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. . Pace 6. line'26. read the hverage quantity.
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IT is probable that acc1dcnt ﬁrﬁ dlfcovered
the art of fermentatwn ; and ‘that the juice
of the grape’ long contmued to be the only
fubﬂ:ance that was e{‘ceémed capable of being

" converted into a vinous and exhllaratmg li-
quor. In proceﬁ;/of time, it was found that

. the feeds of many plants were capable of the
vinous fermentatlon, and of being canverted .
into a be verage, if not more palatable, at leaft
as falutary. ‘

The art of dlﬂd ation, o of fepamtxnfr the

‘ardent fpirit from the remalmng ingredients
of a fermentpd hquor9 is {aid to have been
firft invented by a Grecian phyﬁcnan, but to
| have been improved, and brought nearly to
1ts prefent perfeé‘uon, by the Arablans under

@
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met. R
Durmg many at‘fes thig art remamed wholm
ly in ‘the hands of apothecaries and com~
poundels of mechcmes, ‘and ardent {pirits
. were never ufed except under the dire@ion
of phyficians, as a cordial in certain difeafes.

“what furprife would they behold a liquid

“become the geneml beverage of the people ?
Phyﬁuans fometimes prefcribe ﬁrmm ftimu-
- - Jants,. Whlch if taken in, large quantities,

‘would prove poifonous; but he would be a
falutary. as our daily food.

The mhabitants of warmer. chmates, Where
the grape, {feldom ta{’ce the wine which it
northern climate

diftillation. - “ But 1n our

- ceflary to promote our health and comfort ;

(11101'
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which they admlmﬂeled only in paltlcu“lr
: - -cafes, and ‘in dozes not excecdmg a dram,

. and the quefhon 18, Whether fermented Qi

; . the government of Lhe fucceﬁ'ols of Mahaw”

“Were the firft inventors and improvers of
diftillation to rife from their tombs, with

bold adventurel who. thould atfcmpt to: per- '
fuade us “that fuch medicines Would prove
the fun ripens into pelfeé’cmn the juice of
produces, - or the fplmt Wthh it yields by

{ome ex}ularatlng drm}f {eems abfolutely ne- -

(3.)

. ;uor' or . the ardent fpirit demved ﬁom it,

. is beft adapted to anfwer the’ purpofe -

- It appears. that this queftion . ought to be:

“ {olved by a reference to the different ﬁtua-
‘tionsland unployments of mankind. . Per=
fons of fedentaly profeﬂions, and who have
few opportumtles of taking exermfe in-the
open air, are perhaps lefs liable to .injury-

+ from. diluted {pirits in modemtlon, than
from fermented l1quors. But for the great
‘mafs of our- labouring poor, 4 clafs- of ‘men
whom it ought to be a principal obJe(?c Wlth
» every wife leglﬂature to render. comfortable
. and happy, fpirits, anlefs taken occaﬁonally,
and by way of cordial,. _operate as a {low poi~
fon.. The frequent ufe of this hqmd gra»-
»dually creates an, infatiable appetite -for’ i,
which impels the devoted vidtun to feek. Lhe
'means of granﬁcatlon even by the perpetration
of crimes. The exceflive, ufe of either {pecies -

- of liquor, we admit, brings its peculiar dif=
eafes, which it 1s\unneceﬂary here to- dlfcuf's.
Burt if excefs | is to be admitted, the labour-
ing part of . the commumty are certamly lefs
expofed to injury, from the too liberal ufe, of
good ale and 3porter than of fplrlts, ev,en
'Wh,en diluted. . - S T it
PEILEE T 'A,Q."‘f‘ ‘ .A_
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by the unpoﬁuon of fuitable duties, to raife

~the price of fpirits, fo as to prevent the ex-

ceflive ufe of them among the: labouring

poor ;- while, at the fame time, it will Te- . -

‘move every impediment which prevents the

manufacture . and confumptxon of good fer-

mented 11qt101s. EEE

By the late regu]atlons refpe&mg the Di-

ﬁlllery, this branch of buﬁnefs, in the low-
“lands of Scotland is.made to approach: fome-
‘what nearer the Englith Diftillery, refpeé"ung

_the. quantlty of public taxes. 1mpofed upon

_each; but the exemptlon granted in favour
“of the highland diftrict muft -ever operate

. ftillery, in the low country of Scotland.
It is a common, though a very ‘erroneous

‘opinion, “that the Diftillery is a far greater -
~object of i 1mportance to the farmer and land-

f holdel for the confumptlon of grain, and to
the. public as a fource of’ revenue; than the
Brew ery ; ‘and, through- the prevalence  of

‘ ‘_t}us opinion, the landlords of Scotland have
exerted their umted efforts to prote& and en-~

courage the Dif’tll]ery, while - they have pe1-_ o

m1tted the bxewery to langmih under an

v echous

Awife leglﬂature will therefore endeavour, 3

' unfaVOurably, both to the Brevvery and Di- .

e e e =
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odlous and partial 1mpo{’t which, hke a m111- ‘
ftone hung about its neck, has operated as a
prohibition ‘of that' improvement which

“might create a more general confumptlon of

‘malt-liquors, and y1€1d a greater amount of

pubhc revenue., :
It thall appear from the followmg {’tate-
ments, that the Brewery, if left unfettered

'is better adapted for the. confumpuon of
 grain, ‘and the production of revenue, than
© - the Diftillery. 'The caufes ‘which have pre-
“yented this from being verified in Scotland

o ihall be afterwards conﬁdered i

AN
.

. Impormnce of z‘Zw Brewery to ‘the Farmer aid
Lana’bolder, in l‘be Go;g/izmptzaiz of BARLEY. u

WBRE we to look back to the ﬁtuatron of
Scotland before the eftabhfhment of local or
towns impofts on the Brewery, we m1ght
thow, that fermented malt-liquors were cal-

of grain. But after thefe ‘impofts (to-be af-
-&'erwards explamed) have lald -ag it were; a',

grave- |

)

- eulated to produce an immenfe confumpuon. -
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gxave {’cone upon the Brewer in ucotland;

" it is nqt fair to conclude, from. the prefent
diminutive proportion of gram confumed i -
»; the Scotch Brewer}, that it is not capable

‘of confuming alarger quantity. In order to

no fuch parual taxes have been impofed.

!reafon fairly upon the fubjed, let the pros
portion confumed by the ifland .at- large be -
taken, 1ncludmg England on whofe Brewery

Tn England, it is calculated, that the pub« :
lic Brewer, upon an average, ufes one quars
ter of malt in malclng 31 barrels of firong

beer, and alfo one quarter of malt in makmg
fix barrels of {mall beer. , k
From the beﬁ information we .can obtain,

- it appears, that the average quantity of ftrong
beer annually brewed in England: by the

public Brewers, amounts to above 4,500, 000

.barrels, and ~ of {mall beer to nearly

which we {hall take no notice of, as. we’ have

. 2,000,000 ‘of bBarrels ; befides table-beer, -

no accefs to know the amount. -~ Hence the

4 total aver age of malt confumed in the publlc

Brewery of England exceeds 2,333,333 quar-
ters.

ing

t

| TheAquantlty of ﬁrong beer made by the,
Pubhc Brewer in Scotland in the year “end-

(7))

ing at Midfummer 1796, was, 51,775 bar~ |
rels ; of twopenny ale, 146,2 38 barrels; and
of {mall beer 138,193 barrels. At the ufual
" elhmate of 24 barrels of ftrong ale, 4 ‘barrels
of twopenny,: “and 6 Barrels. of {mall  beer,
“each from a quarter of malt, the annual con- -
fumption of malt in the Scotch Brewery a-
“mounts to 82,611 quarters. |

‘Hence the total average of malt’ confumed

L annually in the public Btewexy of bo»h King~ )
~ doms’is 2,415,944 quarters. . . Coes
~ Every perfon, who examlnes this ﬁatement,
_mu{’c be ftruck w1th the magmtude of the
~ confumption of gram occaﬁoned by the pub-
+ lic Brewery of thisifland, and muft be fa-
trsﬁed that it holds out an. 1mmenfe market
v to the farmer and landholder |
At the fame time, every ohe muft. be:
ftruck with the very {mall éomparative pro-
~ portion. of malt confumed in the pubhc

Brewery of Scotland. .

By the towns 1mpoﬁ;5 chiefly has the pro— i

grefs of the Scotch Brewery been checked,
the balance turned in favour of the Diftil-

lery, and the malt—hquor of England ena-
"bled to drive what was manufadured in . .

Scotland_our of our own, market,




e T

8
It may now be proper to 1nﬁ1mte a come-

parifon between the Brewery and Dl{hllery
of ‘this ifland, as aﬁ‘"ordmg a - premium to

the cumvator, by the confumption of gr ain.
. From the beft information we can obtain, . -
" the average’ quantlty of fpirits annually ma- -
| ynufaé’cured in England, for home—confump-" ‘
tion, does not exceed 4,000,000 qallons, and’
for exportatlon, 1 ooo,ooo gallons, in all ©
o 5,ooo,ooo of gallons. The quantlty of {p1-
" rits drawn from a quarter of grain is there "
' ',ﬁated at 18 gallons : but fuppofe the Eng-.
. hih diftillers only obtain. 17 ga]lons per- -
o quarter. I—Ience, the annual confumptxon
- of grain by the diftillery of England doés
] " not exceed - 294,1 17 quarters, but we {hall :
. call it 300,000 ‘quarters. . ' ‘
- Since the Diftillery of" Scotland was fub= a
_ _;e&ed to the hcence-duty, we, have no data
from which to calculate. ‘the: quannty of
grain annually confumed in that manufac-
- ture.  But from the general afe of fpirits in

this’ Lountry, there is reafon to fuppofe, that

~ the ‘quantity is very great. - Let us admit,
~ that1t equals the amount of grain annually -
¢onfumed in the Dl{hllexy of England ; the

quannty, then, of grain annually confumed[ |
. | in

L
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“in the lehllery of both kmgdoms does not
-exceed 600,000 quarters..

The quantity annually con{'umed by the
public Brewery of both kingdoms, was al-
ready ftated to be 2,415,944 quarters. Hence -

- there is a balance in favour of the Brewery,

with regard to the confumption of grain, of
1,815,944 quarters. 'This balance, which far
exceeds the amount of grain confumed by the

.D1fhllery of both countries, arifes even at pre-
Adent § while the Brewery of Scotland, fettered

by a partial impotft, is prevented from confii-
ming that quannry of grain which would
take place, were it in all refpe&s upon a level

with the Brewely of England

Im])ormﬂce o z‘be Brewefy as a Som ce qf‘
PUBLIC REVENUE.

‘HzrE again, from the deprefled ﬁate of

the Scotch Brewery, we are unable to draw.

any very favourable conclufions from - the
quantum of revenue ‘it yields to the State.
Had things been left to their natural P ourfe ; 5

“had the Brewery of Scotland not been fetLer-




o

ed, while its ‘rivals, the Diftillery of Scot.
land and the Brewery of England, enjoyed
freedom ; it is more than probable that the
amount of revenue, produced from it, would
now have borne the fame proportion to the

10 )

population of Scotland, that the revenue a-
_ rifing from the Englifh Brewery bears to the
population of that country. . Had not the
Brewery of Scotland been fettered in its opera~

tions, its produce thounld have increafed with

the increafing population and wealth of the
country, inftead of fuffering a lamentable
diminution, In viewing the Brewery as 2

 fource pf public revenue, it is therefore fair
to take into confideration what the Brewery

yields to Government in both parts. of the
ifland ; for to infer from the fmall amount
of revenue yielc‘;_ed by the Scotch Brewery
at prefen,t,' that it is not capable of yielding
a gx’eater’amom1,t, would be as u\m__‘eéfonable
as to aflert, that becanfe a man, whofe legs
* are faftened in the ftocks, cannot walk, he
is hence incapable of walking though he
were fgt at liberty. , o , '

This dirhinutive proportion of public re-

venue is chiefly to be afcribed to the town’s .

impofts 3 for befidgs their other bad confe-
‘ quences,

“The duty on each quarter of grain

{( 1)

giiences, béing charged by the excife-officer
along with the King’s duty on ale, they
operate as a powerful temptation to evade
both. 1t is a general principle, that where
{ftrong temptations exift, frequent devidtions
from the line of rectitude may be expected.
Frailcy will ever continue to be the lot of
man ; and the true way to make him honeﬁ, |
is to remove every temptation which may
impel him in the oppofite direction. -

'The annual average of excife-duties on ale

“and beer in England, exclufive of malt-du-

ty, exceeds. - L. 1,800,000
- made into malt in England is 10s.
6d. ; but as 4s. per quarter of this
duty, which was impofed in May
1780, was intended to affet pri
vate Brewers and Diftillers only,
vthe; law allows tie public Brewer
a drawback out of his ale-duties.
cquivalent to 4s. per quarter on
the malt he confumes, which re-
duces his malt-duty to 6s. 6d. per
quarter ; therefore. the -malt-duty

“on the above 2, 333,333 quarters

eonfumed in the Englifh Brewery,

- Ba

Carried forward, L. 1,800,000
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Brought forward, L. 1,800,000

amounts to - = 758,333
Total of malt ‘and excife duties Il . 8’ .
the Englith Brewery yields, % 2,559,333

The ale-duty in Scotland, for ﬁh’e’%ears -

eﬁ-ain'g Midfuxntpel' 1790, was ,ff\_YL.' 5‘4'..’,960

The duty on each quarter of grain .
inade into malt in ‘Scotland, is
ss 3d; but as 2s. per quarter
of this duty is allowed to be iiraﬁrﬁ
back in the fame way, as above.
fated, refpe@ing England, the
neat duty paid by the Brewer for

" the malt he confumes is 3s! 3d.

'per, quarter ; the_r‘éforc the dﬁty on ..
82,611 quarters of malt, formerly
{ated to be annually confumed. in’ N
the public Brewery of Scotland, :
amounts to - . 13,424

a3

T otal of maltand excife duty the } | L | 68,32 4 |

" Scotch Brewery yields,

Therefore the annual average a- ,_
mount of duties the Englih.

" and Scotch Breweries conjunct-
1y yield, 1s e Com 1.,2,626,057

To

- each confumes.

