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PREFACE

T is hoped that no Perfon will con-
ceive a Prejudlce againft the follow-

ing Obfervations, becaufe they come
 from an Officer of the Revenue, or ima-
gine that they are calculated merely to

~ advance the Revenue without Regard to
~ the Agriculture or Brewing Trade of this

Kingdom.

The Author cannot be ignorant that
the Revenue, Agriculture, Landed Pro-
perty and General Intereft of the Nation
coincide with, and depend effentially u
on the Profpenty of the Brewing Trade,
and therefore muft know that the Rel-

toration and Advancement of this Trade,

will materially promote the Advantage
of thofe other great Objects; whereas
a partial Attentlon to the Intereft of the
Revenue, if purfued by Means detri=
mental to the Brewing Txade, would ine-

a vita Dly
i
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vitably 1njure that Obje&t which is mean 1

to be promoted.

Imprefled with a juft Regard to Land- ':

ed and Commercial Intereft, and unin-
fluenced by any partial Motives or Pur-
pofes whatfoever, the Author fubmits
his Sentiments to the Publick Candour.
Should they upon Examination be found
to be erroneous, they are neverthelefs well
intended. He would be very forry indeed
to be thought a difingenuous Man, but it
would be no great Mortification to him
to be deemed an unfuccefsful Reafoner,
efpecially in a Matter of a very complex
and intricate ‘Nature.
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OBSERVATIONS

ON THE

}BREWING TRADE
!

IREL AND.

HE Brewery of Ireland, whether it be con-
fidered as a great National Concern affeQting
Agriculture, or as a Trade affording to the
Publick a neceflary Article of Confumption, or as a
fubject for Revenue, is certainly an Objett of the
higheft Importance, and deferves the utmoft Attention

of every Perfon interefted in, or withing well to the
Profperity of this Kingdom.

That the fri/b Brewery, which was once in a flourifh-
ing condition, hath very much declined, notwithftand-
ing the great increafe of Inhabitants in this Kingdom,
and particularly in it's Metropolis where it formerly
flourifhed moft, is a Truth equally melancholy and
uncontrovertable ; and the Man who endeavours to
trace the Caufes of this decline, and point out the Re-
‘medy for.it, or enable others fo to do, may hope for
l 2 the
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tﬁe Publick Attention, and not to be unfavourab o
ceived. . e

-

I am extreamly fenfible of my Inability to comba
popular Prejudices, artfully raifed, and haftily adopted ; -
and am confcious how reluctantly Men, even of the
‘beft Underftanding, give up Opinions which they have
early formed, or %’ol%tions which they have originally
taken for granted ; but notwithftanding thefe Dilcou-
ragements, the Subject being of fuch Importance to
the Morals, the Profperity, and the Lives of the Peo-
ple. I fhall not be afraid to hazard Sentiments how-
ever new, or Conjectures however fingular, totally re- =
lying on the Candour of thofe to whom they are fub- =
mitted, that if what I advance fhall appear not to be
well founded, at leaft that the Publick will believe,
that the Attempt was well intended ; contented if my |
Endeavours fhall tend to produce fuch an inveftigation -
of Truth, as may ultimately attain the Ends propofed,
viz. The reftoration and advancement of the Brew-
ery of this Country, fointimately connected with the
Health, Comfort and Induftry, of the bulk of it's In-
habitants.

-
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The Method which I mean to purfue, is to fhew
that our Brewery has declined, to point out what ap-
pear to me to be the true Caufes of it’s Decay, and to

fuggeft fuch Remedies as feem moft practicable for it's
Re-eftablifhment.

But before I go into thefe Parts of the Subjedt, it
will be neceflary to remove the Prejudices which at pre-
fent impofe upon the Publick, and to fatisfy them, that
the Reafons which have been hitherto affigned for the
decline of the Brewery, ncither are, nor could have
been the primary and fubftantial Caufes of it.- |

The

-
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The Reafons which have been generally and induf-
trioufly affigned for the decline of the Brewery are.

- 'The great importation of Malt Liquors, and the im-,~(g/- -
moderate and increaied ufe of Spirits. ’ ( X

The Brewers, fome of whom I fhall hereafter endea-. |
vour to thew, have been the Authors of the deftruc- "'7 "X
tion of their own Trade, aCtuated, I am peifuaded by
no improper Motives, were the Perfons who firft fug-

gefted, and afterwards fupported thefe erroneous Opi-
nions,

In the Year 1763, the Brewery was at the higheft in /76{3
this Kingdom, and in that Year produced a Revenue of
140,576/ 13s. 5d. from which Period it gradually de- ,
chined until 1769, when at Lady-day in that Year, it /70/7
produced a Revenue of no more than 116,255/. 65. 24.

In November 1769, the Brewers petitioned the Houfe
of Commons, fetting forth:the declining State of the
Brewery, and then publickly, ~as a Corporation, af-
figned the Caufe to be the great increafed Importation
of Englyh Malt Liquors into this Kingdom, which they
attributed to the Advantage that the Engli/b Brewer
had over the Zryb, and prayed the Houfe of Commons
to lay an additional Duty on all imported Malt Liquors.

This Petition was referred to the Committee of Ways
and Means, towhom the State of the Brewery was re-
prefented in fuch a Light, that they thought it neceflary
to exert themfelves in favourof the Brewers, and con-
cluding that ‘the Reafons afligned to them, were the
genuine Caufes of the decline of that T'rade, they
adopted two.Modes for preventing the further Opera-
tion of them.

"The Grievance complained of being in fuftance this,
~ that the Merchant importing ZEnglyh Malt quuolr;
b paid
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paid a Duty of only 1s5. 34. for a Quantity, for which
the Irifb Brewer paid 55. 6d. The Committee therefore
determined firft to lower the frifb» Duty, and then to
tax imported Malt Liquor, which they attempted in the
following manner. ' 3

The Excife on Beer and Ale in this Kingdom had
been theretofore conftantly charged upon the Barrel of
32 Gallons, each Gallon containing 2147 cubical Inches
and 1% of an Inch The Brewers ﬁa:c'l many I 1mes
complained that this was not the true meafure of the
Gallon, and had appealed more than once from the Ex-
cife Office to the chief Governor and Council, and
even to Parliament, but were as often unfuccefsful;
however this Committee in their Refolution, granting
the additional Duty on Ale and Small-beer, varied the
fize of the Gallon on which this Tax fhould be levied,
and worded their Refolution thus. An additional Duty
of 25. on every 32 Gallons of Ale, fuch Gallon to contamn

- lowered one-fifth in the additional Duties, which De-

2472 cubical Inches, and one fourth part of a cubical Inch.
By the Words of which Refolution, this Tax was

duction amounted to no lefs than z4. a Barrel; and by
another Refolution they laid {5I‘Ex of 25. a Barrel,
containing 32 Gallons on all Beer and Ale imported,
&c. in which Refolution it is obfervable, that they
leave the Gallon at large, in order that imported Beer
and Ale may be charged by the Gallon of 217%. 6.

