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Mr S. SmrTn.—Mr. Speaker, I was one of thole their carriages for conveyance of perfons, appears ta  (Mr. Dennis) will tell us what is the luxury arifing
who at the meeting of congrels, did believe that it me as-unjuft as a tax would be on carriagés for con- out of the ftamp a¢t. It is true. that 400 gfficers
would be prudent to repeal the flamp tax only, at the veyance'of goods. Sir, this tax does not fall in my will be dismissed by the repeal § but, hewever, I may
srelent {ellion, and to permit the other internal taxes .diffrict on the luxurious alone, X am inclined to bes regret tite injury, fome of my acquaintances may
1o remain until the next fefion of congrefs. ‘The lieve that more than two thirds of the tax is paid by fuffer, yet I do not believe that thesr loss of office
repeal of the whole of thofe taxes being propofed, it citizens keeping carriages for hire, nearly the whole will grealy difturb the tranguillity of the pecple, and
became my duty to examine the fubject tully ; this I of the other third by our citizens for their canve- permit ine here to remark that had the taxes on the
have done, and the refult has been favourable to the nience, I am porfuaded that my diftri€ alone paid licences, auétions, refined fugar and carriages, been
repeal, I fhall afk leave to make a few obfervations more in 1800 to the carriage tax than was paid Ly continued, it would have required a great proportion
on the bill now on its palfage, 5 Vermont, Kentucky and Tenneffee, and perhaps of thofe 400 officers to colleét them; the coft of

It does not appear that any gentleman defires to Georgia together—Can I (“hnowing this circum- which would bave been too great for their amount to
prevent the repeal of the tax on domestic distilled  stance) ever give my conlent to continue a tax every bear.  May not the delire of keeping their friends
spirits, for no member has moved to ftrike it out of way so tnequal. . in pzv be a ftrong inducement with gentlemsn to re-
the bill. I take it therefore for granted, that its re. I will be rold that taking the whole four objedts tain the taxes? 40 crecte offices has been the fus

al is desired by all,  Nor do I believe that the re-  propof=d to be ftruck out together, to wit, liccnces, courite system with fome gentlemen ; the {yltem of
peal of the ftamp a& is ferioufly objedted to. I fhall auctions, carriages and refined sugar, that the refult the repudlicans is to lessen their numbers, and dis-
in confequence confine my obfervations principally to  wculd be more equal. Sir, I have examined that miss all that are useless.
thofe duties, the repeal of which has been oppoled. fubje¢t alfo, and have found the refult nearly similar. Mr. Speaker, it has been faid that the revenue
Three of thofe I voted for retaining in the bill, that The grofs amount colle¢ted on thofe four objects is  will not be fufficient (without the aid of the ‘internal
isy for the repeuly to wity licences for retaiiers of li- 259,890 dallars; of this fum Maryland paid 80,060 duties) to wmeet the exigencies of our government;
guérs, sales at auction and carriages for the “convey-  dollars, one cighth of the whole, and nearly double and yet we have feen thofe very gentlemen who make
gnce of persons. My reafons I will now fubmit to the fair proportion of that flate.—Ceonnecticut paid ule of that argnment, voting to repeal (in addition
the houfe.—The laws laying thofe duties, paffed in  but 10,521 dollars, being little more than one third to the internal taxes) the wlwle duty on bohea tea,
1794 for two years, were afterwards continued until of that paid by Maryland. I will not fay that this fugar, coffee and falt, making togetiler an amount
Auvguft, 1301; and on the 23d of February of that was good caufe for gentlemen from that ftate to vete of more than two millions of dollars.  Had they
year, were made perpeival. T have ncver yet heard for the continuance of thofe taxes, but I will fay, fucceeded, the government muft have ftopped; it