(o130

To this add the duty on that part of )

the hops which the public Brew-
ery confumes in both parts of the ’
~ ifland, and which cannot be lefs - ‘
thanL.g50,000. 7 o
Therefore the amount of all the duties
~the Brewery of both countries =
yields, will not be lefs than = L.2,676,657

A fource of revenue this, the greateft, the

 leaft fluGuating, and moft fecure, of any

in the kingdom; and which it is highly the
intereft of Government to increafe, by re-
moving thofe impediments which have di-
minifhed the produce, and of confequence
the revenue, that might arife from the Scotch
Brewery. '
But in order to put this matter in a clear-
er point of view, it may alfo be proper to
" inftitute a comparifon between the Brewery
and Diftillery, in both parts of the ifland,
refpedting the revenue which each produ-
ces; as was done refpe@ing the grain which
~ The duty levied from corn-{pirits _maxiﬁ—
. faGured in England for the year preceding

TJuly 1795, (the amount of which exceeded

, . R allv’




L. 800,000,

But fay, -

(

all formey years, was conﬁdefably’ under -

14
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o

1. 806,000

‘We have already thown the qudntity
of grain annually confumed by the
Englith Diftillery to _be 300,000
quarters ; but as Diftillers ufe at
leaft two-thirds of their grainin an |
upmalted ftate, the quantity of =

- malt confumed i this manufac-~
tare is only 100,000 quarters, for
which they pay the full malt-duty
of 1os. 6d. per quarter; amount-

ing to - - - 52,500
“Total of malt and fpirit duty EAPAE
the Englifh . Corn Diftil- L. 852,500
lery yields, ————

 The duty on Kcenfed fills in thelow
country of Scotland for the year
ending 1794 (which was more pro-
“du@ive than the year following,
when the diftilleries were ftopped)

gmotnted to =

Carried forward, L 08,329

L. 98,329

( 157y

. Brought forward, L. 98,329
Andin the highlands, the duty on -
licenfed ftills for the year 1794
was o= 16,797
Totall.li‘cence-duty of the Scotch }L" 115,126 "
Diftillery for one year, SR
It is very difficult to form a compu-
cation of the malt-duty paid by
the Scotch Diftillery. On the one
hand, itis certain, that the Diftil-
lers in this country, like thofe in
England, ufe 2 large proportion of
unmalted grain; on the other
" hand, the highland diftri&, which
j.employs a much larger proportipn.
of licenfed gallons than the low
diftri&, pays no malt-duty. But
let us aflume, for the {fake.of ar-
_ gument, that the Scotch Diftillery,
like the Englifh, pays duty for
100,000 quarters of malt. This,
‘at 5s 3d. the full malt-duty in

C’;’—“M

Qafriéd forward, L. 115126
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: | Brought forward,
§cotland, amounts to, "

L. x i5,x26
26,250

| “Total licence and malt duty of

- the Diftillery of Scotland for% L.‘ 141, 376

- one Year,

 Brought forward duties the Enghfh

- : 852150@

—-lﬂb“‘

Of§ L. 993’876

Dlihllery y1elds,

Total dut1es the Dlﬁﬂlcry
Great Brltaln ylelds, :

But we have already fhown -that the'
Brewery of Great Br1ta1n annually y1e1ds

L.2 ,676, 657

There 1s, therefore, a balance in favour |

of the Brewery of Great Britain, as a fource |

- of public revenue, amounnng toL.1 682,78 I.
From the precedmg facts, which we have.
drawn from authentic documents, or have
warned the reader when we have had re-

courfe to conJe&ure, it appears evident that

the Britifh Brewery exhibits to- the farmer
and land-holder one of the greateﬁ markets
in the ifland for the confumptlon of grain;
while it 1s to 'Government one of the moft

mdué’uve and permanent fources of public
reyenue.

(17}
reveniue. We have thown that it confumes
more grain than the Diftillery, by at leaft
1,815,944 quarters, while it yields more re-
venue to the public by at leaft L. 1 ,082,781.

Every perfon who impartially perufes thefe
ftatements, muft be fatisfied that the Briti{h
Brewery is highly entitled to the protection
of the farmer, the landhalder, the Govern-
ment, and of every perfon who'is interefted

‘in the profperity of thefe Kingdoms.

- The trueintereft of the Government and of
the public, is.to impofe fuch duties upen the
Corn- Diftillery as may prevent :the exceflive

- ufe.of {pirits among the labourmg part of the

community ; Whlle, on the other hand, the
Brewery is relieved from every localand par-
tial reftraint. The only limit which this gene-
ral prmcxple admlts, is to beware of raifing

- the price of corn- fpirits fo high, that the
‘country may be in danger of being inunda-.
~ted by {pirits fmuggled from foreign parts.

The Home-Diftiller takes from the Brewer his
“yeaft, which otherw1fe would be loft. Itis
therefore much more the intereft of the
Brewer, that.the people fhould confume the
{pirits manufaGured at home, than thofe

which are furnithed by a forelgn, perhaps
G . a
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" a hoftile nation. All that we contend for is,

the pmpriety" of preventing the exceﬂiv'e ufe

of {pirits of any kind, and to render malt-

liquors, of good quality, acceflible to the
poor. o '

Scotland, has not operated. to enhance the
price of corn-{pirits fo much as was expect-
eéd. 'This may perhaps be partly afcribed to

the indulgence granted in favour of the

Highland Diftillery, which enjoys an exemp-
tion from a great part of the duties paid by
the low-country Diftillery. It isin the recol-
fe@ion of every one, that this was formerly
the cafe when the diftri& of Ferintoth en; oyed
" an exemption from duties ; yet that exemp-
tion was guarded by as many legal fences as
the prefent exemption infavour of the High-
Jand diftrié, Similar caufes will always
produce fimilar effe@s. The exemption in
favour of Ferintofh, being confined toa fmall
fpot, -was much more eafily guarded than

 the prefent, which extends over a large trad

of country, acceflible in all parts by arms of

the fea, and comprehending a vaft number

Qf\iﬂand‘s ; from which the utmoft vigilance
cannot exclude the introdution of lowland
’ ' Barley,

The late addition to the licence-duty in

( 19 )

Barley, or prevent the {pirits extraded from
it from pafling into the low country. |
~The Highland Diftillers formerly had

fome pretenfions to an ‘indulgence in peint

" of duties, on account of the high price of fuel.”
“In.wany places, their only fuel was peat or.

turf, which a wet fummer prevented them
from accumulating in fufficient quantity ;
and fuch fummers are too frequent in that
diftri&. . Now, from the late patriotic repeal
of the duties on coals carried coaftwife in

- Scotland, for which meafure the Right Ho- ~

‘nourable Henry Dundas deferves immortal

" honour, they can bring coals by fea perhaps.
- at-as cheap a rate as moft of the Brewers and

Diftillers of Scotland can procure the fame
fael. L |

Upon the whole, therefore, the exemption.
they enjoy feems now unnecellary, and evi-
dently is pernicious to the. revenue, to the
lowland Diftillery and Brewery.

Fvery one who candidly perufes the
wreceding ftatements, muft be ftruck with
the languifhing condition of the Scotch

“Brewery, compared with that of England.

B+ muft perceive feveral caufes confpiring

~ to produce this effet. The Scotch Brewer

C 2 ' , 18
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s not' fo powerfully prote&ed againft his

“natural rival, the Diftiller, as the Brewer in -

England This proteGtion never can arife
from 1mpoﬁng higher duties on diftillation,
while that diftri&, of all others in the ifland
beft adapted for defeatmg the operation of

thefe duties, enjoys an exemptlon from the

largeft part of them. ,
The Scotch Brewer indeed, in common
with the Scotch Diftiller, pays only one half

of the Engh{h malt-duty : but as the malt-

tax is charged on the mere bulk, without re-

gard to the intrinfic quality of barley, thls o
{eeming indulgence is no more than an e~

quitable allowance for the acknowledged in-
feriority of the grain of this country. .

At the Umon, ftrong ale and fmall beer
brewed in Scotland = became 1mmed1ately
Kable to the then exifting Englifh duties,
and have fince been {ubje@ed to every ad-
ditional tax that has taken place in England.
Of this . arrangement - the Scotch Brewers:
never complalned they are ready and wil-

ling to pay all the public or national taxes

“impofed upon their manufatured pr oduce ;
and their fole ambition is to be put upon an

equal

( 21 )
equal footing with their brcthren the Brew-~
ers in England. |

But in addition to the public taxes wh1ch
equally affe@ the Englith and Scotch Brew-
ery, the Scotch manufacture of fermented
malt-liquors is fubje@ed to the grievousand
oppreflive tax to towns, already mentioned,
from which the I:.nghih Brewer is wholly
exempted. :

It is believed that thls tax, for impolicy

“and abfurdity, has no parallel in Europe.

This is the chief caufe of the depreflion of
the Scotch Brewery ; and the impropricty of
renewing this tax for the city of Edinburgh,

and other towns in fimilar c1rcumﬁ:ances, it
- fhall be the obje&t of the remaining part of
. th1s Work to demontftrate.

The Impolicy’ of continuz'ng ibe Impoft of Two |

Pennies Scots, or 1-6th of a Penny Sterling,
* on Malt Liguors Brewed within the Furifdic

tion of the City of EDpINBURGH, and other
TowNs 7 SCOTLAND.

THIS impoft was firft gr-antéd to the cify‘

- of Edinburgh for thirty yeats, by an a&t of

the
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¢he parliament of - Scotland . in 1693 The

firft grant was limitad to all ale “'brewéd,
¢ brought in, or vended, tapped, and fold”
within the city, fgbﬁrbs, and liberties. Many
other towns in Scotland have followed the
. example of the capital, and at different times,
" both before and after ‘the Union, have ap-

i

plied to Parliament, and obtained grants of

impofts upon malt-liquors, nearly in the-
{fame terms,

De Foe, in his Hiftory of the Unién,p. Qo.

‘informs us, that the Englith commiflioners
‘who framed that engagement, objected. to
the continuance of the impoft-grants, for
which feveral towns were then applying.
He obferves, The excife upon liquors pay-
"« gble to private hands indeed wasa novel-
« ty in England ; and it feemed Vefy odd,
« that while it was pled for Scotland . that
« the country could pay no more excife,
“ ap.plicatibn {hould. at the fame time be
-« made for additional duties on ale to
.« burghs.” He adds, « But the duty being
<« {o f_h’fall as two pennies Scotch, which is
« but ¥ of a penny Sterling, on t{wo quarts

e« Foglifh, it was general‘xy agreed to.”
| "i‘%‘z_is_tax‘n‘n‘ight appear trifling to the En-~
glith commiflioners when fuch diminuuve
o quanuiies

- (23)

quantities, both of liquor and tax were ftated
to them. But the ale commonly vended at
that time in Scotland, called twopenny, was
fold at 17s. 9d. per hogihead, and the tax
amounted to two ‘fhillings, or one ninth of
its value; a tax.which, had the commif~
fioners examined on alarge fcale, they'woﬂuld,
have prbnounced far from trifling. '
In the 3d of George T. feveral years.be-
fore the expiry of the former grant, the city
of Edinburgh obtained another’ a&, enlar-
ging the term of the former grant for nine-
teen years more ; and extending the impoft
over the parithes of St Cuthbert’s, Canongate,
South and North Leith. The preamble re-
cites, ¢ Thata great many Brewers having
« of late retired out of the city’s liberties,
« and ere@ed breweriesin the confines there-

« of, in order to elude the duty, it is necef~

« fary, tor the encouragement of the Brewers
¢« within the city and liberties, and in or-

« der to preferve an equality of trade be-
_ P q y of | .

« twixt them and the Brewers in the above-
« mentioned adjacent parithes, that the duty
« be-extended over the faid parifhes.”

As* an’ indemnification to the proprietors

_ of the annexed parifhes, now fubjected to the

- duty,

N
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duty, the city of Edinburgh became bound

to pay thofe who clalmed within a limited
time, a certain annual ra.te, or proportion

from the proceeds of the tax, which was left
to be fettled by arbitration. But it is very

~ curious, that when all the other proprietors
were invited by this a& to givein their claim
of damages, on or before the 11t of May then'
enfuing, the Brewers who happened to be
alfo proprietors, and who fuftained by far-

the greateft damage; were exprefsly excepted.

The only material alteration made hpdn the
fituation of the Brewers within the precinéts
{ubjected to the tax' by this a& was, that
liberty was given to perfons refiding beyond
the boundaries, and therefore not liable to

‘the tax, to import ale and beer into the city

and liberties, upon payment of the faid duty

for the ale and beer imported only, |
In the gth of Geo. L after fix years trial

of the effects of the laft-mentioned a&t, it

- being found that Brewers, fituated beyond
the limits of this duty, ftill continued to im-
port ale and beer, and to vend them within

the precin@s without paying the ta*z anew

act was obtained, which repeals: ‘the above-

mentioned hbemy of importing  ale upoml
 ‘payment

{25 )
payment of the duty for what was 1mportec'i
ortly 3 and declares, that it ﬁmll not be lawe-

- ful for any Brewer or {eller of ale, who is

not' {ubjeGted to the payment of this duty
for all he {hall brew, to import or fell any
ale within the above extended bounds, un-’
Jefs he fhall previoufly give notice to the
magiftrates, and agree to be fubjected to the
duty for all the drink he fhall brew, in the
fame way as the Brewers within the liinits
are {ubje@ed. The penalty annexed to the
tranfgreflion of this claufe is in thefe words:

“« And that any Brewer or Brewers who fhall |

“ import or {ell any ale or beer into the {aid

“ city, {uburbs, or liberties thereof, or into

“ any part of the parifhes of St Cuthbert’s,
“ Canongate, South and North Leith, w rith~
“ out having given fuch previous notice, .
“ and agreed as aforefaid, fhall be charged
“ avith, and liable in the payment of the Jaid
“ duty jfor all the ale and beer brewed by /ozm
“ or ber a’umng the twelve inonths zmmm’zate{y
pmaeduzg bis or ber commitiing fuch offence,
and in all time coming during the continuance

6

66

o of this act, in the fame manner that ‘the Brew-

“ers by this act ﬁ:é/eéied are made liable for
“ the payment of the fame.”’ ] :
' D Qther
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" Other towns in Scotland have followed
the footfteps of the capital. There is now
hardly a burgh of regality, where an infant
Blewery had begun to rear its head, but
‘the propuetor, in order to check its progrefs,
and to give his people a fpiritual inclination,

has folicited and procured an 1mpo&—a& ‘

with claufes fimilar to thofe of Edinburgh.
The confequence now is, that if a Brewer
‘m the parithes of Cramond, Cor{torphine,
Ratho, Currie, Libberton, Duddingfton,
Newton, &c. &c. unwarily fend a cafk of

ale, firong or fmall, to be fold within the

~neighbouripg. parithes of St Cuthbert’s, Ca-
nongate, Sonth or North Leith, he becomes
liable to pay to the city of Edinburgh, two
penmes on the pint of all the ale and. beer
he has brewed for tvvelve months prece-

ding, and is fubjected to the payment of

the impoft” for every gallon of ‘malt-liquor
he may afterwar ds manufacture; or fhould
a Brewer within the precinéts of Edin-
burgh, who has regularly paid the 1mpoﬂ:
within his own bounds, fend a caﬂi of ale

to be fold in. Glafgow, or any other town
which has. obtained an impoft-a®t, with fi-

milar claufes, he exprefsly becomes_ liable 1 in
‘ ' the
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ﬂle penalty juft mentioned, and muft enter

‘alfo with the faid town, and be liable ever

after to pay its impoft on every gallon he
brews. To thefe confequences he {fubjects
himfelf, toties quoties, towards every impoft-
town within whofe facred precmé‘ts his ma-
nufa@ure may happen to find its way.

Thus thefe impofts have caufed the diffe-
rent towns where they have been eftablithed,

‘as far as regards the manufaé'ture of malt-
- liquors, to refemble foreign, nay, hof‘ule

communities to each other. . The Gemus of
Abfurdity, that firlt quenaered has ever af-
fectionately nurfed this favourite Chﬂd has
watched every ftep of its pr«.‘yglcfs9 and 1 n-

~fufed into it all a parent 8 Iolly
It s Well known, that the great fimulus

which has raifed the Englith Brewery to its
prefent pitch of perfeGtion, 1s the unreﬁram—_-
ed freedom with which its produce may be
circulated through all parts of the Kingdom.
It is this which has fet emulation afloat, and
excited the Brewers to excel each other in
the fuperior quality of their manufacture.

But the impofts have pinioned dowa the
Scottifh Brewer within the narrow ‘circle

‘where he tefides. He cannot, with profit,

D2 ; enter




enter upon any enlarged or liberal plan of

improvement in the quality of his manufac-

_ture, becaufe his market is lmited to a very

. narrow extent.