On the Report of thofe Refolutions to the Houfe, the

Duty onBeer and Ale imported was rejected, but the
other Refolution pafled. *

The Brewers having thus gained one Point, were

‘determined to purfue the other, and feeing that the

Houfe and the Publick attributed the decline of their

T'rade to the Caufes afligned by them for it, they peti-

tioned the Houfe again in the next Seflion, that of
L77%5

{

.
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1791 3 this Petition was prefented very late in the Sef-
fion, after an attempt had been made in the Commit-

.tee of Ways and Means again, to Tax imported Beer

and Ale, and therefore feems to have been rather in-

tended as a Foundation for a future attempt. The Pe-
~ tition however was referred to a Committee, who were -,
- to enquire into the State of the Brewery, the caufes of

it’s decline, and the Modes by which it might be re-
ftored ; on this Enquiry there was no Report, but on
the third or fourth Day of the Seflion, which began in

- October 1773, the Corporation of Brewers again peti-
- tioned the Houfe, their Petition was accordingly refer-
red to a Committee who examined Witnefles, called

for Papers, and reported fpecially thereupon.

As this Report of 1773, contains the Subftance of
every thing which the Brewers have urged from time
to time, and as I fhall have occafion hereafter frequently
to refer to it, I have annexed it hereunto, to prevent
all poffibility of Miftake; obferving only, that it will
appear from this Report, and from every Petition pre-
fented by the Brewers, that they conftantly attributed
the decline of the Brewery, folely to the two Caufes be-
fore mentioned.

It now becomes neceflary therefore to examine
thofe Reafons particularly, in order to fhew that they
neither were, norcou’d have been the true Caules of
the Grievance complained of.

The Importation of Engli/fh Malt Liquors can leflen
the Confumption of the Zryh Brewery only in fuch
proportion as the Quantity imported bears to the
whole Confumption of the Kingdom.

If this Pofition be felf evident, let us proceed to af-
certain the amount of the Confumption at Lady-day

1963, when the Brewery ftood higheft, and compaie it
' with
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with the amount of the Confumption at Lady-day
1773, when the Report comprehending this Peri

clofes, let us then fee what has been the increafed
Importation of Malt Liquors in the fame Period,
which will enable us to draw a Conclufion. . ~ °

Again, let us confider what are the Expences and
Duties paid by an Importer upon a Barrel of Malr
the Zryhb Brewer on the fame quantity of frifb '
and we fhall be enabled to difcover whether there
be fuch an Advantage on the part of the Importer, as
the Brewers have aflerted, or on which fide the Ad-
vantage really ftands, 3
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- It appears from the Account of the Pro-
‘duce of Excife on Beer and Ale for 1
Years from 1762 annexed to the Report,
‘that the Produce of Excife on Beer and
Ale in the Year 1762, ending Lady-day
1763 was — — — — £145,933
The Number of Barrels at 32 Gallons
each, which produce this Revenue, will be - 048,591
- That the Ii’roduce in 1772, ending Lady
day 1773, was = — — /9660
‘which being in like manner reduced to
Barrels, will be - - 470,621

So that in the latter Year, that is in

1773, the Diminution in the Confumption

of frifb Beer, amounts to no les than

177,970 Barrels —_— - 177,940
7It appears alfo from the Account of S

Beer and Ale imported, which is likewife

annexed to the Report, that the Quantity

of Beer and Ale imported in 1763, was,

at 32 Gallons to the Barrel 28,935
That the Number of Barrels imported

in the Year ending Lady-day 1773, was — 58,675

g

And confequently, the increafed Impor-

tation amounts to no more than —  — 209,740
Now if the Decline of the Zri/% Brewery

was owing to the Importation of Englifb

Malt Liquors, the quantity imported ought

to be equal to the Decreafe in the Con-

fumption of home-brewed Beer,
But we find the decreafe of Home-

brewed Beer, to be — 177,970
And the increafed Importation of Ex-

gli/h Beer to be in the fame Period, only — 29,740

So that there is a Diminution in the
Confamption of /rifh Beer and Ale, of — 148,230
rrels, which muft be accounted for in
te other manner, than by the Importa-
g‘ of Englyb Malt Liquor.
%

| B I muft

;



I muit alfo obferve, that a very large propottie
of the Malt Liquor imported into this Kingdom,
bought up by Retailers of Malr Liquors, fo ‘ |
purpofe of mixing with our Irifb brewed Drirk; i
follows therefore, that whatever quantity of Englifb
Beer is made ufe of in this way, fo far from" being
an Injury to our Brewery, is of great Advantage to
it, becaufe it p.omotes the Confumption of fo much
of our own Ale asis fo mixed, and therefore it ne-
ceffarily follows, that the Importationof Englyb Malg
Liquor, does not leflen the Confumption of the Zrifb
Brewery by {o many Barrels as are imported. i

From the Facts here ftated, I'think it is manifeft,
that we cannot attribute the Decline of our Brewery,
to the Importation of Emglybh Beer. '

I come now in the next Place to confider, whether
the advantage which the Importer of Engli/b Beer is
alledged to have over the Iryb Brewer, be fuch as
muft neceflarily induce a continual increafed Impor=
tation, and of cou:fe, ruin our own Brewery, or on
which Side the Advantage really ftands. |

One Witnefs examined before the Committee made
a Comparifon of the Duty paid by the Importer of En-
glifb Beer, and of that paid by the Zrifb Brewer, which
the Commitiee have reported; * He afferts, that the
 Englifh Brewer when be fbips bis Malt Liguor, draws
““ back the whole of the Duties paid for Matt, Hops, and
““ for Inland Excife; and that be bas moreover a Pre-
““ miumof one Shilling Englith, on the Exportation of each
‘' Barrel of Beer, whenever Malt is at, or under 128.
“ the Barrel ; that on Importation bere, be pays fomewhat
“ lefs than 1s. 3d a Barrel Duty, from whence deduélng
“““the Premium of 1s. 1d. paid bim n England on
¢ portation, be pays really no more than 2d. a Barret
 Ducy, whilft the Irith Brewer pays near 5s. 6d. a B:?

t‘ T ‘.




- R M. - o -

s 2
s ' £ 58 ]

& yel; a difference, under which no Trade can [ubfift,
¢ and that the Confequence is, that the FKnglith Brewe;
“ can fell Porter cheaper bere than m England, or than
£ 2be Irith Brewer can brew 1.’

T'o confirm this Opinion, two other Gentlemen ap-
peared, who aflerted, “ That they would have fet up
 Breweries in Wales, to fupply Dublin with Ale and
““ Beer, but that they could not get them ready built, and
¢ that it was fear, left our Laws might be altered, which
alone prevented them from building Breweries, the one
at Holyhead, 1be other at Carnaivon.”

(19
(4

~

In order to fee what Foundation there is for the Com-
arifon here made, which I confefs is fufficiently plau-
fible to impofe upon fuch as have not taken the Trou-
ble, or wanted Opportunities to examine it ; I thall firft
confider the feveral Affertions on which it depends, and
endeavour to fhew, that there is not one of them founded
in Fa@, or in Law, and fhall then ftate an Account of
the real Expences neceflarily attending each.

The firlt Affertion is, that the Engli/b Brewer, when
he Exports his Malt Liquor, draws back 8s. for cach
Barrel, which is the whole of the Duties paid there on
Malt, Hops, and for Inland Excife on that Quantity.

