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Frowm thefe remarks I think it evident, that we muf ufe paper
and glafs; that what we ufe muf#? be Britifp; and that we muff
_pay the duties impofed, unlefs thofe who fell thefe articles, are fo .
generous as to make us prefents of the duties they pay.

SomE perfons may think this a&t of no confequence, becaufe the
duties are fo /mall. A fatal error. Thar is the very circumftance
moft alarming tome. For I am convinced, that the anthors of this
law would never have obtained an a& to raife fo trifling a fum as it
muft do, had they not intended by ## to eftablith a precedent for fu-
ture ufe. ‘To confole ourfelves with the fmallzef; of the duties, is
to walk deliberately into the fnare that is fet for us, praifing the
neatnefs of the workmanthip. Suppofe the duties impofed By the
late aét could be paid by thefe diftrefled colonies with the utmoft
eafe, and that the purpofes to which they are to be applied, were
the moft reafonable and equitable that can be conceived, the con-
trary of which I hope to demonftrate before thefe letters are con-
cluded ; yet even in fuch a fuppofed cafe, thefe colonies ought to
regard the a& with abhorrence. For wHO ARE A FREE PEOPLE ?
Not zkofe, over whom government is reafonably and equitably ex-
ercifed, but #hgfe, who live under a government {o conflitutioually
checked and controuled, that proper provifion is made againft its
being otherwife exercifed.

Tae late aé is founded on the deftruion of this conftitutional
fecurity. If the parliament have a right to lay a duty of Four Shil-
lings and Eight-pence on a hundred weight of glafs, or a ream of
paper, they have a right to lay a duty of any other fum on either.
They may raife the duty, as the author before quoted fays has been
done in fome countries, till it ¢ exceeds feventeen or eighteen
times the value of the commodity.” In fhort, if they have a
right #o levy a tax of one penny wpon us, they have a right to levy a
wmillion upon us: For where does their right flop ? At any given
number of Pence, Shillings or Pounds? To attempt to limit their
right, after granting it to exift at all, is as contrary to reafon----as
granting it to exift at all, is contrary to juftice. If zhey have any
right to tax us----then, whether our cavn money thall continue in our
own pockets or not, depends no longer on us, but on #hem.
1 ¢¢ There is nothing which” we ‘¢ can call our own ; or, to ufe
the words of Mr. Locke----wHAT PROPERTY HAVE” WE  IN
THAT, WHICH ANOTHER MAY, BY RIGHT, TAKE, WHEN HE
PLEASES, TO HIMSELF ?”’

Tresk duties, which will inevitably be levied upon us---which are
now levying upon us---are expre/ly laid FOR THE SOLE PURPOSE
OF TAKING MONEY. 'This is the true definition of ¢ taxes.”
They are therefore zaxes. This money is to be taken from us.

We

I Lord Cambden’s fpeech.
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