For if He fend his liquors

to the country, ‘and beyond ‘the bounds af-

fected by his impofls, he is underfold by
the country Brewer, on whom no fuch tax-
¢s arc impofed. If he fend his hiquors to
England, they go loaded with his impoft 5
which, on-an article fo perithable, muft be
multlphed by infurance and compound in-
tereft before it reaches the confumer:
» pprfon will purchafe his liquors, if - he can:
procure others that are free of {fuch taxes.
T is well known; that fome of the moft
fan-ous Breweries in England, fuch as Bur-
ton, &ec. owe much of their celebrity to the
peculiar qualities of fprings, or ftreams of
water, where they are fitnated. Thefe foun-
‘tains and fireams, whofe properties were
perhaps at firft difcovered by accident, are
now become of great value to their propme-«
tors. But {hould a country gentleman in

Scotland difcover water ever {o well adapted

" for making mait-liquors of {fuperior excellence,
or that his fitnation pofleffed other local ad-
vantages for a Brewery, being in a rich corn-

countrys;

-and no
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country, with accefs to water-carriage, fuch
as Faft-Lothian, Carfe of Gowrie, Fifelhire,
&c. thefe advantages ‘would be of little ufe

to him. He might indeed fupply the de-
mands of private families in the contiguous

town ; but he could not {énd a fingle gallon

to the public dealers and venders, without

incurring a heavy penalty, entering with the

town, and fubje@ing his manufacture to the

impoft on every gallonof his produce. Sup-

pofe he has fwallowed the pill, ‘and thus fe-
cured the market of one town, he difcovers,
that from his favourable fituation, and the

“excellence of his manufacture, he is in a con-~

dition to fupply the demands of another, or
of many towns. Here again the 1mpoft ftares
him in the face; and he muft not only re-
peat the payment of the 1mpo{‘c on what he
fells to thefe towns, but, in certain cafes, be
fubjeced to each of them for all his produce:

and fo on ad znf nitum. 'To fuch an abfurd
latitude does the literal interpretation of the
impoft-acts extend. - They are as injurious
to the country Brewer, by excluding him
from, or interrupting him in the natural

market of towns, s thcy are to the town

Brewer,
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Brewer, by excluding him from other towns,
and from the country. -

- In the reign of King Charles Il the cxty
of Edinburgh obtained a grant of 10s. per
hogthead on all foreign ale and porter im-
ported into the city and liberties. Undet

the epithet foreign, were then comprehended -

Englith malt-liquors of every kind. While
this impoft on Englith’ porter -and ale conti-
nued to be levied, the Brewers were in fome
meafure prote&ed at leaft within' the city
and liberties, (to which only it extended),
againft the rivalfhip of their fouthern bre-
thren.
forcign, meaning thereby Englith malt-li-
quors, was, in a great meafure, abolithed 1n
“ And be it enacted
¢ by authority aforefaid, That at Martinmas
“ next, th.é'gfo.reﬁxid impoft, or duty on
¢ wines, foreign {pirits, .foreign ale or beer,
«“ and all other liquors herein before enu-

the following terms:

“ merated, fhall be abolifhed and difcharged
¢ to be levied or collected, {o far as refpects
“ every private family, and all others who

{

“ do not fall under the defcription of vint-

“ ners, and others herein before mentioned ;

“and it is hercby declared That grocers
“ and

But in the year 1786, this tax upon

Holland, as well as thofe of hngland

o3 )

¢ and others retailing fuch liquors do not
¢ fall within the faid defcription, unlefs the

« faid liquors are fold and drunk in their

« {hops, houfes, warehoufes, or offices.”

The epxthet foreign-is doubtlefs very broad,
and may mean the malt-liquors of Ruiﬁa or
But

that Englifh malt-liquors were alfo intended,

~ appears by the impoft-act 1722, in which

Englif and jbrezgfz are ufed as fynonymous '
terms. |

However this matter may be, 1s of no ime~ -
portance ; but it appears evident on the very
face of the bufinefs, that even malt-liquors

' that are foreign in the literal fenfe, are better

prote&ed and more encouraged in the mar-

ket of Edinburgh, by the impoft-laws, than
thofe which are manufaétured by her own .
citizens, who, befides the impoft - on - their "
manufa&uxe, contribute otherwife, in com-
mon with others of equal wealth and. rank

to the common good of the city. The im- |

poft on foreign or Englith malt-liquors 18

now only levied upon vintners, or keepers
of taverns; but as it is impofiible to levy a
tax of this fort from a2 few individuals of a

gleat city, by charging it upon the article
itfelf,
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itfelf, the colleé’cors who farm the tax com-

pound the matter with the publicans in the -

beft manner they can ; and no doubt a vaft
deal of it efcapes without paying the tax.
The almoft total repeal of this tax puts the
Edmburgh Brewers on a -much worfe " foot-
ing than they were when their impofts were
eﬂabhfhed and may be regarded as a breach
of public faith with that clafs of men, as they
have not been indulged with a correfpond—

ing relaxation of the impoft-duty. /
While thefe foreign liquors are thus almo{’c
wholly exempted from taxation, the impoft,
like a harpy, attaches itfelf to the liquors
made within the city and precinés, and is
not. to be removed by any of the motives
which commonly induce the .»rremlﬁion of a
tax.. No wife legiflator ever thought of a tax
which was to operate. beyond the limits of the
Jurlfdléhon where it is impofed.
this principle that all our public taxes are
regulated ; and it is from following out this
principle, that the trade .and commerce of
Brit}é.’in‘have' been enabled to ‘bear down all
competition. It is this wife principle of le-
giflation that makes our navy ride triume
S - phant

It is upon

limits.
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phant on the deep, and wafts our commierce-

~ around the globe.

‘"There is no reafon to fuppofe, that the o-

‘riginal contrivers of thefe 1mpoﬁs had any

idea of their operatmg beyond the confump-‘

~tion of the d1ﬁr1£’t where they afe eftablifh-
‘ed. -But the fact is otherwife, at leaﬁ with -
the Brewers in Edinburgh; and is fo, we.

prefume, with other Brewers in-fimilar cir=

cumftances: The Edlnburgh Brewers ob-
‘tain a remiffion of the town’s impofts, along
with  the ngs taxes, when they. export

their manufa&urei ot to England, but t¢
' foreign countries in the, literal fenfe, that is, .
_to countries not comprehended under the

denomination of Great Britain. The garri-

fon of Edinburgh Caftle, and thofe Who live ,’
within the preeinéts of his Majefty’s Palace
“of Holyr oodhoufe, alfo enjoy an exemption

from the town’s 1mpo{’cs being excepted by

a_n_exprcfe claufe i 1’n the a&s themfelves,- for_ ‘
all that 18 brewed and cokgﬁzméd " within t’hei)r‘. :
The latter fcem to need ne fupply

from the Brewers fubje&ed to. the impoft,
there being four Breweries within the pre-
cin@s of Holyroodhoufe, in the: very centre

of the diftri@ fubjedted to the impofition.
: : E - K The -
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‘The pdﬁeﬁbfsof thefe Breweries have all a

- long fupplied the impoft-diftrict with malts

liquors, but have paid very little of the tax,
and contend they are exempted. A litiga-
tion is new pending between them'and the

‘Magiftrates of Edinburgh upon this point.

" 'The battery at Leith, the barracks at Pierf{-

hill, the failors, whether ‘native or foreign,
who frequent the port_of Leith, enjoy no
exemption: ~ Should even his Majefty or-
der down a powerful fquadron to Leith

" foads, to fecure us againt invafion; the

" brave tars, thofe lords of the ocean, and de-
fenders of their country, muft content them-

" elves with ale debafed and polluted with the-
Edinbu_r'gh Impofition, as it is ftyled through-

out the alts. |

The officers of Englifh regiments have of-
ten coﬁlplaine‘d, that when they were march-~
ed down to Scotland, their men could Ho
longer obtain good fmall beer on fuch eafy

liged t‘o,haVe recourfe jto ¢he cheapeft, that 1s
‘the worft, whifky, to the great detriment

of tl}éil‘-"health, ‘their morals, and difci~

~ pline. | | Y
 Fo what caule are we to impute he facts

. already

terins asin England ; and were therefore ob-

s )

.-alreadyﬁa’cted, but to the ope{ationi of a tax
as partial as it is impolitic and abfurd |
- It is often alleged that the Brewers c-dn‘i»
plain without caufe, fince they ‘can recover
the impofl from. the confumers of their ma-
‘nufadture. It is true, that were all the

Bre;zyérfs in the ifland equally affeéted by the

ax, they might recover it from the confu-
mers, by raifing the price of their -liqu'drs.,;
but there are circumftances c}onne&ed with
the fituation of the Brewers ﬁ;bjec}ed\to the '
ampoft, efpecially thofe of Edinbxjfgh and

** the annexed-parifhes, which render.the re-

covery of the impoft from their cuftomers

- difficult, if not impoflible.

Let the gentlemen who fport thefe ideas
be pleafed to condefcend upon foméb'deﬁnin

- tion of what they efteem a full and complete

recovery, Do they mean the net fum char-
ged upon their liquors by the excifeman’s

‘report ? This will come far fhort of what is

neceflary to indemnify the Brewer for his
rifk, and intereft of his money, or credit

~{which is the fame thing) while it remains in
advance. It is well known, that from the

inftant the revenue-officer has comvleted his

meafyrements, the Brewer muft pay the tax,

Ez,  ~  thougn
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thogh the liquor fhould fpoil, or be loft. We |
may alfo obferve, that: the main weight of

this tax falls upon fmall beer, a »liqu‘or W_hich

it 1s often difficult to preferve in .a found.
ftate, and which is liable, to ‘many accidents.
from the time itis gauged, to the time of its

‘confumption. Is the Brewer to have no al-

Jowance againft rifk of lofing the article; a-

gainft intereft of money, or credit, in ad~

vance ; againft bad debts; and every colla-
teral 'circumftance which enters into the

~.price of other taxed manufactures.?

But, throwing all thefe things Outi’of"th'e‘,-
‘queftion; the Brewer here is fo completely

' palfied, that it muft appear miraculotis a ma-

nufadure thould be able to exift under fuch
difco_ure{égerﬂe;ité; If he fend his Ale beyond

- the pale of his monopoly; he meets the .coun-

t_ry\Br;eW_er, who can-{ell on better terms, be~-
‘caufe ke pays no impoft. - The town'Brewer
‘muft therefore reduce his prices to the level.

‘of the country Brewer ; ~and as he cannot
" have two prices, one for the country and an- -

.other for the town, his price’ muft be the

* fame in both, . It is a fack, that the Edin-

. burgh Brewers, and we believe it to: bethe

~cafe in all ‘the 1mp0ft 'tons,__ fell cheir fmal_t -

- liquors

o . ) . vr ‘ o o
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liquors on as low terms as the country Brews
ers beyond their precinéts. - They: muft ei-
ther do fo or give up their bufinefs. _How
are we to -account for this fa@&? Do théf
‘make a prefent to their cuftomers of the im-
‘poft charged upon their liquors ? They muft
do fo; of evade both the public revenue and

~ the impoft ; or debafe the quality of their li¢ |

q.qors.’i‘:‘rT-he, cafe admits of no other alterna~ |
tives, = ” ' N E PP P
- Were the wine merchants of Edinburgh, or |
Leith, fubjected to a tax of .17 or 18 per cent.
on the price of all the wine they fold, whichis
the amount of the impoft on'the price of {fmall

lbe‘er_, is it poflible they could charge this tax
upon their cuftomers? Were the tax, indeéd»,

equally impofedtupog all the wines vended in
the Ifland, they could doubtlefs raife thei‘r"
prices {0 as to reimburfe’ the tax, like oothers
in the fame trade. _But if the tax .attach ite
fe}wf to them alone, they could not raife their
prices ; becaufe theiy cuftomers Wc'iuld,.pu-r.-' |

| chafe only. from thofé who were not fubjects -

ed .to the tax. It would prove a vain attempt,.
fco.;indemnify themfelves by.adulterating their
'W1“Iiesg with ~water, or other means. . Such

practices would be! foon detected ; and their

wineg -




Y

(38 )

wines would fall into univerfal difcredie,
The 1mpofts reduce the Edlnburgh Brewer

A'Imto the very fituation here defcribed. They

are fo much deducted from -the fair proﬁts
~ ofhis trade,' or, if he attempt to recover
- them from his cuftomers, he has no poﬂlble
* method in his power, but debaﬁng the qua-
| lity of his hquox , ar evading the tax by frau-
‘dulent means, as already ftated ; methods e-
qually hurtful to himfelf, to the public good,
and to the confumers of his manuf‘a&ure
It may be flill alleged, that, as'an equiva-

- lent for the nnpaﬂ the Brewer is fecured in
the monopoly of the tawn Where he refides,

by as ftrong penal fané’tlons as it 1s poflible to
contrive. We admit that towns are the na-
a tural feats of Breweries, and that the ready
market they afford, confers on the Brewers
feveral advantages, which enable them to fell.
~ cheaper ! than in many other fituations. But
certainly tlns monopoly, this checking the

free compeutlon of trade, muft operaterasa

complete bar to all improvement ; and is, in
fa&, the chief reafon why the Brewery of
Scotland has, comparatively, remained in a

ftate of infancy, if it has not declined ; while -

every other manufaé’cure has been advancmg

rapxdly towa,rds perfeﬁlon.
| But
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‘But even_thefe penal claufes, in the ims«
poft adts, are fo abfurd, and - inconfiftent
with each other, that their ftru‘t execution
{feems wholly impracticable. - For fappofing
the Brewer has itin his power to recover the
whole - of his unpo[’c with intereft, and in-
{urance upon’ hlS ritk, from the confumers
of his articles : as fome of the impoft towns
ftill continue on the old footing, of admitting
malt liquors from other places, on their pay-~ -
ing the impoft on the quantity imported ;
it follows that malt liquor which has alrea-
dy paid impoft in one place, muft pay it a~
‘gain, a fecond time, on its admiffion into

~another. By fuppofition, both thefe 1mp0ﬁs

are finally paid by the confumers of the li-
quor ; and hence, the mhabxtants of an im-
poft town come to be faddled with two tax-

s, one to fupport the municipal government

of the town where they refide, and another

- to fupport the government of che town

where the liquor - was manufadtured, with
which they have no _ connection, and
from which they derive no  advantage:

Is not this both abfurd and unjuft? And
does it not 1mpede that free circulationn of

. malt—hquoxs, and competztxon a,mong Brew— -

ers, .

D e e pe e = -
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eFs, by Wthh alone the manuf'aé’cure can be
* improved ? | |

The abfmdlty and 1n_}uﬁ1ce of thefe alts
~are equally glaring, when the malt liquors
~from an impoft town are conﬁlmed in towns
- and villages . Wthh have no 1nterna1 nnpoﬁs,

- or by the, ]andholdels and farmers in' the

‘country. - For_on the fuppoﬁtmn that the
- whole of the unpoﬁ with intereft, &e. is res
covered from them ; 1s not this fubjeé’cmg
- the country to.a tax for the benefit of a
" particular town ? It may: 1ndeed be rephed

that they can ere@ Breweries for their own
confumptxon, and thus efcape the tax. ‘But

-this may not always be eXped1ent. Though.

. local fituation, and other advantages may be

in their fwour, the mqu:et may be limited ;
while the impoft, like a flaming fword,

! guards every avenue which - may condu& in-

“to the extenfive market of the town.
But if thefe impoft a&s, in their rlgmal
g ﬁlu&ure, be abfurd, inconfiftent with each

- other; and hoftile to every improvement in

the Brewmg buﬁnefs, as they ftill exift in

B many towns, their folly and abfurdity are .