~ Inorder to judge of this Affertion, I fhall mention the
feveral Duties laid upon Beer and Ale, Malt and Hops
in Great-Brutain, and cite the feveral Laws by which
they are refpectively laid on.:

B2 ' | By
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(By the 12th Car. IId. Chap. 23, Beer and Ale 5. d
pays a Duty of per Barrel - -
By the 12th Char. 11d. Chap. 24, LB o
By the 4th /7illiam and Mary, Chap. g, -

- \w :
ﬁ" ;
@. g ::'_,“}."__.;

By the 5th and 6th 2Zilliam and Mary, :

Chap. 20, - - - B 09

By the 8th Aune, Chap. 4, - o 13

\By the 1ft George HId. Chap. 7, “ =S
In the whole B - 8 o

It appears therefore that the Duties of Excife alone,

payable by the Englib Brewer, amount to the Sum of ]
8s. Englifb per Barrel.

By the gth Aune, Chap. 12, there is a Duty laid 5. Aol
- for four Years on Hops per Pound - QLA

This Duty is by the 1ft Gea. Ift. Chap. 12, made
perpetual. !

By the 12th Aune, Cflap. 2, thereisaDuty s 4.
~ laid on every Bufhel of Malt of - o6

This Duty has been continued from Seffion to Sefs
fion ever fince : ‘ g

By the 33d George 11d. Chap. #, there is a fur- /
ther Duty per ButhelonMalt - - o 3 8

It appears therefore, that there isa Duty on Hops of '.
1d. a Pound, and on Malt of 9d. a Bufhel. Thefe
are the Duties payable on Malt, Hops, and for Inland

Excife; let us fee what are the Drawbacks on Expor-
tation, ' A

By
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By the 1ft Geo. 3d. Chap. %, Sec. 5, for the En-
uragement of the Exportation of Strong Beer and
Ale, and thereby for the Advancement of Trade, and
Encouragement of Tillage and Manufactures, there is
2 Drawback of 8 Shillings a Barrel given on Strong

Beer and Ale exported, deducting 3 Pence a Ton for -

!Charges, which Drawback 1s declared to be in full
for all Drawbacks, or Allowances which can, or may
be claimed for the fame; all other Duties therefore
which are paid by the Materials of which Beer and Ale
are made, remain a Charge upon them when exported.
It has been fhewn that Malt pays 9d. a Bufhel, and
Hops 14. per Pound, neither of which Duties is in
'any manner drawn back ; whatever Duties therefore
the Quantity of Malt and Hops neceffary for making
a Barrel of Beer pays in England, are left behind on
the Exportation, as are likewite + of one Penny, beng
the Proportion which a Barrel pays of the 34. per
Ton, dedutted from the Drawback of 8s. on Expor-
tation ; the Quantity of Malt neceflary for a Barrel of
Porter is 3 Bufhels, the Quantity of Hops 4 Pounds;
each London Barrel therefore of exported Beer leaves be-
hind it in England 2s. 7d. % Englifp Money, which is
€qual to 1s. 114. 35 Irifp Money upon the 32 Gallons
Irifb Meafure; f{o that the Aflertion that the Englifb
Exporter of Malt Liquors draws back the whole of

the Duties paid upon Malt, Hops and Inland Excife
is evidently a Miftake,

The next Affertion is, that when Malt is at, or un-
der the Price of 1/ 4s. the Quarter, or 125s. the Bar-
rel, the Exporterof Strong Beer or Ale has a Bounty
of 1s. Englifb on each Barrel exported. Altho’ this
Affertion fhould be true, yet the Deduction drawn frem
it, is certainly falfe and unfair ; the Conclufion drawn
by the Witnes from this Pofition is, that the Duty

. /
2 'ﬂ_/.;(?

‘on Importation here being only 15. 34. Zrifb Money, if

- you deduct this Bounty of 1s. Eng/yh from that Sum,
rs ;

the

i



- portation here, is on a Barrel containing 32 Gallons at
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the Importer of Englih Malt Liquor will really
Duty per Barrel, of no more than 24. ;

; .‘ .' :.‘

T'his Bounty which is given by the 1{t Ges. 3d.<
4. Sec. 6, is granted on the Barrel exported, onwhich
it appears that the Duties have been paid; now this
Barrel confifts of 36 Gallons, each Gallon egntaining
282 cubical Inches; the Duty of 1s. 34. paid on fm-

217 1% cubical Inches each Gallon, therefore 2 Barrels
on which the Bounty is granted, are very nearly equal
in Quantity, to 3 Barrels on which the Duty is paid,
the 2 containing 20,304, and the 3 Barrels containing
20,889 cubical Inches.

It therefore follows, that the Quantity imported here
which pays 15. 3d. Duty, wiz. 6963 Cubical Inches,
is entitled to, and receives a Bounty in England of no_
more than 8:%d Irifb.. And here it is neceflary to ap-
prize the Reader, that the word Barrel, is an indeter-
minate Term, appliedto Vefiels which contain in diffe-
rent Places, very different Quantities, and being the
technical Word which the Brewers ufe to ﬁgn??y the
Veflels by which they fell their Liquor, and pay ther
Duties, they (innocently I prefume) make ufe of the
Term in common, applying it fome times to one Quan-
tity, fome times to another; and tho’ they know what
Quantities they mean to exprefs, yet the Public, who
are not converfant in thofe different Meafures, are
led into. an Error, concluding that they always mean
the fame Quantity, for Inftance, 3
'The London Barrel contains 36 Gallons, Cubical Inches.

at 282 Cubical Inches, or - - 10,152
"T'he ‘Dublin Brewers Barrel 40 Gallons, at :
21% s Cubical Inches, or - - 8,704 |
And the Statute Barrel, Irifb 32 Gallons, at. |

217:%, o % 5 e 6,963
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- Now the firft of thefe Barrels being that on which
the Premium of 1s5. Englyb is paid on Exportation, and
the laft, or 6963 Cubical Inches, being that on which
the Duty of 1s5. 34 is paid on Importation, and both
thefe Quantities being fignified by the word Barrel,
the Brewe:s by not diftinguithing the difference of the
Centents of I may fay, thefe %vo Meafures, have 1
take for granted been deceived, and have certainly led

the Publick into Errers, in.this; and many other In-
ftances.

The next Affertion is, that the Engli/b Brewer pays
on Importation in freland for his Beer or Ale, a Duty
of only 24. a Barrel, whilft the Zr;/b Brewer pays near

5s5. 6d. a Barrel, a difference under which no Trade can
fubfift.

This Affertion-confifts of three Parts, 1ft That the
Englifb Brewer pays Duty only 24. 2dly, That the
Irifb Brewer pays near 5s. 64. a Barrel; and 3dly,
That owing to this, the Zrj/b Trade cannot fubfift.

I have already fhewn, that the firft Part of this
Affertion is groundlefs.