~any good reafon afligned why a retailer of liguors  that it would be a bad reafon for my colleague (Mr. could not have met its engagements.  But did they
fhould be compelled; v pay for permiflion to purfue Dennis) to offer for moving to ftrike thein out of the intend ta fucceed? No, Sir, if they could have
his bufinefs more than a wholefale dealer in liquors, repealing law., But, Sir, the incquahity and of courfe tacked thofe items to the bill, they would have then
a retailer of dry goods, a wholefale meichant, a injuftice will be more clearly fhewn when it is known voted, I have no doubt, againft the whele bill, and
lawyer, a doftor, or any other profeffion, by which that Maryland paid nearly 2000 dollars more of thofe thus attain their fole objett, to wit: to prevent the
man obtains an honeft livelihoad.—The exigency of four taxes than were paid by the feven important ftates repeal of any of the internal taxes, or any reduction
the times induced the laying of that tax; but it was of New-Hampthire, Vermont, N. Carolina, S. Caro- of the duty on salty sugar, &c. &, Can we, Mr,
then faid, thatit wasonly for a short time, and would lind, Georgia, Kentucky, and Tenneffee. Thole Spcaker, Ipare thefe taxes, and meet the wants of go-
be repealed whenever it could be {pared ; i# can now feven ftates will have, alter the next eledtion, in this vernment? I think we can, The fecretary of the
be spared, Mr. Speaker, and ought to be repealed for houfe 42 members, and have paid only 28,304 dol. treafury reports, and it is conceded by all, that the re-
it is unjust. This tax ought to be repealed for ano- lars, when Maryland paid 30,060 dollars, and will venues were fully equal to the expenditures under the
ther reafen ; its ineqUality as it relates to the ftates, and  have only nine reprefentativess This muft be unjult; exifting laws, at the commencement of the prefent
particularly as it relates to Maryland, the ftate I have the repeal ought to be made, or on fome future occa- f{effion; that having been the-cafe; if the prefent
this honour to reprefent,—I have with care examined fion thofe ftates may think it convenient to increafe congrefs have already made favings by a redudticn of
the documents from the treafury, and find that Mary- thofe taxes of which they pay fo very little. the army, and a difmiffal of ufclels cfficers to the
land paid for licences in 1800, 4390 dollars, having But, Mr. Speaker, we have been told that taking amount of the internal taxes, then certainly the go-
-9 members (under the new cenfus,) Virginia having the whole odjects of internal taxation into one view, vernment will be fully comipetent to meet every de-
22 members, paid only=5680 dollars, and North-Ca-  they will be found nearly equaly as respects the states. mand. Have we done this? I think we have, to
rolina,”having 12 members, paid but 2555 dollarss— I have alfo examined that fubject, and have found the wit:
Nay Mr. Speaker, Maryland paid more than was paid  inequality as it refpects the ftate I have the honour to  On the army eftablithment, the difference of expendi.
by all the five ftates of Rhode-Island, Vermont, Ken. reprefent continued. Maryland paid in 1800, of the ture between that repealed, and the law juft pafled,
tucky, Tenneflee and South-Carolina, the wholé of amount alually received- into the treafury, charges is agreeably to the report of the fecretary of
thofe ftates paid only 4555 dollars for retailers licen-  and drawbacks deducted for that year, 72,735 dol- war, dollars 500,060
ces—Can this be juft? Can it be right? ought 2 lars, Conne&icut paid only 22,695 dollars, nat one On the naval eftablifhment (between the fum efti-
member from Maryland to continue atax so unequal third of the payment mads by Maryland. North-  mated on the mecting of congrefs and that now

on his fellow-citizens ? - . Carolina 46,479 dollars, and the whole feven follow- required) a faving will be in confequence of a fall
Sales at auction.—This tax falls on thefe who ing ftates only 59,093 dollars, to wit: New-Hamp- of wages ?nd provilions of dollars 200,009

from neceflity or from a defire to raife money to meet fhire 3,149 Jollars—-—Vermont 1,397 dollars—New- On the judiciary (the law repealed) 31,500

particular objects, fend their goods for public fale ;  Jerfey 16,109 dollars—Delaware 7,836 dollars=— On the forts (lefs than the eftimate) 70,000

or, it is paid by perfons about to remove from one Georgia 3,000 dollars—Tenneffee 4,909 dollars, and .

part of the country to another, and fell their little Connecticut 22,693 dollars—add to thofe the amount Mauking together dollars 801,500

all to enable them to remave with their families. I paid by the wealthy and important flate of South-Ca-  The average annval receipts arifing from the per-
have never yet heard any reafon of force to fhew why rolina, and it will be found that one half the ftates manent internal taxes has been declared by the Com-
2 man who {ells his goods at public fale fhould pay a  of the union paid lefs than 16,000 dollars beyond the mittce of Ways and Means (and their report has been
duty on fales not paid by thofe who fell at private fifgle itate of Maryland of the whole internal taxes admitted to be correét) to amount only to 600,000
fale.—This tax is flill more unequal in its operation for the year 1800,  Thus you fee that New-Hamp- dollars; the higheft calculation has been 650,000 dol-
than that on licences. Maryland paid in 1800 for fhire, having more than half the inhabitants of Ma- lars.—This being the fact, we can fafely fpare taxes
the tax on:audtions 6734 dollars; Virginia, 4731 rylind, and Vermont having ncarly half her numbers, to that amount, having already_rgtrcnched our expena
dollars, and Connecticut only 142 dollars, Can it be pay fcarce any part of the internal taxes—are we then ccs'abovc 800,000 dollars.—Weg'fThall make yet other
juft that Conne&ticut, having nearly as many inhabi- to be furprifed if thofe ftates who fcarcely pay any favings fo as to make the whole, as I expeét, amoun:
tants, thall pay byt 142 dollass of a tax where Mary-  thing, or if Connecticut, who pays fo fimall a part of nearly to ore million ofdollarss To fave from pub-
land contributes <o the fame 6733 dollars. It may  the internal-taxes, fhould be found vnting againft the lic expence will be more pleafing to the people than
operate with' géntlemen from that ftate as a good rea- repeal.  Yes, Sir, we ought to be furprifed—the in- to raife a fimilar fum from them by taxes.
son for. retainid the tax, but certainly ought to have juftice is-so glaring, that the members muft in honour s It may be thought by gen_tlcmcn who hive not par-
had a contrary effe@t qu my colléague (Mr. Dénnis)) vote for the repeal of taxes to which their citizens ticularly attended to the fubjec, that we fhall be un-
he great ineguahty of the tax on a}i&foﬁs will appear  contribute o little—justice demands. it of them, and prepared to meet the demand againft the United
more ftriking gehen gentlemen turn’to the document, they will obey her toice. ) " 1 trez
and fee that-Maryland a@tually paid iore than eleven  The very great ineguality of each &f thofe taxes— not know the precife amount of the claim flipulated to
#1dfé3, to wit, New-Hamplhire, Rhode-Ifland, Connec-  of the four conjointly, or of the whole of the internal be paid, but 1do know the fum limitted by the late
“teut, Vermant, New-Jerfey, Deélaware, Kentucky; duties taken together, will plead my apology with fuch adminiftration, beyond which our minister. could not gb,
Téhhcﬂ'té.Nf)rthib;amlina, Georgia and South-Caro- of my colleagues as may have conceived that théfe and I-have not a doubt of our being prepared to pay