~ inexpreflibly hulo‘htencd by thofe: fevere and

: rlgomus penal claufes ‘already - mentioned,
whlch

other: towns. “That a brewer who has beeri

. town, for what he aCually. fold and no more;
~fhould-be liable to be charged with the unpo&
. for the whole of What he brewed the year pre-

the execution of . thig claufe implied an abfur-

brewer might come to be fubjeé’ced to ‘the full -
‘payment of impoft; for every gallon of his

' merelv, but to many towns.

knowledge, of this claufe in the nnpoﬁ acts
“having been rerx_deled effeCtual,. in confe~
‘quence of legal procefs, is one in which it
-appears the de¢ifions refted more on.certain
fpecialities. of the cafe than upon-the pofli-
‘ bility or exped1ency of coniem ing upon. this
: -clauf& a general exceution. - o |
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which have: 'been‘ added to ,\th‘e impoft a&ts of’v

accuﬁomed to fell his liquors in a. particular
town, paying. the impoft, leviable in that

vious to.the tine-he was challenged, and be
{ubjected ever after for all ke thould brew, is
% penalty fo abfuld that though a few couns
try brewers: may have {ubmitted to it from
fear of a profecutmn we hardly think it could -
be enforced by legal procefs, ‘We hinted that

d1ty, or rather an 1mpoﬁib1hty, for thus

manufadure, not to one, twoj or three towns

The only -example that has.come to our -

¥ 3 -"Wg;
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- We allude to the: cafe of Meflis. Nurdoch
‘ Warroch antd Co. proprietots of the brewety:

at. Andelﬁon, fituated about a mile beyond

 the limits of the c1ty of Glafgow ‘Fhéfe gen-
o tlemen had been in:-the pra&ice of- vending
their hqu@rs within the city of Glafgow‘ and"
 of paying the impoft only for what they. ac-
tually fold within that city. But it a procefs

~_raifed at the inftance of the Maglﬁratés, it was

. found, if they continued to {fend any. ale or beer -
into the eity, they. would be liable in payment

of the impoft for all the malt liquot they
‘ihould afterwatds, manufa&ure, difcount béing -
allowed for what they ﬂlould export to fo—

elgn countries,

The dealings of thefe gentlemen are on &

Targe fcale, and theu‘ fales extend over a great
part of Scotland:. Thus, by: this. decxﬁon9
. wherever their liquors penetrate; the country
35 fubje@ed-to a tix to h}pport the mumclpal
govemment of the-city of Glafgow, 4 cireums-

ftance whichi muft render ‘obvious the incon~
Thefe

ﬁﬁency and. abfurdity of fuch alts,

: gentlemen had better beware of fendmg their"

- liquors- to any. -ether town that is furm{hed

with fuch: dangerous weapons, f01 it WIH not:’
av“xl them that they have already paxd the im-

poft -
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tpoﬂ; to the c1ty of Glafgew By the ﬂm&::

' ‘terms of the a@ts they muft repeat payinent

not. enly for what they actually vend in fuch. -
towns, but for a,ll they {hall afterwards brew’; |
, .‘ju{’c a8 they are now hable to. thc c1ty of Glaf-

‘FOWs :

Indeed theﬁe claufes in the xmpoﬁ aé’ce are
do’ mamfeﬁly abfurd and: 1mpra€t1cable, that
‘the Maglﬁrates ‘of Glafgow; while they fub-
jedted the Anderﬁon “brewery, found them-

felves under an abfoluae neceflity, from .the

‘reafon of the ca{'e, of difpenfing Wlth the im-
poft a&, refpe&mg ’brewers ﬁtua{ed at a dlf—;'f

tance from the ¢ity. - For while brewers:in
the nelghbourhoed are-obliged to pay the tax

- for all they: brew, thofe at Hamilton and other
diftant -places; we are, told, pay the impoft |

‘only for what they aﬁaa[{y fell in ihe cxty Of

) ‘-’Glafgow

“The wotds of the G‘lafgc)w ad;, relative to

thls point, are, ¢ That from. and after the 1ft
¢ -day. of May, in the year of our Lord 1755, -
E for and durmg the continuance of Lh1° act,

¢ it fhall not be lawful for any brev» er or fe ller
¢ of beer or ale,’ living' or carrying on his’or
hex bxewery wztbow the ia;d c1ty of Glaf-

: ~ Fao o fgow)
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gOW,’ ( 'wzi/aout comprehcnds every patt of

f~»Scot1and) and liberties thereof, or without -
¢ the villages of Gorlnls and Port Glafgow,
¢ to. impart or- fell any. beer, or ak into, orin i
¢ the -faid c1ty, or v1llages of Gorbals and
, Pon‘ Glafgow, or the liberties and prlvﬂegeS'
- ¢ thereof, unlefs he or the do previouily give:
¢ notice /t‘ol_ the Magiftrates of- Glafgow, or to
¢ their colle€tor of the faid duty, at their of-. ~
¢ fice of Glafgow’ or - Port Glfygow refpeﬁ:lve—
; -‘\1ly, and. agree to be fubje@ed to; and charged
o ¢ Wlth the payment of the faid duty, by- the o
¢ faid former a@s, and this prefent a&t, crrant-‘ B
" ed and made payable for all the beer and
¢ .ale-which Jball be brewed by. ﬁtcb brewer or -
3 /Lller of ale; szmg or carrying on bis or ber
¢ bufinefs, without the SJaid city or vzllzzge.r or -
¢ the liberties and privileges. thereof ; and that -

¢ evc/y brewer or feller of ale -or ‘beer, who

¢ thall import or fell -any ale or.beer into,’ ~or
" < in the faid city. or villages, or. liberties or -
C Sopr 1v1leges thereof refpeétively, without ha-
¢ ving given fuch previous notice, and agreed
¢ as aforefaid, fhal] be charged with,.and liable -
¢ to the payment of, the faid duty'to the Ma- -
¢ ﬁlﬂ;rates and. Counml of the faid. city, or

Do o ‘the1r

¥
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5 their- Coilef‘tor or Colle&ms refpe&wely,f "
¢ for all ale and- beer-brewed by him - or her .

£ during twelve kalenda} months in‘l’medi'afte-"

A‘ ly preceding: his or her committing: fuch of- -
¢ fence, and in all time- thereafter, in. terms. of,

‘ and durmg the continuance of, the faid for- -

¢ mer alts, and this plefent alt.’ Sy

Upon this claufe we may: remark that if i it
be not Zawful for any brewer to tranfgrefs; the' :

pr rovifions of the al, neither can it be lawgful
in. Mdgnﬁl ates, as guardmns of the communi-
ty- over which ‘they. preﬁde, to difpenfe Wlth -
* the penaltles .annexed ‘to - the tmnff“re’ﬁon,

which are,. the payment of the impott. for all

. that was brewed the ;brecedmg geary and fub- .

jefion to- the impoft for .all . that fhall be
brewed in futire. - But in fuch abfurd: caies,_

Magiftrates are reduced to a dxlemma, and are
“ obhged to purfue not What is legal but What

is praé'z’zmble. ST o :
Having narrated. the _origin- and plogrefs of .

~this impoft, and offered thefe general remarks

upon its.impolicy and abfurdity, we come now "
to.the particular. confideration of the 1mpoﬂ; .

| 1tfelf and hope to:convince every impartial

Perfon, that it is no trifle, (as fome have called

- it)
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- dt)no ‘bug—bear, or man of f’craw, but a ferlous
' eval agam{’c which we are contendmg

- All ale or beer, fbld wholefaleat: or under
6s. per barrel, is denominated fmall beer, and

- ig charged with a duty to the King of 1s. 4d.
- All ale above 6s. per barrel, and not ex~ .
4ceed1ng 11s. per barrel, is, denommated t'wo-_»

- penriy, a liquor peculiar to Scotland, and is

: charged with a duty 1o the King of 3s. 4%d.
- All-ale or beer, including porter, fold above

‘1 16. per barrel, exclufive’ of the King’s duty,

s denommated ﬂrng, and is charged with 2
’duty to the ng of 8s: per barrel. S

The town’s’ mlpoﬁ upon thefe amounts to :

18. 4.d per barrel, Wlthout dlﬁlﬂ&l@ﬂ.‘ SR
“Thefe are the g
' fpecxes -of hquor

ftances refpeé‘tmg them may come to be afterm

18 -

wa1 ds conﬁdered

. Hence it appears ev1dem, that the 1mpoﬂ:‘

Tupon fmall beer is cent. per cet. of the King’s

_duty ; including the ngs duty, it is 17%

- per cent. on' the prices and excludmg the

- King’s duty, it is about 21 per cent, on the
A tax Wh1ch

- intrinfic - value of the artlcle.,
- no eonﬁderate perfem Wlll proneum;e trifling.

Upoa '

oS Autxes payable by every -
mi the ‘minuter eireum=
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. Upon twopenny, the impoft is he‘arlf 4
per cent. .of the King’s duty ; mcludmg this -

~ duty, it is about 1§ per cent. upon the medis

urh price ; ard excluding the King’s duty, it
is more than 17 per cent. on the intrinfic va~
Tue. of" the artxcled A tax far frc)m belnga
trifle. © -, oo ~

"To. the value of ﬁronO' ale and pofter;

3

though the impoft does not bear fo hlgha S

proportion; yet it is far from trifling, and fu-

peradded to the many advantages poﬁ'eﬁ'ed

by our fouthern neighbours, is fufficient . to
turn the-balance in favour of their ﬁronger
malt liquors in’ our own markets; A hng
head of porter fells in- Edmburgh at 42 8. ine
cluding ‘125 of excife, and.2s. of impott,

b therefore the mtrlrrﬁc value is only 28 s. and

the. impoft bemg 2 8. it is above 7 per’ cerit, of

the intrinfic value of the article, . .

- We may now remark, that the King’s dii~

- ties. “aré charged upon inalt liquors ina great '
| meafure, accordmg to the price at which they -

fell, that is; accordmg to the guantity of malt

‘whieh enters mto ‘the compoﬁtlon of eaeh fpe= -

¢les, PR
 The ng 8 dutlés bemg moderate, and pro&
S portxoned
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:portloned to the' vahie of the amcle, weré hea
Ver complamed of by-the bxewer ; -and being

the fame in all parts of the 1ﬂzmd every dealer.

“has it in his power-to’ tecover them. from the‘

: confumers of ‘his 1nanufa€cured prodice.

- But here a remarkable dlﬂ'ercnce muft ﬁ -ike
every perfon between the town’s impoft and -

~ the ,ng s dut1es, orany other rational fyﬂem .
'The town’s: ‘impofis pay no-re=

of taxauon,
gard to. the 1ntr1nﬁc value of. the artlcles tax=

ed. - The: Weake{’c {mall - beer, -even water

ﬂwhtly tlnged Wlth malt ‘pays as. much ime

poflt-as the {’tronge{’c ale or porter:. And a8,
from. an averdge: of feveral years, about two*
thirds of the vvhole quantity of- liquors: breWa-
"ed ‘within the precin€s of Edinburgh- were
fmall beer, the greatefl: Wexght of the: tax falls
upon the article which, both on- account ofits
trifling value,‘and its - Being * moﬁly confu-
med ‘by the poor;, is leaft able to bear.it."
.Let no-one mfer from what we- have falds

that the impoft may be rendered harmlefs, by
laying it equally upon the’ d1ﬁ"erent fpecies of -

- malt hquors, accordntmr to, their 1ntrmﬁc va-
“lue; fora fyﬁem that is radically vicious-can

_Rever. be {et rlght by patchmg and trlckmg 1t

Quts

© wotfe. fitdation than. at prefent.
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~out. Tt is vve]l known, that the ﬂronger fpe-.

cies of malt liquots are the only ongs ih which
the Scotch brewet needs to fear a competition
with " the - Engh{h Weak malt liquers will |
-not defray the expence of - carriage-and fifk,
and catinot be- ploﬁkably {ent to diftant mat- =
kets. An increafe of the- 1mpo{’c upon the

ftronger fpecies of malt liqitors will not-re- "

lieve the. Scotch-brewer, .though thé weaker
{pecies; thould be- ~wholly, exetnpted. - Thxs'
plan- would, if poffible, put ‘him even in g

helghten his mcapamty to’ contend on- the

~ground. where he is already moft vulnex able. .

No brewer withi the ~operation of an mlpoﬁ

- were it transferred to his, ﬁmngel hiquers,

could venture to make dny liquor that exs

- ceeded in ftrength- whiat could be profitably

conveyed from England

Befides it is kno_vvn, that. makmg liquors of
different degrees of firength, is the moft eco-
nomical way of condudling a blewely, and |

- of derlvmg every poflible advamage from i’ve

\/VmIe the ‘brewer: of th

malt-that is uieﬁd‘_
A G South

It Would o

The brewer of the | L
‘South bemg free, would defeat the brewer of
the North Wlth thm mlllﬁone about hlS neck: -
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South is 1eft to the- unref’tramed exertion of
‘his 1nduﬁry and" genlus, is that of the North

- 1o be for ever fubje&ed to .a fyf’tem which
: v_precludes exeruon and 1rr1prov<=:mentP ‘The -

~ brewer of- the North does not feek to exclude

“his Southern neighbour ' from the market of |

~ Scotland f0r he believes that all 1mpoi’ts ha-
~ ving that tendency, which have been granted

* or renewed finge the Umon, are contrary to -
O that folemn engagement. He only withes to o

be put upon an equal fooung Wlth him in the
unreftrained. ufe of - h1s 1ndu{’try, and profef
_ﬁonzﬂ Till, | o
But thefe unpoﬁs are’ not more permc1ous
to ‘the brewer in palfying his efforts, and
~ checking -the rmprnvement of his manufac-
~ ture, than they are ruinous to the: public re-
wénue ; to the agrzcultzug of the c0untry ;.10
'f the poor ; and to the commumty at large. .
< 1. It muft ﬁrlke every perfon as an obvious
truth, that a partlal or local 1mpoﬂ upon any

. fpec1es of manufacture which enters into ge«-‘

neral confumptlon, and which alfo’ pays ‘a
Tlarge revenue to the- ﬁate, muf} neceﬂ'arlly, and
'rnfalhbly, operate the diminution of that reve-

. opue. Moral and polmcal caufeg may exhibit
o ) acmdental;

~ -
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_actrdental varletles in then effects, arlﬁno i

from the different tempers and dﬂpoﬁuons
of thofe on whom they aét ; but the gene-A
ral effe@ will cotrefpond with the caufe, as -
certainly as the fall of a ftone W1th the law 1of -

‘gravltatlon. co o

- On this fubjeé’c however we ‘are not e+ -
duced to the neceflity of reafomng hypothe-g_
t1ca11y from the caiife to' the effe@, but are

. ,lwarranted by abunddnt ‘evidence to affert
~ That the" impofts have diminithed, do dimi~"

mih ‘and while they exift ever 'will diminifh .
the amount of publi¢ revenue, ‘which ought -

. to arife from malt hquors manufa&ured in
‘Scotland | |

The gentlemen of the exc1fe, were they

inclined to {peak their fentrments, might con-

ﬁrm thrs aﬁ'ernon “as from the Commlﬂ{ oner -

,downwards to’ the mfenor oﬁicer, ‘they all
‘have abundant opportumues of knowing its =~
‘truth. EAPENE R

.

It is evident, that Whatever tends to prem'
vent the exd’tence of a- taxable commodrty,

- muft- alfo occaﬁon the lofs of revenue which .
>that comrnodlty, if it had exifted, Would have |

ylelded. - We entertaln no dombt but the" lofs

B Whtch -
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 which. government -has fuftained on this ac-
count, fince the, cftablifbment of 'thefe local
,taxes, 1s 1mmenfe.,

| Hy does iuﬁam in confequence of thele im-
pofts. . A R R R |
In the comparatwe ﬁatements formerly

o ‘.exhlblted of the grofs amount of King’s:du-
ty, and of 1mpoﬁ duty on - {mall beer they |

appear. to. be exaély the fame, viz. 1s. 4,d

‘per barrel each. - But we may now. obferve - -
that from: thefe duties a-dedu&ion is allowed
for wafte and ICdkacre, which is alfo exadlly. -
; equal from both. But befides, this the brewer,

- is allowed out of the- ng s ale duty, a de-

‘dué‘tlon f01 a duty impofed upon malt in May

1780, as aheady explained ; in coniequence
of which : the net King’s duty aé’tually levied
on fmall beer is reduced to 11 d. S per bar-

- 7'.:§,e1; while the, unpof’c after all deduéhons, 1s
¥ ds. of a farthing, “The net
mnpo{’c thexefore m fack exceeds the King’s
“duty by more than 2 d. per barrel or amounts

Is. IId and £

to nearly 120 per cent. of- the ng s duty

But as it avails not to re-
fle& upon paf’c errors, ‘except with a. view to .
- avoid them in future, we pxoceed to point
out the lo{Tes which the public revenue a@tu-‘ 4

Thc'} .

thing of it- faithfully and. pun&uallv.f
“motives which. commonly 1mpel men to the
~commiffion of fraud are either urgent necef~
ity or the hope - of fome advantage.
: ng s duties being fo. moderate, the advan— -
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., ‘The deduét'ions‘ from the King?s'.duty.,', for
the reafons afligned, reduce the net duty pay-
able upon twopenny to 2 s, 647 d. per barrel,
and . the  duty. upon- ﬁrong ale and .porter to

6 5. 35%d. nearly. " But thefe it is unneceﬁ'ary :

to mﬁf’c ‘upon, - leﬁ ‘wé fhould embamafa;he :

| argument with ‘too- many particulars.

