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Now I will confider its Propriety as

a Tax. All Taxes ought to be laid for one

or both of thefe Purpofes. Either it is a

Tax of Revenue, the View of which is to

fupply the Neceffities of the Publick, or it

is a Tax of Police intended to operate as a

Reftraint 5 for Inflance, on the Importatioa

or Conftimption of foreign Manufadlures to

the Prejudice of our own, or on fome Ar?
tide of Luxury prejudicial to the Publick,

I fay. Luxury prejudicial to the Publick;

for it is in this limited Senfe that we ought

to underftand the Maxim that Luxury is to

be taxed. The Term Luxury is vague and
Vindefined. In the moil extended Senfe it

iignifies every Thing which is not neceffary,

Gq into Irelandy and perhaps into fome

Parts of Britain^ we fliall find Shoes and

Stockings are Articles of Luxury. But it

does not follow, that we ought therefore to

lay a Tax on Shoes and Stockings. Wc
have


