5-6 Letter VII from a Farmer (1768)

John Dickinson John ﬁ)ickinsorx. who was born in Maryland in 1732, studied law in London and returned
to Philadelphia in 1757. He began publishing attacks on British reforms in a 1765 pam-

phlet, The Late Regulations Respecting the British Colonies. In that work Dickinson argued

that the Sugar Act and St

British mercantile system.

amp Act (see text pp. 136-139) would be detrimental to the
Writing anonymously under the pen name “A Farmer,” this so-
phisticated lawyer won fame and popularity with a series of twelve essays attacking the
Townshend duties (see text pp. 145-146). These essays appeared in the Pennsylvania
Chronicle between December 1767 and February 1768 and were then issued in pamphlet
form as Letters from a Farmer in Pennsylvania to the Inhabitants of the British Colonies
(1768). Letter VII was first published on January 11, 1768. The essays were so popular
that other authors soon could simply refer to “The Farmer” or “The Farmer’s Letters”
and expect readers to recognize the reference.

Source: Pennsylvania Chronicle and Universal Advertiser, 11 January 1768.

There are two ways of laying taxes. One is, by imposing a
certain sum on particular kinds of property, to be paid by
the user or consumet, or by rating the personata certain sum.
The other is, by imposing a certain sum on particular kinds
of property, to be paid by the seller.

When a man pays the first sort of tax, he knows with cer-
tainty that he pays so much money for a tax. The considera-
tion for which he pays it, is remote, and, it may be, does not
occur to him. He is sensible too, that he is commanded and
obliged to pay it as a tax and therefore people are apt to be
displeased with this sort of tax.

The other sort of tax is submitted to in a very different
manner. The purchaser of an article, very seldom reflects
that the seller raises his price, so as to indemnify himself for

for our own use. That paper and glass are not only conve-
nient, but absolutely necessary for us, [ imagine very few will
contend. Some perhaps, who think mankind grew wicked
and luxurious, as soon as they found out another way of
communicating their sentiments than by speech, and an-

other way of dwelling than in caves, may advance so whimsi-

cal an opinion. But I presume no body will take the unneces- -

sary trouble of refuting them.

From these remarks I think it evident, that we must use

paper and glass; that what we use must be British; and that -
we must pay the duties imposed, unless those who sell these
articles, are so generous as to make us presents of the duties -
they pay. g7
Some persons may think this act of no consequence, be- e
cause the duties are so small. A fatal error. That is the very
circumstance most alarming to me. For [ am convinced, that
the authors of this law would never have obtained an act to
raise so trifling a sum as it must do, had they not intended by
it to establish a precedent for future use. To console ourselves:

Pence, Shillings or Pounds? To attempt to limit their rights

¥

!

the tax he has paid. He knows that the prices of things are with the smallness of the duties, is to walk deliberately into:’
continually fluctuating, and if he thinks about the tax, he the snare that is set for us, praising the neatness of the work~"
thinks at the same time, in all probability, that he might have manship. Suppose the duties imposed by the late act could.
paid as much, if the article he buys had not been taxed. He be paid by these distressed colonies with the utmost ease;. y
gets something visible and agreeable for his money; and tax and that the purposes to which they are to be applied, were 4 !
and price are so confounded together, that he cannot sepa- . the most reasonable and equitable that can be conceived, the ¢
rate, or does not chuse to take the trouble of separating * contrary of which [ hope to demonstrate before these letters
them. are concluded; yet even in such a supposed case, these:

This mode of taxation therefore is the mode suited to colonies ought to regard the act with abhorrence. For WHO, ‘5- !
arbitrary and oppressive governments. The love of liberty is ARE A FREE PEOPLE? Not those, over whom government i L § |
so natural to the human heart, that unfeeling tyrants think reasonably and equitably exercised, but those, who live under =
themselves obliged to accommodate their schemes as much a government so constitutionally checked and controuled, that. ; |
as they can to the appearance of justice and reason, and to proper provision is made against its being otherwise exers
deceive those whom they resolve to destroy, or oppress, by cised. Al
presenting to them a miserable picture of freedom, when the The late act is founded on the destruction of this constis
inestimable original is lost. tutional security. If the parliament have a right to lay a duty = 8

[ shall now apply these observations to the late act of of Four Shillings and Eight-pence on a hundred weight of & 1
parliament. Certain duties are thereby imposed on paper glass, or a ream of papef, they have a right to lay a duty ofany” 3-;'1 i
and glass, etc. imported into these colonies. By the faws of other sum on either. They may raise the duty, as the author S 4
Great-Britain we are prohibited to get these articles from any before quoted says has been done in some countries, till it" !
other part of the world. We cannot at present, nor for many «axceeds seventeen or eighteen times the value of the com= &
years to come, tho’ we should apply ourselves to these man- modity.” In short, if they have a right to levy a tax of one %
ufactures with the utmost industry, make enough ourselves penny upon us, they have a right to levy a million upon us: 8 !

For where does their right stop? At any given number © O

&

after granting it to exist at all, is as contrary to reason—as- &

granting it to exist at all, is contrary to justice. If they have any
right to tax us—then, whether our own money shall continue =

s