‘But from What we have faid of {mall beer
it muft appear evident to every one, -that if
no impoft exifted, fo far from being the brew-

er’s intereft to defraud theé public revenue, it

Would be highly his intereft to pay every far-
The

'lhe

tage to be obtained by evadmg ‘them is no-
compenfatlon for the rifk of- penaltles, and

it -would be extraordinary to fee-men perfe-

vering -in . fraud in dire& oppofition to their’

own’ intereft, - But When the impoft on fmall v‘
‘beer “is. fuperadded to the ‘King’s duty, the
temptation becomes much' more powerful and

amounts to'a large proportxon of the value of
the amcle. '

- We
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| compenfate for the impoft.
the public revenue fuffers a total, in the hat

a parual evaﬁon. '

Csa )

- We: endeavoﬁi‘ed to fhew that the b réwe

has no natural means in “his power of recovers
ing the 1mpo{’t from his cuﬁomers

. He is
therefore reduced to an abfolute, ir reﬁlble ne-,

ceffity, of cither abandonmg the ‘bufinefs of -

brewing fmall beer, or of debafing its quality;

“or of evadmg the 1mpoﬁ This he cannot

do without alfo defrauding the public reve-

nue, ‘which is charged at the fame time. - ,It R |

follows therefore that the continuance of - thls
impoft muft ever be ho{’clle to the mtere{’t of

government., L

- 'With fuch an 1rreﬁﬁ1ble motlve to fraud"

perpetually before- men’s eyes, need we won-

der that invention fhould. ever be on the
firetch to contrive methods, ‘and feize oppors -

tunities of deceiving the’ revenue oﬁicer, w1th
a view to evade both’ dutlesq

= It is believed that Government may fuf
tain ‘confiderable lofs by’ thie total abftra&ion -
of hquors from the fight of the officer, but -
"much more by the adulteration of the hquors '
after he has ‘made his charge, {o ;that their -

+ enlarged volume - ‘may wholly, or -in part,

The

In the ﬁr(’t cafe L

- arlfen from them

vf:', than 11 1821
. endmg 1760, the avelage Was only 8,530
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’I‘he amount of lofs which Governmeht

annually fuftains from thefe caufes we thall
-not pretend'to calculate, becaufe we have no-

data on which to proceed. But’ fome faint
idea of the lofs to Government through the

" diminifhed confumptlon of malt liquors eﬁ"ec-

ted by the impoft, and which we have fo fre—

_ quently hinted at, may be obrtained by con-

templating the impoft itfelf. .

Wherever the 'impoft has extended
baneful mﬂuence, the confumptlon of malt'
hquors has decayed, and of courfe Govern-
ment has loft the revenue that woula navc

Wethsll adduce : an authonty or two in
proof of ‘this affertion; - and our remarks fhall -
be conﬁned to the City of Edmburgh From a
pdmphlet of reputation, publithed A. D. 1761,
1t appears, that from the Union to.the year ‘
172§, for 18 years while the impoft 'was conZ | -
fined to the city and liberties, the’ average"

- of the King’s duty upon ale and beer amount-

ed to 15.008 L. and that-in the 18 years fols:

. lowing, when the i 1mpoz was extended to the

adjacent panfhes the - avelage Was no more
Durmg ‘the” next 17 years,




¢ When'extended

e §6 )
Mr Amot in s Hlﬁory of Edmburghg

page 521, informs u$ ¢ that the impoft a- :
- ¢ mourted, when only ex1g1ble W1thm the-
L 4ooo o o,,-

¢ city, A. D, 1690, to

¢ over the. pa'rifh“ .

j"ﬁ.of St. Cuthberts, * R :
& 1724 ‘7939 16 7

B 1736“' 610110 8\
¢ agso s '7‘,54758 188
« o S T 3550 o o

e 1960 - 2197 o O

We are. a{Tuled that- ﬁnce ‘the laft period

vmenuoned by Mr, Arnot the 1mpo{’c has been "
'_known to produce ", lefs than 2000 1. ;Ser an-
-1t has, howevm of late encreafed, and' ‘
’the average of the three years px ecedmg July .

7.

96 was 37401

From thefe: fa&s ievel ral 1mportant mferen-u .
"rf, That the -ex Lenﬁon
of the 1*npo{)c to the anne*{ed pan(hes has

ces’ axe deduexble

.'been ‘a rrrcaf. lofs to the City of Edmouxgh
for wmle the city becamie’ ‘bound: to pay a

" heavy compoﬁaon to the plopnetoxs of thefe

= pauﬁlés, their’ revenue has, upon “the whole;
" been ‘muich’- dimml{‘leu

rlevenueﬁ befom, And at-the: hri’c extenﬁon of -

zd Tnd the f*leat
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the 1mpo{’c {hows the e*;tent of' the brewer‘y \
at thofe. periods compmed with what it has:

“fince been, and that its decay muft in a- great:

meafule be afcrxbed to the impoft. 3d, ‘"That

~ the decreafe in the amount of impoft: annual-"

‘_ly levied, whether: we impute.it to fraud, of .~
the decay of the ‘brewery, . muft have been.

accompamed with a corlefpondmg lofs. of .
public revenue. . It is probable that both of |
thefe caufes. might co-operate ;- and hence it

- will appear that the exiftence of the impoft

18 1nc0mpat1ble Wlth the ﬂourxﬂnng ftate of

the pubhc revenue a.nﬁn(r from: malt hquors.

We make no doubt but the effeCts refult1no~

from the 1mpoﬁs to the City of Edmburgh have : ~

'-been proportxonally expeuenced in all thofe

towns: Where they have been e{‘tabh{hed and |
have umformly d1m1n1{hed the confumptlon,

" of malt liquors, and. the revenues of the ftate,

Had not thefe thlngs happened ‘the brewer}r

_ ought to have. increafed with the wealth and

“population of - Scotland, and of courfe the L

public revenue ar1ﬁng from. it.. —
So completely convinced are we of the great

~lofs of public .revenue arifing ﬁom the ope-
~ration -of its-rival, ‘the impoft to towns, ‘that
© we are. fausﬁed Govemment Would be a great

H | . - gainer
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~ga1nex, if, aboh{hmg the lmpo{’c, it allowed
~as. an indemnification to all the towns vvhere

the impoft.is now eftablifhed, an annual rate -
from the duties on mal.t,hquors equal to the

- net ‘ayerage amount of frn‘pbﬁ l‘ev’ied‘ in fuch

town, during a- courfe of years; and this
- “without laying any additional pubhc tax on

- malt or malt liquors in Scottand.

2. We obferved that thefe 1mpo{)cs operate
moft unfavourably to 'aguculture ~ From pre-
ceding __‘ﬁ"a-tement‘s", it appears that the .full
malt aﬁty in Scotland is gs. 3d. per quarter;

but as -the: blewer draws back - out.of his ale
’ dutles 25, per quarter, the net duty to him is .
3s. 3d. per quarter. Two barrels of firong
ale, and one of fma// beer, are commonly drawn -
from a quartet of malt,; the impoft on which, -

at 1s. 4d. being 4s. per quarter, exceeds the
" malt duty by gd. . When the malt"is made
into {mall beer alone; the impoft i 1s 2+ times
more than the malt duty ¢ For there bemg 6

barrels of that liquor. drawn from a quarter

of malt, the impoft on Wh1ch amounts to 8s.
“while the malt duty is only 3s. 3d., it fol-

lows, that the impoft. fixes upon malt, thus
| u{'ed -a tax which exceeds the pubhc malt tax

by 4s. 9d. per quarter, Tt is fair to confider

‘the B
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‘the town’s 1mpoﬁs in the light of a tax upon

malt for it operates prec1fe1y the fame effed,
viz. prevents its confumptlon. It follows,
therefore, that the malt duty, taking the im=-
poft in this fenfe, which affe@s the Scotch
brewers in towns, exceeds the duty charged

~upon the Enghfh brewer notw1thﬁ:andmcr the

great inferiority ‘of the northern grain., The
Englith- brewer' pays’ 6s. 6d per qualter of'-\“
duty for all the malt he ufes 5 to the 3s. 3d. per
quarter of King’s malt duty, which the Scotch

R brewer ~pays, add 4s. per quarter of impoft
~wheén it is ufed in ftrong ale and {mall beer

brewed together, and his malt duty, in this
way, amounts to 78 3d. Ag am, to his 3s. 3d.

cof King’s duty add 8s. per quarter ‘when the

malt is made into {mall beer alone, and his
malt duty amounts o r1s. 3d. per quarter.'

In the firft cafe, he pays gd more per quarter

of malt duty than the E/zg/z b 5rewer “In the
laft .cafe, he pays 4s. gd. more ;Ser gzmm‘er. ,
The landholders Th Scotland; to prevent -

théir grain from being wholly fuperfeded by
that of England, which i is more valuable, par= -

ticularly in late and wet feafons, both  to the
brewer and dli’ullel have a.lways dlfcovered a

prom .




attered againft it.
‘ordinary, and may appear incredible; in the
- a&- 1722, 9th of George L by which the im~
poft was extended to the adjacent pau{hes
-around Edmburgh ‘the Heritors of the coun-
ty of Mid-Lothian feem to have been parties

| .-‘ ‘be enaé’ced &ec.’
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’propenﬁty to-take alarm.at any -propofal to in~
creafe the malt tax ; yet here they have fuf—
‘ered a moft exceflive malt tax to fteal upon

them, without fo much as-a fingle word being
Nay, what is'more extra-

with ‘the Magiftrates of the C1ty in folliciting

‘the extenfion of the impoft, as a great favour

done. to the county at large. After reciting the
reafons (already mentioned) which induced the

o extenﬁon,of the lmpoﬁ the ,,words of the at
_are, ¢ Wherefore your Majeﬁy?s moft dutiful
¢ and loyal fubjecs, the Provoft, Magiftrates, -

¢ and Council of the faid City of Edinburgh,

¢ in behalf of themfelves and the community -

¢ of.the faid City, and the Heritors and Free=

¢ bolders of  the Jbire of Fdi.burgh, do moft
¢ hunibly befeech your’ Majefty, That it may =
- How thefe gentlemen
“came to take it into their heads that 10ck1ng -
up anear and extenfive market for the grain

produced upon. thelr -eftates Would prove ad-

vantageous -

\

; 'ral Meetlng 1786.

| 'Were gmdcd. |
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“vantageous to them ; or, {uppofing it had béen |
- difcovered that, from fome peculiar quality of .

a fountain or ﬁream, or other local advantage, '
it was better to convert their grain into malt li-
quor in- the country, and- yet that- debarrmg
themfelves ﬁom the near and extenfive mar-~

ket of '@ great City, was conferrmg a ﬁwour
- upon thcm, feems unaccountable

Thefe'
%entlemen muft certainly have been very
‘blind to their own intereft, and; like ' many o-

. -thers 1nfe&ed with intelleGtual bhndnefs, con-

curred in foll1c1t1ng ‘what, of all:others, has'

‘ proved to' them and ‘to ‘their pofterity moft

mifchievous.  They invoked curfes under the

"mafk and appearance of bleﬂings

‘It appears, however, that thelrapoﬁerlty have
opened their €yes; and there is reafon to be-

. lieve that they will zow unite, as oné man, to
prevent, inftead of folliciting, the ‘f‘enewal of |
{uch a ruinous impoft. o

“We are eencouraged to cherith: thlS hope from, -
a Pamphlet entitled, “ Refelutions of the Land~
¢ ed Interefl of Scotland refpeding the Diftil~ -
¢ lery,” -publifhed f by appomtment of a Gene-~
In page 56 thefe gentle-
men . thus  exprefs the views by .which- they"

_’:"adly,
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e za’/y, Suppoﬁng any dangcr fhould be -
apprehended upon  this head (viz. from the

5

¢ exceflive ufe of fpirits) let the brewer have
fome relief, Wthh will enable him to afford.
a cordial and exhﬂaratmg fermented hquor

e T

‘ﬁ‘

-and. the confumers of ale will be encouraged

$ to contmue in that line of confumptlon, and. )
¢

¢ it Wlll gain credit with the rlﬁng generation,

¢ and’ ‘may perhaps return ‘again to What it

$ formerly ~was. For the mcreafed confump-

ot tidn of fpirits takes its rife entirely. from the
B addltlonal taxes which have been laid ‘upon

‘_- ale, Whlch obhged the brewer to reduce the

- ¢ quality fo much, as to render that fpecies Qf |
¢ malt liquor, formerly the common beverage
¢ of the lower:clafs of people, fo weak as to
¢ be little better than water juft tinged with .

¢ malt; and the price of wages, at. leaft in
by Scotland, is fo low as not to adinit of thelr
¢ purchafing the higher. pnced malt liquors.”

'We {hall only ob{erve, that thefe gen-f
tlemen cannot . more . eife&ually carry this

refolution, of giving the brewer fome relicf,

+ " inte execution ; or adopt: any meafure better

calculated to promote the cultivation of then

eﬁates, than by umung thelr intereft to- pre-
. vent

vent the renewal or to procure the repeal’ of

thefe fatal 1mpoﬁs upon malt hquors payable
“to towns.

3 - 'We obferved that thefe 1mpoﬁs are mofk

“injurious to the poor. -~ About two ‘thirds of

the malt liquor manufaGured in Edmburgh is
{mall beer, 19 parts out of. 20 of which are
confumed' by the poor, thatis, by thofe who

fubfift by the labour of their hands. It fol-'
- lows, thelefOre, that by far the greatePc pro-

'pomon of -thifs tax falls upon the | poor. We

- efteem it a- matter of indifference Whether we
fay the tax is aétually levied upon them, or
~that.it opelates to debafe the liquor which is-

their common - bevemge For the brewer can-

ot afford to- fupply them’ with fmall beer e |
- qual to: that which is vended in England un-
lefs he makes a prefent to ‘them, of 175 per

cent. on the value of his artlcle, 1ncludmg
King’s duty, being the amount of the impoft, .
and -which is' more than all the. profit he

makes by his trade Or unlefs he defrauds :

the public revenuec 5 or has recourfe to the -
laft, and flill more ruinous .expedient, of

mixing “his mialt hquor with water; by
whlch the revenue partlally fuffers, and the
drink

e e e
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~“drink of the poor is rendered vapid and un-
;Whoiefome The cafe admits of no' other al-
ternatives but thefe And fuppofing the brew-

. “er, in condu&1ng his aquatic mixtures, thould
check’ his hand. at the precife point when the

~volume of water will exactly 1ndemn1fy him
. for the impoft, and no more, it is evident that .

~ his {mall beer muft go to the confumer, robbed
of 17% parts in. 100 of ‘malt, which fhould .

otherwife have béen prefent in-it. Seventeen

o and a half bolls of malt in a hundred muft

‘evidently produce a very great and fenfible
-improvement if prefent and a moft difagree-
~ able vacancy if abfent in the quality of {mall
‘beer. But this. water is fometimes fuperadd-

" ed in circumftances the moft unfavourable tov
No wa- :

“the Wholefomenefs of the hquor

“ter, _except what' is put- warm upon the  §
“malt, ought to be added to. malt liquors. - Itis -

- known to chelmﬁs, that the mucilage and

' faccharine parts of malt operate a change upon

the qualities of water during fermentation, to-

* ~which the effe&s of that plocefs may be im~-
‘puted ; but that water cannot undergo that fa-

Tutary change unlefs it be intimately combmed . |
~-with the foluble palts of the.malt by means of -

heat.

But :

~rank in other countries.