The 2d. Part of this Affertion, wiz. that the Zryfb
Brewer pays near 5s. 6d. a Bariel Duty, is another In-
ftance of the Error into which the Brewers are drawn,
by making Ufe of an indefinite Term, and by not
properly diftinguifhing between the different Barrels ;
the Confequence however is, that the FPublick are
mifled, for they muft on reading the Report imagine
from the Words, thatthe /rifb Brewer pays a Duty of
5s. 6d. for a quantity of Ale, for which the Englib
Brewer pays on Importation but 24. but the Truth 1s,
that for6963 Cubical Inches, or the 7ri/b Barrel of 32
Gallons, for which the Englifh Importer pays 1s. 34. at
Importation, the Zrifh Brewer pays but 4s. 1id. for
awhere the Report f{ays that the /rijb Brewer pays n%n;'
! 5s5. La.

I
i
¥

-
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55. 6d. it-muft mean the Duty that was payab—i
a Barrel of 40 Gallons, containing 8704 Cubic Inches,
before the Alteration was made 'in the Size of
Gallon, by which the additional Duties are to be collec-
ted; for previous to this Alteration, the Duty on 40
Gallons, or 8704 Cubic Inches, was 55144, the Duty
on that Quantity being at this Day but 4s. %id. And
here the fame Obfervaticn occurs, that the making ufe
of another uncertain Term, wiz. near s5. 6d. muft
again miflead the Publick ; for it is not poffible for them
to imagine, that what is called near 55, 64. never was
more than 5s. 1:d. and was at the tfime the Evidence
was given, but 4s5. 7id. |

As to the 3d. Part, or the Conclufion drawn from
the whole, viz. That under fuch difadvantages the
Irfb Trade cannot fubfift, I fhall fhew the unfairnefs of |
this Inference by comparing the Duties and neceflary
Expences paid by the Importer of Englifb Malt Liquors,
with the Duties paid by the Zryb Brewer on the fame
Quantity of Liquor; and in doing this, I {hall afcertain
in r1fb Money, the Duties which are left behind in En-
gland on Exportation, the Duties which are paid here
on Importation, the Expence incurred on bringing to
Ireland, and the Bounty received on Exportation in
England, on a Barrel Irifp containing 32 Gallons at
217:5 Cubic Inches, and I fhall then fhew what Duty
the Zrifb Brewer pays for the fame Quantity.

The ‘,
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“The Daties on Malt and Hopsin England, not 5. d.
drawn back, are on 32 Gallons Iry/h, - - 1 1135

The Proportion of the 34. per Ton deducted
out of the 85. drawn back on the Exporta-

tion is - - - - - - O O%
The Duty on Importation in frelandis - - 1 3
The Freight is, per Barrel, - - s Ta g S8

- The Port Charges, Commiflion, &, - Q, 2
Total - 6 Z 3%
Dedut from this the Bounty received in Eng-

land on 32 Gallons Irifb, - - = ‘o 8
And there will remain real Charge on 32 Zrifb

Gallons of Englyh Malt Liquor, 1mported

into freland, - - ~ - = 54
The Duty paid by the Zrifh Brewer on 32

Gallons Zrifb, 1s - - - 4 I3

Dedu&t this Sum, and there will remain 1n
Favour of the frifb Brewer, on 32 Gallons

Irifh, - - - - - = 1 af

From this State irappears, that every Aflertion made
“in the Report is erroneous; and on the whole, that
inftead of the Zrifb Brewer being at an Expence of 5s. 64.
for a Quantity of Malt-Liquor, for which the ZLugli/b
Brewer pays but 24. the Fact is, that the Englifb Brew-
er importing into Jreland, s at the Expence of 5s. 4d.
for a Quantity for which the Zri» Brewer pays but
4s. 13d. fo that ftating the Account critically and fair-
ly, it appears that the Zrifb Brewers have at all 'T'imes
an Advantage over the Englifh Importer of Malt Li-
quors, of 15. 2%d.in 32 Gallons fryb; and when Malt
is above 1/, 4s. a Quarter in England, he has an Ad-
wvantage of .15, 113d. over the Englifb Brewer importing
intQ Jrelapd.

< ‘ Y But

&
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But fuppofe the Fafts to be the reverfe of what I
have fhewn them, and that the advantages were ﬂ?%-.
ly on the Side of the Englifh Brewer, yetif that Trade
“was an Objeét of national Concern, or Importance to
Great-Britain, it is not difficult to fee, that the Mode
which was adopted of laying a Tax on imported Eeer
and Ale, cou’d not poflibly have anfweréd the Purpefe
for which it was intended; I however purpofely omit
‘availing myfelf of any Argument which may lead in}
the moft diftant manner to point out means to Grear-
Britain, by which any Attempt of this kind on the
part of Ifreland, if tound neceflary may be rendered
ineffeCtual ; I think it the Duty of every wife and
honeft Man in either Kingdom, to confider the Inte-
refts of both as one and the fame, and to conciliate
both Countries to each other, even in the meereft
Trifles; butif ever we complain, it thould be upon the
cleareft and moft certain Principles, for every caufelefs
Murmur is not only a Repreach to our Underftanding,
but raifes a Prejudice againft Us when we are really
in the right; let me therefore recommend it, as the
moft effectual Mode of proceeding in the prefent In- |
ftance, to purfue fuch means as are within cur own
Power, and to regulate and encourage our own Brewery,
{fo as to manufatture a Liquor which fhall rival the
Englifb in excellence, by which we fhall increafe the
Ute and Confumption of that Commodity amongft us;
and I fhall endeavour to fhew in the Courfe of thefe
Papers, that this we may accomplifh.

I come now to the 2d. Caufe of the Decline of the
Brewery as fet forth in the Report, viz. the immo-
derate and increafed ufe of Spirits in this Kingdom.

On this fubject T do not hold it neceffary to fay much,
becaufe taking it for granted that it did operate asa
Caufe, the Remedy defired has already been applied;
great additional Duties have been laid on every Spe-
cies of Spirits, both home-made and imported ; and

| the
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‘the Parliament have even gone {o far as to follow them
to the retail Shop, and to lay a ftill heavier Duty on
Spirit Licences; this was the'Mode pointed out by the
Brewers themfelves, of preventing the Confumption
of Spirituous Liquors, and of encouraging the ufe of
Beer and Ale; but this has not anfwered the Purpofe
for which it was intended ; and I am difpofed to ima-
gine that the Reafon is, that the Brewers were as much
miftaken in the Force which they gave to this Caufe
of the Decline of the Brewery, as they were in the
former, |

I apprehend in both Cafes they miftock the Effect
for the Caufe, and imagined that to be the Caufe
which was the natural Confequence. It was in my
Opinion, the very bad Quality of the Beer and Ale
brewed in this Kingdom, which drove and forced the
People into the Ufe and Confumption of other Liquors,
and therefore it 'is, that the Houfe of Commons be-
ginning at the wrong End, have been of no fort of
Ufe to the Brewery, for their Endeavours to prevent
the Ufe of imported Male Liquors and of Spirits,
will be vain, until fach Time as they oblige the Brewers
to furnith a wholefome, comfortable Liquor as a Sub-
ftitute for them, |

I have alfo Reafon tobelieve, that the Publick in
general are very much miftaken in the Idea they have
conceived of the vaft Increale in the Confumption of
Spirits. I have often heard it confidently afferted,
that the Confumption of Spirits had increafed threefold
of what it wasinthe Year 1763, when the Brewery was

highett.

