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-we could not proceed one ftep further in taxing

cither the Luxuries or Ncceflkries of Life),

would it not be for the intereft of the Stock-

holders to propffe to remit to Government one
or two per cent, of their fcveral capitals, pro-

bably annexing conditions refpefting contribu-

tions from landed and all other property ?—

A

grant of two per cent, would produce more than

two millions and a half, at the prefent price of
Stocks, and each individual would only feel

a diminution of a 50th part of his income. The
contribution being^iV^w, Public Faith would be
fio way violated ; the dread of a total lofs (which

I prefumc is the caufe of the prefent very low
price of Stocks) would be removed •, the con-

tribution would be continually circulating, and
every one partaking by himfelf or his connec-

tions ; People would feel the effedl gradually ;

Foreigners concerned in our Funds would be

neceditated to contribute, and thereby much
money retained that would otherwife go abroad ;

People's incomes would be taxed in proportion

to the receipt i and if a mode of raifing all fu-

ture fupplies had the fame • objeSl^ articles of
Luxury and the Neceflaries of Life need not be

further taxed, which would remove the motive

for People of Fortune, as well as Manufafturers,

quitting this Country ; and the money owing
from Government being ftill the fame (only the

contributive part having changed hands;, the

* I mean, if people's annual incomes were in general

taxed upon recei'vi/ig, as is the cafe in the Land-Tax. And
it is worthy confideration, that by taxing Money in the re-

ceipt (its annual produce), all who have property here, and
refide abroad, would be made to contribute towards its fe-

icurity and defence, ^* ^>... , ^ • - * --
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