AY
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- But whether the malt hquor be adulterated

‘ after it is fermented, or made originally fo

weak as to compenfate for the tax, it-is evi-

*dent that the poor {uffer by it; and that the

impoft is fo much extra&ed from the fund,

of thelr fubfiftence. R

‘ Need we' wonder ° then that the labomng
clafs -in Scotland have fo generaily betaken

B themfelves to the worft, becaufe the cheap-

cft, whlfky, that could bé found or that it

has proved fo difficult to reﬂraln the fmug-

ghng of ardent fpirifs"from foreign countries?
Many gentlemen haye lamented the ev1l con-

ofequences of this p1openﬁty, and have in-
“veighed agam{’c our labouring poor as more -

prone to debauchery than people of the fame
To account for the
fa&t, the theorift has dilated on.the coldnefs

" and foggin‘efs"of our climate, or on fome in-
~ herent defet in our' animal organlzatlon :
while the poht1c1an has inveighed againft the

fadden rife of the price of labour, as fuper— :

' ) -fedmg all antlent maxims of fobrlety and plll=-

dence.: Gentlemen’ (might the poor exclalm)

- all the blame is chargeable upon your own im-

policy. . We atked for bread, and you gave
_ I - . S us
- L C) .




( 66 5

us -a ftone ! We‘ fealehed fo'r' e‘heap* and

wholefome malt llquors, and we found an

impoft ! ~
4 We obferved laﬁly, that the 1mpoﬁ was
hurtful to thie: pubhc at large. We conceive

that this point requlres little or no illuftrationt,
If the reader be of opinion that the particulars, -

‘already ftated are clearly ‘made out, and fup—
ported by ewdence, he will requne no more:
jarguments to convince him that an 1mpo{’c
which tends’ to crlpple and prevent the 1m-
- provement of a great and 1mportant manu-
- fa&ure, is injurious to ‘the “public. - “That

what. produces a conftant, and irrefiftible ef>

fort to defraud and diminith the public reve-
nues of thefe kingdoms ; and which, inde-

~ pendent of any effort, inféxll’iblyr muft, and

does diminifh:-thefe revenues, is 1n_]ur10us to
the pubhc. That ‘what diminifhes the con=
fumptmn of gram frr towns, or-Tocks up the

~ tharket in towns agam{’t the. malt- hquors mas

nufa&ured in-the countr 'y, is injurious to the

| pubhc. That & Welght which falls heavily ‘up- N -

on the poor, or drives: them into "the immo-

derate ufe of ardent fpults, to the' great detriz

ment of the1r healthand’ moxals, is permcmus
w the commumty at large. |

(o)

- If thefe things be not. hurtful to. a eorhmﬁa
qmty, it is hard to fay what thmgs are. to be

' -eﬁeemed hurtful B

Havmg, as we- 1magme, cleally evmced
the great importance of the brewery as a na-
tional manufacture ; having pointed out its

| advantage to govemment as a fource of pub~,
lic revenue, and to the cultlvator of land as a

market for, grain ;' having alfo. developed the
1mpohcy, and pernicious confequences of the
-impofts granted to. t&wns in Scotland ; may
‘we. not hope that the landhelders in Scotland ‘
will dlfplay fome portion of their wonted + Vi~
gour ; and inftead of concurring, like fome of
their predeceffors in -the. extenﬁon and ’ré;

- newal of thefe fatal impofts, that they will

unite as one man in preventing fuch meafures.
We know-thern to be much more enhghtened
than their predeceﬁbrs and guided by more
hberal 1deas, both of thelr own intereft, and

~of what may promote  the pmfperitv of that

commumty, with wmch their own good is {o
intimately . connected. Itis needlefs to dwell
on this- tOplC, as we are pelfuaded there s
{calcely a landlom in. Scotland Who is-not con~

mced ” k
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_vmced that hlS own good and that of the

putlic. are the {fame.
Nor do we believe 1t to be within the

’ power even of malevolence ‘to conﬁrue any

thing here advanced into a refle¢tion upon

~our: Mdglﬁrates, and thofe who preﬁde in the
government of our towns. ‘They are perf01ls"

for whofe chara@cers and o{ﬁce we entertaln:
the higheft refpe. They are not chargeable

,‘ 'Wlt:h the errors of their predeceifors in the ori-
! gmal contrivance of thls impoft; and while it

ex1f’cs, it 1is then duty to endeavour, by all

prudent means, to render- it produdive, and
capable of anfwermg the -purpofes for which
it was intended. ~'While the public ‘good of

the commumty over Which they prefide, re-
quires this tax, it is even their duty to apply

for a renewal of the grant ;. unlefs its evil con-
'1equences are exhibited to them. S \

‘We are conﬁdent that thlS lmpof’c was -
~at firft eftablifhed through ignorance of its

evil tendency ; and aftervvards tenewed from

'} the filent acqulefcence of the brewers, and the
- community at large, lather than from any- de-

ﬁs,n on the pa t of our I hagiftrates, to per-
%evere in a fyftem ho,ﬁ;ﬂe to the *\pu'biic good.

- But
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But now that the evil confequences of this
1mpoﬁ are humbly reprefented .to them, we
are confident that our worthy Magiftrates

-({hould our arguments, fortunately, operate

the {fame c0'1v1€uon on their minds they have
done on ours) will be thc firft perfons to aban-

don it. We are “aware that the money au-
fing from it is allotted to ufeful purpofes ; ‘ei-

ther the dlfcharge of nece{fary debts, or the
fupport ‘of beneficial 1n{’c1tut10ns But we
are aflured that other more. produé’uve funds
may eafily be fubftitited in place of the im-
poft on malt hquors ; and the brevvers are -
ready, i in common with other. citizens, to bear’

their thare of any. other lefs hurtful tax that

may be devifed. We rely with entire confi-
déncé on the wifdom and patriotifm of our

‘ maglﬁrates and- counfellors to point out the

proper fubftitute, = - R
~ In fa&, levying the fum neceffary to com-
penfwte for this tax, would not be fo dlfﬁcult
in the. city of Iidmburgh at leaft, as one may,

~ at firlk fight, fuppofe. By the a&t which ex-
tended the impoft to the four adjacent parifhes,

the city became bound to indemnify the pro-

- puetors of thefe parlfhes by an annual pay- y.

ment




~ which aCtually goes into the c1ty s funds, may‘ v

be provided for in fome other way, either ac-
cordmg to its hlgheﬁ amount, or general ave- -

 rage, during a courfe. of years, - - e

v
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ment, whlch it is faid amounts to I4OQQ? or

15001
little to the benefit of the. c1ty, if it has not

rather occafioned much lofs ; for there is eviw
dence, that while the impoft was conﬁned to
 thie city and liberties alone, it was freq*uently:\ -

known to produce more than it has done-fince
that period, without any deduéion to the he-
itors of the ddjacent pau{hes
ing the impoft, therefore, the city will be rid
of this annual dedu@ion ; and the remalnder,

Our ‘refpetable Magiftrates have attalned
their prefent ftations of dignity and truft, by

- virtuous 1nduﬁry, and attention, to bufinefs. -
- There was a time, as appears by 1mp0{‘c ack
1693, when a tax was levied upon all clozh
vended within the City of Edinburgh; and

we may put the queftion to them, whether

A{uch a tax was calculated to _promote the Sale

or ufé of cloth within the city ? Indeed it ap-~

| peared. fo abfurd, that a former maglﬁracy
voluntarlly apphed f01, and obtained its re-.

. peal ;

This extenﬁon has coutrnbuted very‘

By abandon-

B s

. ‘themfelves to another ﬁtuatloh.

(7ny

péal an example Whmh we hope will be um-ﬂ

“tated by our prefent Worthy magiftrates, res

Apecting the 1mpo{’t on malt liquots.
They muﬁ be fenfible that a tax, even up-

- on cloth, or any other article that.” is vended
. -md confumed within a town, is vety different - ©

inits effects from a tax upon the fame article
manufn&ured For were a tax of 17 per cent,

| 1mpofed upoﬁ the value of all Zinen cloth for -

inftance, or any other 2 artlcles that aré thanus
faQured within the city and the adjacent pa-

rithes, and Whlch was. not dtawn back when

thefe articles paffed. beyond the limits aﬂ'eé’ced

by the tax, it is probable that thefe manufacs,

turers of linen cloth, &c. ‘would foon betake
The impoft
on ale and beeris a prec1fe parallel to this laft
fuppofed cafe. Tt operates, not merely as a
tax-upon ‘the’ confumption of the town where
it is eﬁabhfhed but ‘as a prohlbmon of the |
manufa&ure of malt hquors 1tfelf |

e T Binge
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~« Since’ the precedirig-pages were pht to the
~ prefs, we have been favoured with a copy of
‘the ad; now pending in Parliaf_x_leﬁt, for con=
tinuing the impoft grant to the City of Edin-
" burgh’ during a further period of years. It

is fubjoined as an appe'naix to thisuwprk\; and

~ we beg leave to make a remark or two on the
'ﬁjoi‘nis ‘wherein it differs from former als.

1, The penaltices, formerly, exceflive, are

* propofed .to‘ be’ increafed by forfeitiire of '7 all

" ad, A tax of two fhillings per hogfhead s
- propofed to be levied on all Englith malt li-
'qﬁors confumed, not only within the city and
fiberties, but alfo within the annexed parifhes,

- and parifhes annexed.’

" \independent of the 12s. per hogfhead at pre- -

fent leviable on Englith malt liquors confuin-
ed in public taverns within the city and li-

~ berties.

~ On this we miaykremark,! t’:h‘a@ti"uch.a.t_aix ,,
fubje@s the inhabitants of the annexed pa-

- rifhes to an additional burden, ‘without offer-
ing them any farther compenfation.

That it'_ will not relieve t'hp__ b‘rewers, ‘.bé,«\
~ caufe it is difficult in the colletion, and the -
i o ' ~moft

. country malt liquors imported into the city

¢ | 73 ) |

- moft numerous body in Edinburgh, viz; the
‘ -,fnﬁmbers.-‘ of the College of ]u{h cé,‘ arc;n e
 bound © pay i, Tarther, the cax on Englgh

malt liquors. will. only, operate on the con.
fumption. of the remaining inhabitants of thy
oty and annexed parifhes, whereas the tas oe
~ Yiquors brewed. within thefe precins operat .

- wherever they may be confumed, "Thel‘igf;,fsz
. our own liguors. will not be on a footing of

 equlity, with thofe of England; and it s
|- kann, that the mariufa fhure of theﬁ;ron is

§  malt liquors, parciculaly of porter, never can

fu.c'ceed unlefs conducted on a ;af e i C:IQ
with free accefs to an extenfive markci e
| We neg d not recapitulate our dbub.ts how
| far;.;t is confiftent with the articles of the =

- Union to efablith any local tax which may
 tend to exclude  the manufadtures of Engl Zlf

: ff’mef/ our .markets, TR Higland
b 3d, TO *'th.e eXemPtiOIl in favbut- Of Edin-

| th:gll;és:f t’a nother is propofed in favour of
‘ arracks at Pierthill, on certification that
the ale is aQually fold there at a cheaper rate,

eaf 5

‘by the amount of the'impoﬁ.% f :
B We remark, that it would have been bet-
ter ;»Q,h;av’e repealed the impoft altogether, and
: K - then

7
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then our foldlers, as well ‘as other 1nhab1tants,
would have procured Zvetter inftead of cbeaper

malt liquors. ~They -ate already fuﬂimently
~ cheap, though: their quahty would certamly

be 1mproved by addmg malt to them, in place

of impaft.

 4t0, ' The, exemptlon in fa.vour of Holy—

rood palace is propofed to be withdrawn, but’ -
no mention. is made of indemnification to the

proprictors of houfes within thefe precm&s,

the value of whofe property may be dum-a:»

ﬂlﬁledt .

~APPENDIX.

APPENDIX

-. T"IIZRE[’&S by an a@c paffed in. the Paré

thoufand ﬁY. hundred and nlnetyathree, a duty' ~

- of two pennies Scots was granted to the Com~
 munity of the city of Edmburgh, and to'the
Magiftrates and Town Council of the fame,

and their fucceiTors in oche, for the ufes there~

in fpecified, upon every pint of Ale and Beer.

either brewed, brought .in, tapped, or fold ‘

 within the faid town and. fuburbs, and liber-

ties thereof, . for the fpace of fifteen years,

i and further not exceedmg the {pace of thirty
- years, commencing from the firft day of July

one thoufand fix hundred aqd ninety-three ;

Vvvhlch dutles were, by an at of the third year

of Klng Geome the Firft, 1nt1tuled “ An a&k
for continuing the duty of two penmes bcots,

‘or one fixth part of a penny Sterling, on eve-

ry pint of Ale and Beer that {hall be vended
or fold \Vlthln the c1ty of Edmburgh and pri-
~ : ’ vﬂeges |

il

- liament of Scotland in the year. one - -
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vileges thereo for the beneﬁt of the faid. city,
and - for dlfcontmumg the payment of the

dues, commonly called the petty port cuftoms

L at Edinburgh, during the continuance of this
aé :” Further, continued for the further term

o L ; : ( . Lo -
. of nineteen years, for the purpofes therein
- mentioned : And, whereas, by an a& pafled

. in'the mnth year of his faid Majefty George

the Firft, intituled, « An a@ for enlarging the
. - term granted by an-a& made in the third year

_of his Majefty’s reign, for continuing the duty
of two pennies Seots upon every pint of Ale
.and Beer fold in the city of -Edinburgh for
the purpofes- thelem mentloned ‘and for dif-

continuing: payment of the petty port cuf-

toms there, and'for making the faid a& more
effeCtual,” the faid duties were continued

for the further term of mneteen years from
~ the expiration of the, faid laft recited a& ;and |

were alfo ,e};tended ‘to the - fevgral ‘Brewers
within the parifhes of Saint Cuthbert’s, the
- Canongate, and South-and. North Leith { And

whereas, ‘by an'a@ pafled in the twenty-fifth |
year of ‘his late ‘majefty king George .the Se- |

cond, intituled, “ An aé for enlarging thé term
granted by two feveral als of the third and

(3
gontmumg the duty of two pennies Scots upon
every point of Ale and Beer fold in the city
of Edinburgh, for the purpofes therein men- .

tioned, and for dlfcontmumg pavment of the
petty port cuftoms there,” the rates, and duties,

.and impofitions ‘made payable by the faid a&

of the ninth year of kmg Georé,e the Flrﬁ :

upon all Ale and Beer, brewed, brought in, .
~vended, tapped or fold within the’ city of

Edmburgh -or fuburbs, or liberties. thereof ;
and alfo the faid rates, duties, and xmpoﬁu@ns

thereby granted ‘upon all Ale and Beer, brew-

ed, brought in for fale, vended, tapped, or fold, _
within all or any of the parlihes of Saint Cuth—
bert’s, Canongate, South and North Leith, were,
from and after the expn ation of theterm granted

by the faid a& of the ninth year of the reign

of kmg Geo1ge the Firft, further contmucd

for and during the further term of thirty-

cight years : And whereas the revenie grant-
ed by the faid acts has been falthfully applied
to the purpofes thereby directed, yet the fame
has greatly decreafed fince the commencement
of the faid a& of the twenty—ﬁfth year of his

 late majefty, in fo much that, in feveral years,
the grofs produce was not fufficient for payment

of the mtereﬂ: of the debt, far lefs for payment:

e e el

-mnth years of hlS late majefty’s reign, for
contmumg '
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of the annual burdens Wlth which the gmnt‘
was burdened and although the revenue for
* fome years pa{‘c has increafed conﬁderably,‘
yet it is no ways fuﬁ‘iaent for payment of the
debt contracted upon the credit- of the faid
duties without a  further continuation- of the
term already granted, for colle@ing the fame.

: Be it~ therefore enacted, by the King's mo{’e N
excellent Majeﬁy, by and with the advice and

~ confent of the Lords Spirjtual and Temporal,’
and Commons in this prefent Parliament af~
o fembled and by the authority of the fame,

“that the rates, duies, and 1mpoﬁt1ons, made

- {old, w1th1n the faid city of Edmbuwh or

fuburbs, or’ Tiberties thereof, and alfo Wuhm. :
all or any of the par1ihe<‘ of Saint Cuthbert’s, §!