~ This Opinion has been taken up by fome, on ob-
ferving @ very great Increafe in the Importation of
Rum,_f{ince that Period; and by others, on fecing
the Increale in the Revenue on Spirits, and this latter
" C 2 was



. 1. o o 1 0% .

AN &, &

(20) .

was the Guide which the Committee took, as appears
from the Account annexed to their Report. 2 &

&

The firft Clafs do not confider the Caufes of the
increafed Importation of Rum; they are not.g erhap |
acquainted with the various Alterations which have
been made in the Laws relating to this “Article
fince the 33d. Geo. IId. Chap. 28, nor with the Effett.
which thofe Alteraticns have had upon this Trade ; they
forget that there are other fpecies of Spirits confumed
befides Rum ; that there is an Increafe of Inhabitants;
if not of Riches in this Country, which caufe an in-
creafed Confumption, and tholewho judge fiom Re-
venue forget that to an increafed. Confumption, there
are addea 1ncreafed Duties, and neither Clafs recollect, -
that the Ceflion of the Ifle of Manto the Crown makes
a very confiderable Diffcrencey” as the veryaclandef-4
tine Importation of Spirits fiom thence, previous to it's”
Ceflion, never cou’d appear either in the Accounts of
Importation or Revenue, altho’ they made a confidera-
ble part of the Confumption of the Country. That fmug-
gling T'rade beingnow at an End, the Spirits legally im-
ported to fupply the Place of it, make their Appearance
in the Cuftom-houfe Books, and inthe Revenue; and
in the latter they appear much increafed in number of
Gallons, becaufe of the increafed Duties. ;

But in order to enable the Publick to fee accurately
and at one View, what the increafed Confumption of
Spirits, and - the Decreafe in the Confumption of Irifb
Malt Liguor has been, I here fubjoin a T%ble contaifk
ing the Quantity of Spirits imported into, or diftilled n
this Kingdom for 14 Years from 1763, diftinguifhing
each Year, and I add the Quantity of Beer and Ale
brewed in the fame Period, with it’s Producein Reve-
nue. ' 2
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From the foregoing Table, together with the In-
fluence of one Fa&, viz. That it was not unti] the
Year 1765, that the Jfle of Man was purchafed by the
Crown ; (and therefore, that Allowance muft be made
in all preceding Years, for the clandeftine Importation
from thence) the Reader may fee manifeftly, that the
Increafe in the confumption of Spirits has not been of
that Magnitude which has been generally imagined ;
for if the Quantity of imported and home-made Spirits
in the Year ending Lady-day 1765, which was previ-
ous to the Ceflion of the 7% of Mun, be compared with
the Quantities of the three laft Years, it will appear that
the Quantity was greater in 1765, than in 1775, by
77,388 Gallons, independent of the uantity {muggled
from the Ifle of Man ; thatin 1 776, the Quantity impor-
ted and made at home, exceeded the uantity in 17635,
by 748,634 Gallons; and that in 1777, the Quantity
imported and home-made, exceeded the Quantity in
1765, by 556,144 Gallons, now from the Excefs of
the Years 1776 and 1777, muft be deducted the clan-
deftine Importation of the Year 1765, and the dif-
ference will be the real excefs of Spirits, fuppofed to
be confumed in the two latter Years, which will not be
found fufficient to anfwer the decreafe of the Brewery.

Having endeavoured to thew that the Caufes affigned
for the decline of the Brewery, are not the real ones ;
I fhall now proceed to hazard my own ‘Opinion, by
mentioning what appears to me to be the principal, if not
the only Caufe, together with the Reafons on which that
Opinion is founded, which I do with diffidence on Ac-
count of it’s Novelty, and with concern, from my appre-
henfion of giving Offence, becaufe it tends to cenfure the
Prattices of Men, many of whom I perfonally regard,
and all of whom as a publick and ufeful Body, Iextreamly
refpe€t : But Truth, at leaft what I conceive to be fo,
requires it; an honeft Zeal to redrefs a national Evil,

demands it; and I hope the Event will in it’s Confe-
quences
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qiiences to thofe very Perfons, fufficiently juftify and
warrant 1t. : -

However ftrange the Affertion may dppear at firft
Sight, yetI do not defpair to be able to fhew that
the whole Mifchief has arifen from the Condutt of
Brewers themfelves, from the Frauds and Abules that
have been by lome of that Body, practifed on the
Publick, the Revenue, and upon eachuother, which
have laid them under a Neceflity, from Time to
Time, of reducing the quality of /the Liquor made by
them, and at laft of adulterating it to {uch a degree,
as to render it both unpalatable and unwholefome, and =
to drive the People in general into the ufe either of Por-
ter, orof Spirits, to the Deftruétion of our Tiade and
Manufactures, the total Ruin of Health, and fubver-
fion of Peace, and good Order, among the lower Claffes
of the People in this Kingdom.

Formerly the Breweryof this Kingdom flourifhed,
becaufe it was carried on in general by Men of confide-
rable Property ; ‘whofe large Capitals placed them above =
Temptation, and enabled them to acquire extenfive 'i
Fortunes, without injuring each other, or the Revenue.

The very large Fortunes acquired by a few fuccefsful
Individuals, made this Trade an Object to many ef
inconfiderable Property; infomuch, that i® appears
from the Teftimony of one of the Witnefles exa-
mined before the Committee, that there were at one
Time, no le(s than 7o Breweries in the City of Dublin,
now dwindled, as he reprefents, down to 30; this
the Witnefs mentioned, to {hew the great decline in the
Trade, not apprized, 1 take for granted, that what ap-
peared to him a mark of Vigour, was the very thing
which laid the Foundation for, and was the caufe of

it’s fubfequent Decay ; for the great Number of in-
| ferior

L
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ferior People, who were induced to turn Brewers b
the profpett of Gain, finding themfelves unable to con}-,
tend by fair Means with their wealthy and eftablifhed
Competitors, and unwilling to relinquifh thejr favourite
Purfuit, found it neceflary to have recourfe to low,
and unjuftifiable Expedients, which in their con{”equen-’-
ces have brought ruin on the Trade, beggary upon
themfelves, and difcouragement and diftrefs upon their
once opulent Brethren,

I can have no intention to Reflect or Difparage. I
fpeak with concern and certainty, from Faés which
the Brewers themfelves have feverely felt, and in the
laft Seflion of Parliament candidly acknowledged,

The firft Scheme adopted by thofe neceflitous Ad-
venturers, was, to feduce and inveigle away from
other Brewers their Cuftomers, by giving Invitations
and extravagant Entertainments to-Publicans; they alfo
gave one Barrel to every Cuftomer who purchafed 20,
or in other Words, they fold 21 Barrels for the Price
of 20, and when this Condu® had forced the fair ef-
tablithed Trader to do the fame, they then as a further
inducement, gave a fecond Douceur by a Premium of
Half a Guinea paid at Chriftmas, for every 20 Barrels
purchafed from them during the Year; and in Propor-
tion as the Confumers of Zri/b Malt Liquors grew difcon-
tented with the quality of them, thefe Enterprizers found
it necellary to keep the Publicans in good humour, by
redoubling their expences in Bribery and Diffipation’;
not confidering that the Means they took to recommend
themfelves to the Publicans, were the very worft that
could have been thought of, to recommend their Drink
to the Publick, and that thofe Materials muit be fpared
from their Liquor, that were fpent on their Tables.