and paid 'in. 1800 but 5626 dollars, Gn the tax on  not but believe that had the fubje&‘pte_fenteq itfelf fegretary’s report, and they will be faﬁsﬁct?4 The fea
fales at anétions; ‘when Miryland paid 6734 doltars,  to the mind of my colleague (Mr. Dennis) as it has cretary fays,. after. ﬁitl{\g a. number of items of re-
3 Carriages for cdnveyance gf persons.  Thistax has  to mine, he would not have’ given: the oppofition he ccipts, ¢ Thafefeveral items, (¢x°'“ﬁv?'i§ of feveral

een conlidered by miny as.a direct tax under the _has to the repeal. I muft believe, that he ‘will not  balances due by individuals, a part of whichwill events

L]

. yoted fof it hut Ao IS camiot but ‘have doubtsjon unegually on his Rate 8 thofe do. -We: have beén  exceeding three million of dollars, .and ‘may for the
_the fublear whér(fr':'é?ﬂlélf&lie"éﬁﬁtjoﬁ ‘of the late told that the Tubje@ ought to be confidered in a na- " prefent.be confidered asresources sufficient to meey, the
‘diveeY vax, and the i 'c‘?(x\Na’liiy"féﬁ't i€ cartiage”tax, 33 dional point of view, and that thofe dutics afc objeéts “demands againff the Unitod-Statesy. whichmray-be

- ‘might be'taxed, and if they were, the . New-England ' always [uppoled that iy dufy was to prevent an in- the’ treaty -with _ Greag Britain, "aridj_bﬁz’iﬁfl:

. raigtes wonld® pag g pare of the ~taxes . Would -this equality. of - taxés being' inmpofed on the flate- T was article of the conventiat with. Francei™ =1.p 02 000

) i)béﬁj,ft?.Mnry&ﬁd‘;ﬁ:ﬂ}ér',zhi:‘%ﬁy ‘ort karriages E?é&adtr't& ‘,répré[cnt',_%gd cirefullys fo attend to the = M;.’Spc_akcr,. it cinnot fail tq give Pl H:l'w{o ouz
L ..'\?_5.9,3“6“,311‘;,Ci:’n‘x‘xéaiéit'on'k 4564 dollass, being 'inveress of iy Eojtituents, | 1 am yet tolearn-what canflitacnts when they:know,  that we: have oot the
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4 constitiition, T'di ’n"'!‘t!\in:;;cf;dﬁ“'i_(s_ pallage, and  nots vote for the contipuance of taxes which fall fo ually be received inta the treafury), conftitute.a futm -

Concress of the UNiTED StaTES, little more than’one Half:thereof; and the fevén flates luxury there is,in drinking whiskeyumnor have I been
- — . of New-Hampthire, Rhodé:lfland; Vermont, Ken- informed that retailers of liquors find much’luxury in -
HOUSE}( REPRESENTATIVES tucky, Tenneffee, South-Carolina and Georgia ‘pay paring for their licencess Does the seller at auétion
C e T i ) together only 301 dollars more than Maryland. The find it luxurious to'pay a duty on the amount of his
GensrAL S. Satitu’s SPEECH ) ,tax on carriages falls particilarly hard on the diftrit goods fold? The owner of an elegant carriage may ‘7
On the Repeal of the INTERNAL TaxEse Treprefents ~ In the city of Baltimore more than 100  feel the luxury of riding in itesbut I dcubt whether T
Monday,~March 22, 1802. carriages tor hirc parade the ftreets, befides ailarge the man who Aeeps carricges for hire, or the people
HE bill to repeal the Internal T'axes was read  number efployed from that city on the roads—The who keep chairs to carry their families to church,
the third time. owners carn an honest livélihocd thereby; a tax on  find much lukury in paying the tux. My colleagug

States Jately arranged under the Britith treaty. -Ido.

Jina's thofe ftates will have 58 members o this floor, ~taxes ought not to be repealed.  Indeed, Sir, I can- that amount, Gentlemen will turn topage 11 of the |

k. ‘.it’rtfpea:, thé Rates,” : raggons o *fimjlar principles of Tixuty—ita the firlt T'do not subseribel” 1have eventually payabie ‘on accaupt of the fixth ‘utvicvlg‘ of
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