Canongate, South and North Leith, fhall; from
and after the. expiration of - the term granted
,by the faid Ac of the twentynﬁfth year of

his late- MaJePcy, be further continued, colle&- §:

~ed, and ‘made payable” to. the Lord Provoft,
'. 1\/Iag1ﬁrates, and Council of the faid city of
~ Edinburgh, and their fucceﬁbm for the time

(5)

years ; and the faid duties thall. be Ierred
and pald with the fame means and methods,,

E and by and under the fame penaltles and for- -

feitures, and fhall be fubje& and liable to 'the

] fame teftriGions, regulatlons, and 1nfpe6t10n
2

“and applicable to- the fame ‘works and: other
‘purpofes as are - prefcmbed, mentloned and

exprefled in the faid A& of ‘the twenty- |

fifth year of his late Ma_]eﬁys reign, and in .
the nmth year of the faid relgn thereby fe-
ferred to; and that the faid a&s, and every ar-

' t1cle, rule, claufe, matter, and thmg contamed

in any of the aforefaid aé&s, (excepti
payable by the faid A& of the twentywﬁfth Vear - » (excep 8 fuck -

of his late Majeﬁy s rergn, upon all Ale and g
Beer brewed, brought in, vended, tapped, or |1

thall be altered by this prefent act), fhall be in’
full. force and eﬁ"eé’c from the expiration of the

aforefaid 4@ of the twenty-ﬁfth year of hrs |

late Majefty, for the faid further term of

years, to all intents and purpofes, as: if the
fame were at large. repeated and re-enacted in
the body of this act: Provided always, andbe
it ena@ed by the authority aforefaid, Thatall .=
and every Brewer within the aforefaid limits
fubjec to the payment of the faid duty, who’

thall furnith and fell Ale or Beer for the ufe '

and confumptlon of the garrrfon of the caftle

. of Edmburgh or his M fty’s fi
being,. for. and durlnir the furthe1 term of o etys forces qualtel—

ed there, or in the neW barracks at Plerfhll]
| ' “{hall
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~ {hall be entitled to a draw-back of the faid
duty from the colle@or thereof, from time to
time, for fuch quantities of Ale and Beer.fo
to be confumed within the afotefaid caftle and

‘barracks ; the quantities-to be afcertained by a .

figned certificate, and upon oath, if required,
by the colleGor of the.faid duties, "aS}WeH by
. the Brewer as the Retailer . -Provided  alfo,

That all and- every fuch—B_rewef fhall_ {ell and

 difpofe of fuch Ale and Beer, fo tobe confum-

ed within the aforefaid caftle ‘of ‘Edinburgh,
and, Pierfhill barracks, at a price lower than.
~ the . common felling Plliéea- bY- at leaft the.
amount of the duty fo-to be.drawn back,.
and to be afcertained by  a like certificate

from the -Brewer and Retailer; any thing in

this pr,éfent, or anyﬁ-;for:mer a&k ta the
contrary nOtwith{’can&in‘gt, And, whereas, by
' thé‘,aforefaid a& of the twenty-ﬁfth year of
- his late Majefty, the Ale and B;e_er_‘veiid;e‘c‘l in.
- the' caftle’ of Edinburgh was only-exempted-

from paymient of the aforefaid duties, notwith- |

~ ftanding doubts have ?een m}a,d/'c relative to the .
precfin&_s_,, of Holyroodhoufé being likewife ex-
empted, fuch exemption having been made in

former als: Be it therefore enacted: by the -

authority aforefaid, That, from and after-the

-  ( 7 y

_ " neither the Brewers‘with-
in.the precinés of Holyroodhoufe, nor any

. iothexf Brewefé, on pretence of vending Beer
or Ale within the aforefaid precin@s, fhall be

exempted from ;paymé'n‘t of the aforefaid duty,

1le e o . : o ‘
- any thing in-any former as to the contrary-

notwithftanding : And be it further enadreg

by the. authority aforefaid, That in addition to

the penalties mentioned in the aforefaid a& of

_ ,th*e}‘ninth year of “his iate'Majeﬁy, relative to
Brewers or other perfons importing or feﬂ'ing‘ -

any Beer or Ale Wift.hi"nv‘th‘e‘ faid city, ﬁ'zbﬁrbs’,

or liberties thereof, or within the faid parithes
of Saint: Cuthbert’s, Canongate, South and

North Leith, without - payment of any duty’,

-~ unlefs previous.notice be given to the Magif=
trates of Edinburgh, or their colle®ors; in map.. |

ner mentioned in the faid 4@, all fuch Ale and
Beer fhall be forfeited, and that it thall be lawy.
ful for the Magiftrates of Edinburgh to config.
cate, fell, "and difpole theréof, and a’pply“the'
produce, one 'mo\_iety to the feizure—maker,‘avnd

- the remainder.to be applied in the fame way

and. manner as the produce of the aforefaid
duties is hereby directed to be applied: And
W}.lereas{a‘ll Englith Beer and Ale f'ormérly
paid a duty to the city of Edinburgh of fwelve

‘ ‘ R - 1hillings
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~ fhillings per hog{head Wthh duty, by an a&
~of the twenty-ﬁith year of his prefent Majef-
- ty’s reign, was confined to the quantlty made

= ufe of by . thners and V18cualle1s Be it
therefore ena&ed by the authority- aforefald

That’ all Englith Ale and Beer, brought into

and confumed vnthm the aforefald precinds,
{hall be fubje&ed in payment ‘of the aforefaid
_-duty of two pennies Scots on the pint, except-
_ ing only fuch quantities for whlch the- afore-
- fald duty of twelve thillings the hogfhead {hall
be paid by the aforefaid Vintners and V1€‘m~

‘ allers And be it furthe1 ena@ced by the au-

,thorlty aforefaid, That the annual payments,
Wthh were awarded by the a1b1ters by virtue

of the faid a& of the ninth year of his latc §|

Majeﬁy s reign, to be paid to the plopnetoro
of the parifhes of Saint Cuthbert’s; Canongate,

» South and North’ Lelth {hall continue to be '.
pald to the faid propnetors, during the conti- [

nuance of this prefent adl, in the fame' man-

aer, and under the fame regulatlons, as by the ;
~ faid act is dn‘e&ed and prefcribed : And be it' §

- further ena&ed by ‘the authority - aforefaid, |
That. nothmor in this a&k contamed {hall ex- |
tend, or be conftrued to extend to empowm .

| the faid Lord Provo{’c Maglﬁrates, and Town .
|  Council, i

N\
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?ounal orany other perfon or perfons vvhom—
oever, to-borrow any futther fum; fo- as to'ine

~ creafe-the- prefent capital debt ‘upon, the credit .” |
«of the faid duties by ithis prefent a& continued j

-and made-payablé. And be it further enacted: by

the authority aforéfaid, That the Mag1ﬁrates and |

‘Town Council of the faid cityf

thall, upon the ' o bemg,
year of our Lord -+ make upa full, com-
~plete,- and perfe& ftate of all the money which
4hall have arifen, and been réceived, by and

- from the faid duties granted. by the faid for~ -

mer adls, and this prefent act, of -all- fums of
money laid out from time to t1me, for the fe

’\ veral purpofes in ‘the faid former a&s, and
;_ ‘this prefent a& mentioned, and of what ,de t

~ fhall be then owing on account of the fD ?
former ads, and this prefent a&, to the earizi -

th v
altl it ‘may -appear i any o erplus money’
dha 1emam and in caie. any {hall remaln the |
2.

Aame thall be 1aid -out- and .applied with the

approbatlon of the overfeers for the time be- -

ing, in fuch manner as dire@ed by the, faid a&k .
~of the ninth year of his ‘faid late Majefty.

And, be it further enu@ced and-declared, That

th
. e agnue}xl pay }rmento Wlth which the fald du-
* y is:burden ed fhall continue: and endure only

B > C o until

- “which/ fhall be i in: the. ‘-‘
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forefmd dutles {hall in ‘the firft place; be fubs

Jeé’c and hable to pay and” dlfcharge the char-
. ges ‘and expences incutred in’ procurmg and

pafling this prefent. ac of Parliament: ~“And

be it further enaced;” by the authomty afore-
faid, That this a@ fhall be deemed and taken-

to be a pubhc a&, of which notice- thall by all

i Courts in this kingdom.: be Jud1c1ally takens
~ and -all Judges, juftices;: and other perfons, are

‘hereby required: to. take: not1ce of it .as fucl

| Wlthout fpec1a11y pleadmg the. fame L

and no.longer. And, be |
it further ena&ed That the produce’ of the a-

Fleuawy 179@;

Additional Reénarks wupon the fmpoﬁ Tax in=
tended as an A PPE ND 71X t0 a Pampblet

- publy /bed in 1797, by z‘be Brewers of Edin-
burgh.

'THE Blll for a tenewal of the 11npo{’c
- brought into Parliament by the Maglfh‘ates

of Edinburgh (a copy of which is annex-.
ed to the preceding Pamphlet), was withs
drawn laft feafon, after being twice read in
the Houfe of Commons. It is believed that

- this happened in conféquénce of certain refo=

lutions to oppofe it, adopted by the Landholders
of Mid-Lothian, when met at Edinburgh in

- March. 1797. The noblemen and gentlemen
. prefent, undnimoufly concurted in éoﬁdémning o

the impoft, in the ftrongeft terms ; and exprell:

ing their wiflies that a lefs objeéhonable tax

could be fubfhtuted for anfvvermfr the exigen-

cies of the city.

» Durmg the interval that has elapfed feveral

fubftitutes were talked of ; and the draught of a-

bill was fome time ago fubmitted to the in-
A fpeéhon

7
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ffpeé‘uon of the pa1t1es moft 1mmed1ately 1ntea

refted, wherein it was propofed, to transfer the
jmpo{‘c from malt hquors, to tea and to fpmts
vended by the dealers i in ‘Edinburgh, and the
annexed precmé‘co. The Brewers had no hand
;1n thls blll nelther have they ever glven any opi-,
nion upon it ; and they will now only obferve,
that it was oppofed by . the Grocers and Sp1r1t—
| dealers Wlth fuch ObJG@(lOIlS as feem to have
‘been unfurmountable Forata meetlno of thc
"Heritors of the county of Edmbm gh held 1 7th

February current, for the exprefs purpofe of

taking the 1mpoﬁ: buﬁnefs into, conﬁderatlon,
“the gentlemen prefent thought proper to aban-:
don it. ‘ It gave us great pleafure to ﬁnd that
they had not altered their 0p1n10n of the im-~
poft on ale and beer, . but were as. unammous
in reprobating it as they Were h{’c year. 1In
. particular, the Lord Advocate expreﬂ‘ed him-
Aelf in- i‘trong terrns.; Among other thlngs he
obferved “ r']f‘hat thrs fpecres of local taxatlon
< had orlgmated 1n Edlnburgh and 1f now
« defeated in Edmbmgh Would at once falI
to the ground throughout Scotland never
- more to r1fe agam.—-—But 1f it was rcnewed
to thlS crty, it would be continued to every
“ other

( 3 )

i other town alr eady poflefled of it, and granted
to all other towns that chofe’ to apply for 1t —_—
«“ In thort, if not defeated now, it Would remaln
a’ galhng yoke upon the brewmg t1ade of
this country f01 ever.,”  Other gentlemen

‘alfo expreiTed a ﬁrong d1fapprobat10n of th1s

nnpoﬁ Indeed the meeting feemed to enter-

‘tain but one opinion. The Solicitor of E}.afe,
; bemg prefent declared it to be the general op1—

nion of that refpeé’table Board, that the 1mpoﬁ: |

was hlghly prejud1c1al to the pubhc révenue ;

‘and that, on peluﬁng the records of EXlee, he
found the Commlﬁioners had been’ remonﬁrat-
ing agalnft the continuance of this tax, to the
Lords of the Treafury, for more than forty years.

 The Herltors adopted the followmor re-

{olutions :

o« Refolved
Imo., That it is wife’ and expedlent to en-
courage the confumptlon of brewea hquors, :

RS

'found that the 1mmoderate ufe of fpmts has ,

‘had very per nicious eff‘e&s on' the health mo-

rals, and induftry, of the people. N
“ 2do. That the local duty of tvvo penmes on
the plnt of ale and beer payable to the city of
Fambmghn
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Ldmburgh over and above the ng $ outres
and fpmlmg the qnahty of thofe hquols .
e 3z‘zo That the county are fatlsﬁed that the
clty of Edmbm gh labourb undcr a debt of

-----

nual falanes to Profeffors and thﬂcrs whlch

wﬂl requ1re a fund ptoducmg at leaﬁ four

lhoufand poundo per amzzmz And they are of

‘ opmlon, and humbly fubrmt to the wildom of"

Parhament that it Would be an expedlent and
proper meafure, to take away the whole local
11npo{’cs on ale and beet in. Scotland which, in
all, amgunt to a fnm under nine thoufand
pounds per mzmmz And that ag Government
witl denve a crieat 1nc1€afe of revenue on ale,
beer,’ “and malt that the towns havmg grants
at prefent {hould be allowed out of the public
rcvenucq colle&ed by the Exc1fe, annual {ums,

equal to the average ampunt of thelr 1mpoﬁs, ,

for the ter ms of the1r refpe&lve grants, = This

meafure, they are convmced  will increafe.the.

pubhc revenue—-~ '

Ift By encomagmw the confumptmn of'r
brewed’ hqu01s from thelr belng better in qua-
hty, and lowe1 in pnce. 2dly, By h1gher duties,

being:

€ s5)

being ‘paid to Govemment the Blewe1 'bemg

enabled to fell the old Scots hquor called two»v

Lo

penny, at nearly the fame rate as he at plefent

fells fmall beer, 3d1y, By takmg off tbc im-

poﬁ there will be lefs mducement to commlt
fraiids againft the 1evenue | And laﬁly, they

are perfuaded, it will have a moft happy eﬁ"eal

on the morals of the people. And the meeting

therefore requeﬂ the Member for the county'

to fupport this meafure in Parliament,”

'The meetlng thereafter appomted a comq 1
mittee, for the purpofe of procurlng lnforma-v ",
tion refpe@ing the flate of the dlf’ullery and .
brewery in Scotland, and commumcatmo on, _

that fubje& with the Lords of the T1eafury

Before the plecedlng pamphlet was pnbllfh-=
_ ed, the Brewers concelved that nelther the
Magiftrates of* towns, ,nor the publtc at large,

underftood the nattne and tendency of the

impoft tax, But after fuch a dec1ded dlfap-'_ ;
plobatlon of it has fince been pronounced by
'noblemen and " gentlemen, not’ more d1l’t1n-<

guithed by the extent of their prope1 ty, than,

by their enhghtened patrlotxfm and Whofe in~

tereft - it affets—after men in the }ugheft

ofﬁces, Who enjoy fuch means of 1nf01mat10n, |
have
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have fo uncqurvocally deelar ed ’Lhelr fentiments
agarnﬁ it, the Brewers are now ' cohvinced
_that 1ts ‘nature and tendency are well under-
ftood: And fince our Ma'dl{hates themfelves,
by Wlthdravvlng their Bﬂl Taft’ feﬂion, Thave

‘pubhcly 1nduced a behef that the ev1dence
Whmh operated fo powerfully 1n every other
ouarter had alfo reaehed thelr mlnds, the
Blewers were led to entertam the moft ﬂatter—

ing expe&atlons of bClﬂO‘ 1eheved f1om thrs

. opprcﬁive tax. '
In addrtlon to thls {h01t nauative of fa&s,

We ihall next ‘take notice of a few fophlﬁlcal
arguments Whrch have been urged for the
eontmuance of the 1mpo{’c R

It has been f'ud that this tax grves the Town
Brewers a ﬂzaﬂapoly hlghly advantageous to
them, by erdudmg Country Blewers from
thelr market -* and that the removal of 1t Would

-----

poeket the money they novv pay to the town, ‘

‘ and Wonld ‘not fupnly the 1nhab1tants ‘with ale
erther better or cheaper. Tt is hence 1nfe1red
that the tax is neither a lofs to the 1nhab1tants,
nor a hard{hlp, but 1athe1 a beneﬁt to the

brewer sq

i Thcé?f.@,

(7)) .
% Thofe Who ufe thrs argument take caie
never to deﬁnc, the meanlng of their term

mmopa/y
hands, by ﬁatlng, T/Jm,‘ z‘,l'e cjmce of ¢ a. mona-

poly. cmy‘ its in_an exclz; e przw/ege in z‘ma’e,'

fu:g/Zecz’ ina fe'w mdzvzdualy of a city, or cozmz‘ry
againf?.. z‘be mz‘erg/zl of z‘/:)e m/yalazmm‘r at Zame.