- The old eftablifhed and wealthy Brewers obferving that
. thofe Practices were too tempting to the Publicans to

be refified, and too expenfive to be borne, and kno_wé
, 2 D - in
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ing that they muft either follow them, or lofe their)
Cuftomers, they wifely retired from a Bufinefs which™
could be no longer perfevered in with Reputation and .
Emolument, and withdrawing themfelves and their =
Capitals from the Trade, they left thefe Adventurers
to worry one another. o
The different Schemes pratifed for the purpofe of =
obtaining Cuftomers, reduced the Profits of the Trade
very much, {o that inftead of 20s. the nominal Price
of the Barrel of Ale containing 40 Gallons, they in~
fact received but 18s. the direct Confequence was, that |
they introduced Shifts and Frauds, in order to make
fome Profit, or to bring the Profits as near to their for-
mer as they could ; and two obvious Modes prefented -
themfelves ; the one to reduce the quantity of Mate-
rials from which their Drink was brewed, and of con-
fequence, the quality of their Liquor ; and the other,
to defraud his Majefty of his Duty of Excife; and by
purfuing thefe Modes, the Beer and Ale brewed 1n this
Kingdom became fo exceeding bad, that it was {carcely
poflible to drink it; and in confequence, the People

were abfolutely forced into the confumption of Porter
and Spirits. - '

The extravagance in Living, and the Schemes
and Contrivances which have been related, were origi-
nally invented and principally practifed by the Brewers
of Dublin; and of courfe, the principal failures in that
Trade, have been there; but the Evil has not been
confined to the Contrivers, for the Allowances, or Ad-
vantages given by the Dublin Brewers to their Cufto-
mers, muft be adopted by all others; and 1t is unne-

ceffary to fay, that the Frauds contrived by any Brew-
er, will be foon univerfally known,

It muft appear at firft Sight, that the reducing the
quantity of Malt and Hops, from which Ale is made,
muft reduce the quality of the Ale, and I fhall endea-

vour
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your to fhew, when I come to ftate the Frauds com-

mitted on the Revenue, that they muft alfo produce the
fame effelt,

As the Caufe here afligned for the decline of the
Brewery is entirely new, 1 do not with that Fatis
fhould at all depend upon my  Affertions. It will be
therefore neceflary to enquire, whether the quality of
Malt Liquor has been reduced, what have been the
caufes of that Reduction, and whether the reduétion of

the Quality will produce the effe¢t of lefiening the
confumption.

It is faid in the Report, “ That one fourth of the
Brewers of Dublin, bave failed within the lat feven
Years, but their Failure is attributed to the increafed
Price of Malt, Hops, Fire and Labour of all kind,
while the Brewer is prevented from raifing the Price
of bis Ligquor in the fame Proportion, and confequently
is obliged to leffen the Quantity of “Malt and Hops, in
order to fave bimfelfy from whence the Liquor becomes
lefs agreeable and nourifbing to the Peopley”  and to
this the Witnefs attributes their being thrown into the
ufe of Spirits.
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From this Paragraph it is clear, that the Brewers ac-
knowledge the truth of two of my Pofitions; 1ft, that
the bad quality of the Drink made by them, has dn-
ven the Publick into the ufe of other Liquors; and
2dly, That this has leflened the confumption of Ale;
but the caufe which has obliged the Brewer to reduce
the quality of his Drink, is very differently ftated,
from that which 1 have affigned, it is therefore abfo-
lutely neceffary to know which is the true Caufe, m or-
der toapply a proper Remedy.
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- The Brewers in the Report have aflerted, tlat itwag’
the advance price of Malt, Hops, Fire and La,é
which obliged them to leflen the quantity of the two for-
mer Articles; and I aflert, thatit is the reducing the

price of Ale from 20s. to 18s. by the Brewers under-
felling one another, which has occalioned it.

In order to fec which is right, the fair. way will be,:
to compute upon a brewing of a certain quantity of
Malt, what are the Expences, and what the Profit,.
and if it fhall appear, that 2 Brewer could at this Day, ©
brew Drink of a good quality, allowing a fair Price for &
all the Materials of which it is compofed, and fell that®
Drink for 20s. a Barrel, and have a fufficient Profit, ©
and that he cannot afford to fellit for 18s. then I think
it will be evident, that it is owing to the lowering the
price of Drink, that the Quality has been reduced.

The firft thing to be afeertained is, the quantity of
Malt neceflary to make good Drink ; it is a well known
Fadt, that the Brewers do not put more than 7 Stone
of Malt at the utmoft, to their Barrel containing 40
Gallons at 217 +% ‘cubical Inches, or 8704 cubical In-
ches; to this quantity of Liquor I fhall fuppofe them
to put g Stone of Malt; the allowance given by
Brewers in England to their Portér, is at the rate of
Stone of Malt to 36 Gallons at 282 cubical Inches, or
10152 cubical Inches; fo that as 36 Gallons Englifb,
make 46 Gallons 7ryb, and 142 +# cubical Inches ; if
9 Stone of Malt be fufficient for 36 Gallons Englifb, it
muft be much more than fufficient for 40 Irifh Gallons.
I am fenfible that Englip Malt is in quality much bet-
ter than /rifh; and therefore, that 9 Stone of Englifh
Male will go further than the fame quantity of §ry® ,
Malt, but as g Stone of Englyh Malt is fufficient for 46
Gallons of Zry/b Ale, I take it for granted, that g Stone
of Irib Malt is fufficient for 40 Gallons ; that propor-

- uon
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r, tion allowing 6 Gallons for the fitperior quality of the
- Englyfb Malt,

The next thing to be afcertained is, the price of
~ Malt and Hops, which muit be fettled by fome certain
~ Average ; I have procured from Gentlemen who haye

dealt n thefe Articles, the prices of them from the
Year 1763, the time that the Brewery flood higheft,
. to the Year 1775, on which let the Average be ftruck.

. [Malt per| Hops per
Years. Barrel. Ce?nt?
s.d. | 1. soend,

1762 | 136 14 o 9.
1764 112 6 | 4900
1765 | 106 |5 oo
1766 | 136 |6 o0 o0
1767 | 12 6 |5 100
1768 | 11 0"} 5 o0 O

1769 {100, | 4 100 |

1770 { IT1 © e < 1+ 8

1771 {140 |9 oo |

1792 3¢, 0 | 7 10 0 |
1773 © | 7 100
1774 {11 6 |6 oo
1775 { 11 6 | 4 10 O
Average| 12 2% |5 15 4%

It appears from this Account, that the real average

: Erice of Malt during this period, was 125. 4id. °nd a
raftion, and that the real average price of Hops wus

- by the Hundred 5/. 155. 43d. and a Fraction, or 12:4.
- by the Pound. But I fhall charge in my Calculation
. Malt at 135. a Barrel, becaufe that was the price at
~ which the Brewers eftimated it, when examined before
‘.. the Houfe of Commons in the Seffion 1775, and flor
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the fame reafon, I fhall charge Hops at 15. 3d.a Pound,;..‘ 1

or 7/. a Hundred.

