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. the ill effeéls above ftut.d would be in proportion "to the duty impofed. An aithough it may -
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Iix 'tHe SENATE, Janvary 2z, 1785.
GewTLEMEN, : . . . . s . CoL '
SUPPOSING your bill to impofe duties on certain enumerated articles imported into and
exported out of this ftate, and on all other guods, wares, and mei chandife, imported into this
ftate, miche be confidered fo much of the.nvaturcv of a mon-y bill, as to prevent this houfe from"
.a right to propofe cmendments, and withing to avuid every occafion of difpute between the two
houfes upon the fubjedt of the feparate rights of eith T, we adopted the ufual mode of commu-
nication to obtain amendments to the bill, by reducing the duty on falt to tour-pence per buthel,
fhortening the continudnce ot the bill for three years, and ftnking out every part which relates
to impofing a duty on exports, and to add a claufe for appropiiating the money, or part of it,
to congrels, for the current yeat, Having failed in the attempt to obtain thete amendments,
we were conftrained to negative the whole bili, -or o agopt thofe parts which we confider as
impolitic, /W'c have diflented o the bill, though very defiious of laying the duties propofed by
it upon imports; except on falt ; though the Guty on this frticle will perhaps in, its opcration
be more equal than any other, yet we think it too high, and its cquality is rather an objeétion
than a recommenaation of it tor it indifedt taxation 1s to be as equal a3 a jire&@ afleflmeiit, we
fee no reafon for prefer ing the firlt to the luft mode of drawing money from the people, Indi-
re&l taxation, or laying dutics op fuch articles as are confumed, has been generally adopted,
with a view to throw the burthens of government on thofe who are beft able to tear them; pur-
fuing this principle, the articles generally confumed by the rich, ought to pay a higher duty,
than thofe in the ufe of 'which the poor participate with the rich in a degree proportionate td '
their circumftances; ti.e duty upon falt, according to this'reaw ought to be much lower '
than we propoled to make it ; but as it appeared (o us that youwere defirous of laying a duty
on this urticle; and we wifhed to gratify your views us tar as we could, without laying too heaw.
vy a burthen, we propofed fixing the duty on tale as high as could be done, without its being
too burthenfome.  "T'he continuince 6t the bill we think teo long. In matters fo important as ,
the regulatien of trade, great czution ought to be ufed, and we ought to know by experience the
effc&t of a fythem, beiore we eltavlith it for a length of tipme. It the regulations are gnod, ther
can be little doust bur the aét will be continued ; 1f injurious, the fooner they end the hqqcé
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and although it may be faid, that if this aét is found by experience to be improper, it ymay be i

repealed, we think it is more prudent to depend on the witdom of both houles, to contthue a B
ncficial law, th n un their concurrence 1o repeal an aét woich may have effeds injurious to
commerce, though irs immed ate tenden vy is o vring m .ney into the trealury. A co'nmiffion
of four per cent 15 piven by the bill to the naval officers, exclulive of the fees of office. - We
adimut thae the nav.l officers in general, and particularly th: naval officer at the port or Balti-
‘mote, fhould ve men of character and firiet integuty, and therefore that they ought to hiye a
decent tupport, {o as o place them above temptation.  ‘The naval officer at Baltimdre-town in

ticular deferves well of this country ; the .efponfibility or his office, the trounle and expences
attending 1ts due execution, roquire that the falary fhould be liberal; but while we exprefs this
opinion, 1t is vur duty to guara againdt profufion, and to provide againtt tne gradaal introduc-
tion o! lucrative cffices, which might injure and coirupt our government in procels of time,.
Not being atie ro afcertain the fees of office, nor what fumg_che dutics colledted i1n the ditteict
ot Baluumure, may amount tu, we do not prewend to decide ®n the pr priety or impropri. ty of
the commiflinn allowed by the bill ; the co'lectisn of the duties during three years would furnifl
the legifl..ure with fufficient < ata to govern them in the 4l'owance ot a commiffion t) be given

to the navai officers at the expirstion of that time; and therejore we wifh the continuan.e of the "_'?
law to be reftricted to three yeais ;3 the objellions to thefe parts of your uill we think weighty 5 3
but the duties on exports we confider altogether inadmiflible at prefent. It has generally been b
thouht impolilic to lay duties on the export of commoditics produced in any country, efpecially i
where che fame kind of commodities are produced in other ftates which trade in the fame chan-

cafe the cominodities will (ell at foreign markets at an equal price, the merchant will cftimate
the duty in the price given, and of courfe the duty will full onithe maker, «nd not the confumer,
ot the commodity ; and thus the incentive to induftiy will be fefs in the ftates impofing a duty,
than in thole where no duty is laid, or it may induce the citizens of the flate where a duty is

nely and the commosiities produced by all are amply (uflicicnt for the demand; for 2% in this Hﬁ
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laid, who live convenicnt, 1o ufe the ports of a ne:ghbouring ftate, and thus the advantages of

fhipping will be loft.  Confider what effcets a duty on wheat and flour exportéd frém this ttate

would have. We have underttood, that the lupply of thofe articles from tiis to foreign coun-

tiies have for fome time b-en fo canfiderable, and of confequence the price fo low, th:t the ¢x- i
porter has toft money by them ; there'is no duty on thole articles that we know of in the ncigh- ik
bouring ftates, trom which g eat quantities are exported ; we conceive, that fhould we impdfe i
even the duties intended by your bul, before a fipilar duty is laid" by the ncighbouring ft -tes, E i

be fuid, that the articles of wheat and flour are generaily higher in price in P nfylvania than in
Maryland, it may be anfwered, that this difference of price in the article is made up by fuvings
and other convenicnees to the merchant in fhipping from their ports, fo that the commodity,
when it gets to foreipn markets, cofts him no more exported from Pennfylvania than from Ma-
ryiand.  We believe the price of wheat and flour is lefs in Virginia than in Maryland, and the
convenience of exportation in favour ot this ftaté.  Some of é}lcfc objelions do not apply to lay~
ing a duty on tobacco ; the demand for this article being great, the produce being confined in

1
gheat }’