‘ Now, )Wlth regard to the 1nhab1tants, We
would aﬂc thlS queﬁ'on, VVhether, were the |

- brewmg trade laid as open to competztron in

thelr hqnors to town from all quartels. ThlS' ‘

Scotland as. it is in England, or as all other

manufa&:ures are. in hoth k1ngdoms, Would it

be poﬁible for any. man, or eomhmatmn of
men, to force upon them ale. and beer of infe-

1'101' quahtles, or, at a hrgher 1ate than thelr’
\(Vere the

1ntr1nﬁc ValueP It is 1mpofﬁble..
BleWers in Edmburgh after the trade is lald
open (by the abohuon of the 1mpoﬁ) to make
fuch an attempt they Would foon ﬁnd thelr

deﬁgns frufhated by Gounny Brewers fendlng

‘part of the argument thc1efore falls to the

‘mo;zopo{y in the cafe, it is againft the Town

ground ;
Wlth regard to the other part refpe&mg a
monopo{y, if there be any fuch thing as a

Brewe

We ﬂ1a11 take the trouble o"f then. ,
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Brewer.—He cannot fell his liquors in the
country on equal terms with another Brewer,
who pays no impoft ; and if he thould happert
to fend them within the precin&s of ancther
~ impoft town, he is. fubje@ed to & tiew ims=
poflt *. Even the narrow limits within whick
this boafted mbn‘opoly confines his ;opefét?ions‘»-,-
are not fecured to him. Private families can
- fupply themfelves from any quarter they pleafe;
without paying any impoft. But although
~ monopoly was actually intended for the Town
Brewers, and the Magiftrates were to go to
the utmoft rigout of the law to maintain it

to them, fill it can be completely fubverted'

by the Country Brewer.—He has only to
~ erect a {fmall Brewery contiguous to his othef

work, to be carried on undet a fiGtitious namey

and entered with a Town, to pay its impoft:

Under cover of this {fmall Brewery, in Which"
inay be brewed the moft trifling quantity of

beer, the Brewer, if he pleafes, may felly

awithin the precinéls of the impoft, all, or the
greateft part of what he brews in both-
Breweries, without check or controul : For, by

the impoft alts, he is not refirained from ferv=

# See Pamphlet; 'pixge '26‘, ét feq. '

s very different.~-He mift pay impoft uport

o).

g private families from Bis farge Brewerys
and 1 oo R B - T .,‘}‘,‘.'&»
and }}ci may freely ferve perfons of “every des
feription from the  other; and How can it be

determined; when the ‘Tiquors are déliverédy

brewed? LT

ST Aon .. L ;,'»" 7 N y L : L R
U wtion of the Town Brewér; as has

all theale and beer he fells; not only t6'pubs’

Micans; anid private families; within: the' ‘pres
cincts 3 but.alfo upon-all he fells to perfons of
every defeription, Whérézéjtér"ﬁtuétea,‘thrdugh-fl o

0 ut'Great  Britairi: - It is evident; ‘then, that =~
;1f fth:e‘fe be any monopoly in this eafe; it in

| 'ffav?ur.;’f,o‘f the Couritry Brewer, arid ?x}‘s‘r'hélil-y o
igmr;ﬁ the. Brewer :who' refides “within the "
difirict fubjected to the impoft : And it ealfs

evident, that when, by the abolition of impofts,
‘the town iarket s faid open to 4 fice and une.
Xingdom, the public will have the bet poffible .
fecrity agaitit being impofed upont by the
Town Brewer, The benefit he will derive from.

the. abolition, . will . not. arife from ‘pocketing
S Rt IR LA ‘__‘:;5: "':"4'3.?"":},f?if-f"::'f;'
¥ Sec page 27. ot fog.

B ani s the
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. the tax he’formerly paid, for this is out of his
~power, but frombeing enabled to afford his beer

of a better quality, by which ‘the confumption
of it will be greatly incréafed ; and from being
no longer under fuch temptation of fpmhng it

) by fraudulent praices.

It has been alleged, that a 1ax, Whlch has
,exlﬁed fo long, can be no- hardthip ; and that
former Brewers muft have thought it none, as
they feem not- to have oppofed the renewal .of
—Impofts on ale, inScot-
land, have no doubt ex1ﬁed avery long time *;
“and have extracted from the Brewery, in that
‘country, very large fums of money. In the

* Edinburgh diftrict alone, there has been drawn

“nearly halfa million ﬂ:elhng fince 1693: But
how can either the long endurance-of an evil,
or its ,feventy, be urged as an arorument f01

s In our Pamphlet, we traced thls oppreff ve fpec1es of local
taxatlon ‘no farther back than the sth of William and Mary;
" but; looking into .Maitland’s Hiftory of Edinburgh, we find
(page 110.) that it claims a more ancient, though: a Tefs refpets
able parentage 1t is there ftated, that, upon apphcatron of the
Common Councd to Ohver Cromwell, in 16 54 he granted them
‘a plack, or 4 pennies Scots, on every pint of ale and beer fold
within the city and liberties, for the'term of #hree years and a half-
- Thus Cromwell appears to have been the Fathe\ of thefe zmqu

tions. ;
1008, 1ts
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its continuance. ‘This argument eﬂ'e@cually
defeats itfelf.
mer times, oppofed or ‘acquiefced:.in the re-
newal of impoft grants, is not- eafy Now to
‘afcertain. "They may have negle&ed their
own intetreft ;. but: this cannot be urged as a:
 reafon, why thofe now in that profeffion, fhould
continue to do fo. Indeed, it is very. doubtfil,
.if forter Brewers had: always an- opportumty
of expreﬁing their fentiments refpeéhng thefe
ads,. or of makmg any oppofition to them ;
becaufe! there is" reafon to beheve, they Were
fometimes carried- through, when all-the par-—

tlesglntereﬁed,-,were not aware of them, untl it

was- too late. By the aét 1 722, Which' ex-
tended the impoft over the four pari‘ﬂles‘of St.

- Cuthbert’s;: Canongate, South and North Lelth

- provifion was made for compenfatlons to the
proprietors of lands, and of breweries, within:
thefe ‘parithes, for fubmitting to' be taxed by
the ‘Magiftrates of Edmburgh who had no
jurifdi@ion over them. = 'This a& appomts ar--
biters to determine thefe compenfat10ns~ but
nonie wetre allowed the benefit of clalmmg,au

unlefs they had: ﬁgned a bond of arbitration, -

_before the firft of May thep next, Flfreen-'-
' ' r ~ : Heritors

- Whether ' Brewers, in for-




~Heritors: figned the bond, within the time l.
fnited.; and 'were allowed by the.arbiters, du-,
ring the euri‘ericy‘of'the‘ grant, the fumof 138/7%
divided in certain ‘proportions among them..
Some proptietors. of - ‘breweries, alfo . claxmed'
: w1th1n the timej and 1nﬁead of annulty, acer-
tain. fum was awarded to them, -as full com-
pe_nfatlon_ f:or,'.the.,whole’ term’ of that ‘grant,
Several other proprigtors claimed; after the 1ft.
of May ; but they were excluded, their appli--

cation; bemg too late, “In 1 752, Nine years, be—-. '

fore the ter mlnatl,on of the-act’ 1722 the Ma-—f

g1ﬁrates obtained a,new grant of 38 years. dn

this a&, there was no provifion. for. compenfa--
tion to any perfon whatever,’ exceptmg thei1g
Heritors ;. “to, Whom, the fame annuities, fettled1
under the .former a&, were contmued and
wﬂl\be lo tﬂl the termmauon of the cuueny
at in 1799 ; b 4 o ,
| The ongmal extenﬁon of1 the rmpoﬂ was mere=
ly a defenfive meafure, on the part of the Magi-

firates of Edmbur sh. It d1d not proceed upon'_

* thn we fuppofed (m Pamphlet,page 70 ) thefe compene_'
:('atlons to be 14001 or 1500/.. we fmd we were ml{taken We,
then went upon genelal rumour, pelhaps founded upon the i in-
jury done the proprzetors and other mhabltants of thefe parifhes—
thexr populalzon conﬁdered / \

the.

3y
the principle, of levymg money from people .
over whom:they had no jurifdi@ion ;. but tq
prevent.the Brewers, in the four'adjacent’ pa=
rithes, from defeating the 1mpoﬂ tax, as it pres '

v1ouﬂy ex1ﬁed within- the ‘city and hbertles. |

Now, as only ‘r5 Heritors; and only part” of
the Proprletors of breweries, ‘were indemnified
- during ‘the currency of the a& 1722 and-ag’
neither Heritors, Proprietors of bxevvenes, nor-
of houfes, came forward under the a& 17 52y
to urge their juft claim of compenfation ;. it is a
. firong prefumpnon, that the inhabitants ‘of the-
annexed parithes, now. nearly equal 1 number':
to-thofe within the city, were neither: confulted
before the pafling of thefe adls, nor apprized of*
théir nature and: tendency ~Had they-be¢n fo:
apprized; they. would certainly have demand-:
ed, that all the moneylevied upon them, as a-
'meafute of defence, thould be reftored; Their-
ﬁlence {hews, that the Brewers alfo, were: not-
informed of thefe ‘alts. until paffed into laws.
Therefore their. not- oppoﬁng, does not prove
that they acquiefced i mn them. - 00
. Having thus attempted to anfwer fuch. argu— :

- ments as have been urged in favour of the

impoft: tax, we beg leave farther to obferve, -
{hat When the grant of the Scott1ﬂ1 Parhament

1693%

B e e

AR

(e



( % )

1239 3y VVhiCh exiﬁed at the time of the Union,

future.

expired, the Britifk Parliarment’ ‘became de-

nuded of power fo rencw any fuch grants in
.."The 7th/art1cle of the Um@n runs-in thefe

Words——-“ ‘That:all parts of the united: kmgdom

¢ bBe,.for ever, liable.to the fame excifes upon

£t .:all"ex,c1feab1e.~:hquors.: It is true, -indeed,

that the impoft upon malt-lignors; then pay-

-~ _ment,. by’ which it Was eﬁabhihed

able to the city of Edinburgh, and: other towns-

in Scotland is: exprefsly referved,ﬂand conti-

nued: by the Union,  among; other- private
grants, as. formérly mentioned- in our Pam-~.
phlet.- But it ¢ould not be the méaning: of the:

«Commlﬂioners who- framed the: Umon, to ‘ex-.

tend. this grant béyond' the: time- fixed' for- its:
termination: by theracr of the Scot’tlfh Parlia~
* Their.
meamng certainly: was;: to--leave. this_impoft:
grant: as. they. found- it ;. and: when - the: time’

ﬁxed for: its. expnauon, by the'Parliament of'

Scotland “arrived;: it could - not, - confiftently
with_this article of the Umon, be 1enewed by
the Parliament ‘of Great Britains SRR

. With regard to 'the city of" Edmburgh -the’

principle which 'muft have fwayed tlle,cezlduet =

of the Commiffioners, m

(‘Is)

may be colle&ed bj‘r
perufing the impoft ac, 1-69 3, of William and -
Mary,. then current ; and which, at the time
of atéhe!,Un‘.‘ion', had {ixteen \yearg_;‘ ‘to'run., That
at exprefsly fays, “ That their Majefties will
“ grant this impofition for zbis once—to help
“ and reheve the {aid city i this exlmom’mary
And tOWards the clofe of* the fame
a& “their Majeﬁles declare, “ That havmg

& mamzer.

% granted the faid impofition; as a fufficient

* fund for  payment of the debts of the city,

« ¢ they revoke an 1mpoﬁt10n upon wine and |

“ broad cloth.”
“The firft thing that would- firike a Commif~
fioner, on looking into ‘this a&, muft have

‘been, that it was merely’ intended as a‘tfempca
rary meafure, to effe® a partlcular objeQ ;-

viz. the payment of the town’s debts. And
fince the Parliament of Scotland had, for this.
once, made {uch a -grant—at the fame time de-
claring it to be an em‘mom’mary meqfum’, not
to be drawn-into a preceaent he might alfo
be d1fpofed~ for this once, to admit a praftice

- inconfiftent with all the. principles on which
~the Union is framed ; ‘That is, he left this
: temporary grant to die. a natural death, by the

: : exp’ratlom
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. expuatlon of ‘the aé‘c of thé Scottith Parhaﬂ

ment " But the inftant thls act "expired, the

article of the Union, which. we have cited;

| became the fupreme law of both kingdoms
~and no fuch grant could conﬁﬁently with it;
e renewed: ’ '

- That the 1mpoﬁ taz\, thoucrh payable to
towns, is virtually an additiorial excife, appears
evident'; becaufe it is levied by the excifes
books, upon’ excifeable hquors. As it tends

to deprefs the Brewery in one pait of the
united, kingdom, it is farther inconfiftent with

~that equality of tradé, whichis fo anx1ouﬂy
guarded in the other amcles of - that folemn
envasrement. v ; '.

If, ther efore;. the towns in Scotland needed

- & revenue, after the impoft a@s, which exift<

ed at the time of the Union, -expired; they
ought to have looked towards. other {ources
hot’ 1nconﬁﬁent Wlth that tranfa&ion. ~Conti=
nuing the impoft; is a mamfeﬁ violation of the
" Union, in fo far as it is e{’cabhﬂuna a zew or

additional excife ; while the Umon e*(plefsly

Tfays, that the éxcife, upon all excifeable ‘ar< '

ficles, fhould for ever be #be Jameé in all parts
of the united kmgdorn. ' *

[

"We
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We have' already- hmted in our Pamphlet |
our doubts, how far it was confiftent. with the
Union, 10 levy duties upon the malt-liquors

of England when vended in Scotland. Our
~_obje& never was, to fecure to ourfelves ex-
clufive pr1v1leges of any kind ; but, merely,

that the trade of brewmg thould be put upon

the fame footlng in all palts of the united

kingdom., C |
Thus it appears evident, that the contin

nuance of. thefe impofls is a mamfeﬁ infringe-

‘ment of the Union, both as it'l'efpe&s Eng-
land, and as it refpects Scotland., The conti- .

nuance of thefe impofts had induced a neceffity

of violating the Umon in Scetland, by 1mpoﬁng |

a greater exc1fe upon one” Brewer than upon

another ;-and, as 4 meafure of prote&ion, it has

been found nec_eifary to violate the Union, as

if refpeéts England, by impofing a new excife -
“upon Englifh liquors, when they come Wxthm
) the diftricts fubjected to ‘the 1mpoﬁ tax.
Since the preceding pages went to prefs, ‘we -
have been favoured with a copy of the Petition

of the Magi'f’cra‘tes of Edinbugh, now depend-
ing in the Houfe of Commons. It gives us
great pleafure to ﬁnd that they no longer

-G - infift

i

[Sa——




e e T

mreoe

TR

i

S e

I

e R A TRt o e

\
( 18 )

infift upon the renewal of the impoft, in aii
- unqualified. manner; but exprefls a readinefs
~ to accept a proper fubflitute for this tax. That

fuch a fubfitute may eafily bej‘fcj)ufnd.,—;—‘or that
- the plan propofed by the .‘Gen_tleme_n, of Mid-
\"Lothian,i_v in the refolutions already flated,

would prove highly advantageous to the Go-

'Vernmeﬁt, and . to ,allji'_thg', parties: concerned,

we entertain no thadow of doubt. ‘

B

~ THE END.