It remains now only to fettle the quantity of Ho
which fhall be ufed in this Brewing ; and here I fhall
obferve that the quantity I fhall make ufe of in my
Calculation, is two Pounds to every 12 Stoneof Malt;
in England they make a greater allowance of Hops,
but the reafon is, that they keep the Drink a long fime
before they fend it out to their Cuftomers, whereas here
Drink is fent out in five Days after brewing to the Re-
tailers, who never keep it for any length of time.

Having now fettled the quantities of Materials to be
made ufe of, and alfo the Price at which they fhall be
rated, I proceed to make the Calculation, only obferv-
ing that as Brewers have more or lefs Bufinefs, fome
brewing twice, fome three times, fome four, and fome
five times a Week ; I have computed the Profit on
one, two and three brewings as I {fuppofe on an average
Brewers may work three times a Week, and I have
eftimated each brewing at 63 Barrels, becaufe that is
in general the Quantity they brew, altho’ there are
much greater Lengths drawn by fome of the Brewers.

A Calcu-

4
b
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From the foregoing Account I think it may appear’
that a Brewer might afford to brew Drink of a good
Quality, if he could fell that Liquor at the rate of 20s.
a Barrel without deduction, and if he could afford to
do fo, it is clear that it was not the price of the Mate-
rials which obliged him to leffen the Quality of his
Drink; it appears alfo, that the lowering the price of
Ale from 20s. to 18s. wouldfo reduce the Profit of
the Brewer, that he would be obliged to reduce the
Quality of his Drink, or to find out fome other Mode
of re-emburfing himfelf, and therefore I think 1t may
be fairly concluded, that the Caufe which I have af-
figned, has really produced the reduction of the Qua--
lity of Malt Liquor. |

% The Calculation here given, is made upon the faireft Princi-
ples, and the very beft Information which the Author could obtain ;
but he by no means intends  to infift on it as critically exact, there
are many Circumftances which can be known only to the Gentle-
men concerned in the Brewing Trade, fuch things may be omitted,
but if they are, there are very high allowances made on the other-
fide in the price of every Article, {o that the Author hopes that the
Calculation is not far wrong. %

Tt muit occur to every one, that from this Profit of 1834/ 6s
muft be deduéted the Intereft of the Capital employed in the Trade,
and all loffes by bad Debts, and the various Accidents to which this -
“T'rade is fubje& in the various procefles of it, and the fame Obferva- -
tions muft be extended to all the Calculations on this Subject in the
courfe of, or fubjoined to this work.
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I come now to confider whether the reducing the
Quality of Liquor will letlen the Confumption of it.

- The Brewers have confefled in the Paragraph before

cited, that by leflening the Quantity of Malt and Hops,
the Liquor becomes leis agreeable and nourifhing to
the People, and that this drives them into the ule of
Spirits, which muft of confequence lefien the Con-
fumption of Malt Liquor.

It has been before thewn, that the Confumption in
1773, was lefs than the Confumption of the Year
1763, by 177,970 Barrels ; it has been thewn alfo, that
the.e was an increafed Importation of Porter in the
fame Period of 29740 Barrels, and that great Pait of
this Porter was brought in, for the purpole of mixing
with our Ale, to raile the Quality, and thereby pro-
mote the Sale; it is clear from this, that if our Ale
was manufactured of as good a Quality as it 1s when
mixed with Porter, there would be no occafion for the
mixture, and of courfe, for the Importaticn of Porter
ufed for that purpofe.

As a further Proof that the Confumption is affected
by the Quality, I fhall mention the following Fact.

In the Year ending at Lady-day 1760, the Excife of
Cork was 10,7150, 18s. 1id. At Michaelmas following,
the Brewers entered into a voluntary and mutual Agree-
ment, that they would ceafe from the Fraud they were
at that time committing, viz. (the mixingAle with Small
beer, and felling the mixture as Ale ; or in other Words,
the reducing the Quality of their Ale,) and that they

- would raife the Price of Ale, fo as to equal what they
A %ﬂined by this Fraud; and the event was, that the
. Revenue rofe in the following Year, ending Lady-
“day 1461, to 13,394/ 17s. 1d. the Year following,

22 ending
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ending Lady-day 1762, it rofe to 16,9001, 125, 2%di
and at Lady-day 1763, it produced 19,361/ 145, 33d.

- From this Fact it appears, that the Confumpticn de-

pends upon the Quahty of the Liquor ; for it iscertain, -
that no fooner was the Practice of mixing Small-beer

with Ale, or in other Words, of reducing the Quality
of Ale put aftop to, than the Confumption encreafed
as well as the Revenue; for if this encreale of Reve-

nue had proceeded folely from a full payment of the
Duties, the utmott rife would have been produced in
the firft compleat Year after the Agreement had taken

place; whereas, the rife was progreflive, and at the

higheft in the laft Year; altho’ at that tune the

Brewers who entered into the Aflociation, began to

labour under ftrong Difadvantages, for pending the |
Agreement, new Men who were not bound by 1,
had gone into the Bufinefs for the very purpofe of fet- -
ing out in the old fraudulent way, and underfelling
them, who were thereby obliged to return to their old
Practices, by which the Duties fell again; and here
the fame Argument arites in Demonftiation, that the
Confumption as well as the Duty, was affected by the

adulteration of the Liquor; for the decreale of the

Excife was not f{udden, by the falling of the Agree-

ment but gradual, from 1763 to 1772, at which Year
it ftood at 10,780/ within 65/. of what it was in the

Year 1760, when the Agreement was entered mto.

Many other Arguments might be brought here ta.
fhew, that the Confumption depends upon the Quality
of ‘the Liquor; butas I fhall have cccafion to men-
tion many Circuamftances which will further prove the
truth of this Pofition, whenI come to fhew the proper
Remedies for the prefent declining ftate of the Brewery,
and the Modes by which it may be reftored; I fhall
bring no further Proofs at prefent, but fhall proceed to
fhew, that the Frauds committed on the Revenue, mlilg

a
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~ al lower the Quality of Malt Liquor, and of courfe
- letien the Confumption ; and this will beft appear from
- a confideration of the Modes made ufe of for this pur-

pofe.

- 'The three principal Modes of defrauding the Reve«
nue in the Brewery are, 1t, by pafling Drink of a Qua-
lity fuperior to Small-beer, on the Gauger. asSmall-

- beer, paying Duty for it as fuch, and felling it as Ale;
this at firft fight muft appear a Fraud which injures the
 Quality of Ale, as itis n fact brewing Ale of an infe-

rior Quality.

~ 2dly, By private Brewing, or concealing a Part, or

the whole of a Brewing from the Officer, in order to
evade a payment of Duty, for {o much . as fhall be con-
cealed.

3dly, By making Ale of a fuperior Quality, and af-
terwards reducing 1t, by mixing with it Small-beer and
felling the muxture as Ale; the confequence is, that
the Brewer thereby faves fo much Excife, as amounts
to the difference between the Duties of Small-beer and
Ale, on the quantity of Small-beer fo mixed; or
other Words, he felis as Ale, a confiderable quantity of
Liquor, for which he paid Duty as Small-beer only.

