«¢ world of their art at this day.” They have now dropt their pretenfions, as a
‘temporary facrifice to their intereft.—It is a truth, that ftills cannot be overwmkcd

4o advantage, and the refpondents are convinced of it by experience.

c: o :
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Ir is well known that a cdn‘ﬁdcfable”paré ‘of the ﬁrﬁ‘yeaf of the” Licence

was fpent in making trials. The act itfelf was' experimental upon the part ‘of

government. 'The principle of it was liberty to try what could be done s, and the
Scotch, no doubt, when bound to work and to pay duties, refted their hopes upon:
their own {kill, ingenuity, ézndj induftry ;. they were not bound either by private:
tompa&,‘or't‘:‘he law, to any mode of working. 7 . o :

' TH,Ememdrial;mcﬁ‘tion‘s',.tbat by;th,el‘ pradtice in Scotland,, the duty of tenpence is:
reduced to twopence, ‘that is,_calculating upon the number of times in which the ftills.
are faid to be'worked by the refponidents..— This mode of reckoning is not fair or juf..
In the firft place, it is denied that the fills are worked as often as. is ftated in‘ the.
complaint. In the next place, they kﬁjeiv,'_’but'have‘thodght proper’ to fupprefs a:
material part of the infoﬂﬁétions, wviz. that the wafh worked by the Seotch'is of "
different quality from their own.. With them, 100 gallons of wafh produces 2o of
fpirits; whereas, the wafh run off in the licenced fills is fo. thin, - that iz requires be=
taween 200 and 300 of one kind, and between 400 and 500 of anothery to produce the:
fame quantity of 20 gallons *. This overturns the calculation upon which the com=
plaint is founded.—In the fecond place,. the difadvantages attending the latter me-
thod are to be taken into. the reckoning, wiz. the payment of fixed duties through:
the whole yenr without ifzfcfmiﬁon : thie wafte of ftills and utenfils ;, the time loft
by refitting ; and the damage on the quality of a great part of the {pirits, particu-
larly in the commencement of the trials. A proper allowance being made upon
thefle {feveral accounts, it is believed tha& it will come out in evidence, that no boun--
ty arifes from the Licence A¢t to the fpirits in Scotland; but that the coft upon the:
whole is equal, if not fuperior even tothe duties which the diftillers of London pre-
tend to be there paid. ‘ '

In evidence of this, the refpondents appeal to- facts certain and well known. - In:
place of enlarging the capacity of their flills, they leflened them confiderably. - In.

" the month of November laft, at the beft feafon of working, fome of them gave up:

one-half of the quantities licenfed 5 and they are at prefent threatened with a profe«

. cution at. the inftance of the:Crown, by orders of the Commiffioners of Excife in
Geotland, for having contradted their trade.--The fituation of the refpondents-:

is thus rendered peculiar. They are complained of to the Board of Treafury and to-
the Houfe of Commons, by the Londen diftiilers, for having worked zvo much ; and
they are to be profecuted in Exchequer by the Commiffioners of Excife in Scotland,,

% 'This method of making thin wafh, was recommended to the refpondents, by the memorialifts them-
felves, after the Licence Bill paffed. ‘They were therefore well acquainted with the difference thence.
axifing..

-

1)

for morking too fistle.  'The only inference they fhall prefume to draw from theft
premifes, is, That the voluntary contraction of "their trade in the more beneficial
feafon for working, is proof fufficient that the reprefentation of its advantages gi-

x}e_nbby,‘ ;l;@__ London diftillers, is jll;—fourided and‘_fallacious;'i o

In the laft place, the refpondents humbly reprefent, that they have expended
great {ums upon experiments, and upon alterations of their works.” ;Thé‘y have,
as it were, embarked a capital different from their former trade, relying upon  the
faith of the legiflature, and the endurance of the A& of ‘Péi"lfizixr!r'xéﬁt'.‘:‘B'};fkv'ﬁzi.t‘has
been already done by them, government will gain an exact ﬁri‘owlédg‘é'bf the advan-
tages and difadvantages of- the much talked of fcheme of working by licences;

but it would be unjuft to abridge the time allowed contrary td precedent, or to load

any particular fet of traders with the expences. Not a hint was dropt that the ‘term
of the at was liable to be abridged; nor did Parliament, as in other cafes, put the
refpondents upon their guard by refervation of any fuch power to themfelves,

. For all thefe reafons, the vefpondents bope, that the 'pelitz'azir prefented by the corn di-
Sillers of quldqzz,_tzui,/[ﬁe vefufed. o ST
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