~ The dire¢t Confequence of the laft two Frauds, is to
render the Drink much worfe than it otherwife would
be, if fairly brewed from even the fame quantity of
Malt ; for the grateful Flavour of Beer and Ale, de-

- pends as much-upon the Method of making it, as up-
on any other Circumftance whatever; and Ale made

~ from a certain quantity of Materials, carefully and ju-
dicioufly manufactured, fhall be of much higher Value,
~ and in much greater Requeft, than Liquor ill manufac-
 twed from the fame or any greater quantity of Ma-
- terials,

N | : | | The
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The excellence of Ale confifts very much in a pure.
Extract being made fiom the Malt, and the Fermen-
tation being cairied on and perfected without diftur-
bance ; now in the progrefs of the Pra¢tices abovemen-
tioned, there muft be a frequent fhifting and hiding of
the Liquor, to conceal or difguife it; the unexpetied .
_arrnival of an Officer, will haften or delay the different

fteps of the Procels, and perhaps {poil a whole Brew-
ing.

The mixing of Liquors which are of different Qua-

lities, altho’ it be done with the utmeoft Judgment and

Care, and at the very beft Time, will fometimes caufe
a fecond Fermentation, and frequently prevent the per-
fect fining of the Liquor fo mixed, and injuie both it's

Colour and Flavour.

To thofe already mentioned, the fraudulent Brewer
adds many other Difadvantages; he muft work irregu-
larly, ‘and at irregular-Hours ; he muft give his Ser-
vants ligher Wages and larger Allowances of Drink ;
he muft bear with their Idlenefs and Drunkerefs; he
muft bribe many Perfons to keep his Secrets; he muft
have a very great additional number of Veflels where-
with to execute his Frauds ; he muft have frequent lof-
fes by his Drink turning four, or otherwife fpoiling ;
he muft fell at lower Prices than the fair Trader; he
muft often ftand expenfive Lawfuits, and fometimes
pay heavy Penalties.

'T'o make amends for all thefe Drawbacks on his Pro~
fits, he has recourfe to the ufe of many Arts; he re-
duces the quantity of his Ingredients; he fubftitutes
cheap Materials in the place of thofe which are more
expenfive ; he practites many Modes of giving a falfe
Strength, Tafte and Colour to his Liquor; he makes
ufe of Molafles of Gentian Rcot, ot Wormwoced, of
Coloquintida and Madder; the Deception hcwe;er,

o€s
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does not laft long ; the former Confumer of wholeforne

and palatable Ale, cannot be perfuaded to drink this
Compolfition, and the Confumption univerfaily fails.

In order to illuftrate this Matter by an Example, I
fhall mention here another Fatt.

My, ———, a Brewer in Cork, followed the Prac- -

tices of his Brethren in that Trade, and made ufe of

feveral Modes of defrauding the Revenue, and parti-
cularly pradtifed the mixing of Ale and Small-beer ;

~ after fome Years he fat down and computed his Gain

and his Lofs, by purfuing his Trade in this way, and
finding himfelf a Lofer, he came to the Collector of
Excife, and offered to enter into an Engagement with
him, that if he would intercede with the Commufiioners
of the Revenue, and get two Informations for 20/
each, which were then entered againft him withdrawn,
that he would for the future, forfake all his Frauds,
Brew fairly, a& Uprightly, and pay all his Duty to the
Crown ; the Colle¢tor naturally doubted of the Since-
rity of this Gentleman, but on his fairly confefling that
his Motive for the offer was, that he loft by his Frauds :
The Collestor did intercede with the Board, who cen-
fented to let the two Informations be withdrawn, and
the Confequence was, that from the Time the Gentle-
man entered into this Engagement, and forfook his
Frauds, his Excife has increafed in the following man-
ner.

His Excife was in the Year Rt oy
ending Michaelmas - - 1772, - 836 5 o©

I amounted to at Michaelmas 1773, - 1452 14 0:
Ditto, 1774, = 2249 5 10:
Ditto, 1775, = 2488 3 11
Ditto, 1776, - 2685 10 7%
Ditto, 1777, - 3076 14 9%

The
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The good Confequences of this Gentleman’s Rc,fbr,-)
ination did not ftop with the increafe of his own Excife,
for his Brother, who was alfo a Brewer, was mfluenced
by his Example, and his Excife has riien in the follow-
ing manner. :

His Excife was in the Year s A0
ending Michaelmas - - 1472, = 541 o 1%
Ditto, 1773, #4030 4. 8%

~ Ditto, 1774, ~ 1307 ‘8 11}

Ditte, 1775y 71500 8 9.

Ditto, 1776, - 1641 2. 8}

Ditto, Q775" 193117 ‘agl

I have feen this Gentleman’s Brewery, where I obfer-
ved above 300 Cafks piled upand lying ufelefs, with
which he formerly practifed his Frauds of mixing Ale 3
and Small-beer, and of concealing. '

~ From this Siate of Fads it appears, that this Gen-
tleman has verified the foregoing Obfervations, and has
proved that the Practices of the fraudulent Prewer, lead
him into Lofles and Expences which induce him to take
every Mode of Re-emburfing himfelf; and I think it
appears from what has been faid, that the general
Mcdes purfued muft injure the lelt of his Drink,
and of Courfe, leflen the Ufe and Confumptxon of it;
and from this it follows, that the Frauds practifed by
Brewers on the Revenue, by injuring the Quality of
Malt Liquors, tend equally with the reducing the Quan-
tity of the Materizls ufed in Brewing, to caufe the pres
fent Decline in-the Brewery of Ireland.

If the declive of the Brewing Trade of this ng—
dom be owing to the bad Quality of Malt Liquors
brewed in 1t, in which pofition I thmk the Brewers and
I are agreed, whether that bad Quality te caufed by
the neceflity ‘the Brewers are under from the increafed
: price
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price of Malt, Hops, Fire, and Labour of all kinds,
| of reducing (as they have alledged) the quantity of
 Materials from which their Ale is made, or it be owing
to their underfelling one another, and thereby reducing
the Price to 18s. a Barrel, as I have endeavoured to
fhew: The Mode of reftoring the Brewery to it’s former
Credit, and of increafing the Coenfumption of fri/b
Malt Liquors, will in either Cafe be the fame, wiz. (0
reftore them to the Quality which they poflefled before
the prelent Decline began, and then to take away the

Inducement, and the means of cheating the Reve-
- nue.

- The Modes of bringing about thefe very defirable

i Ends are fubmitted to the Wifdom of Parliament, who

- will undoubtedly purfue the moft falutary and effectual
means of Redrefs. Amongft the different Expedients
which have occurred to the Author, the two following

feem to him moft practicable and probable, wiz. the

- one to oblige the Brewers to brew their Drink accord-
ing to a certain Standard of Materials; that is, that they
fhould extract a certain quantity of Drink, from a cer-

~ tain quantity of Malt and Hops, and that they {hould
be allowed to make ufe of no other Materials in brew-
ing ; the other is, toordain by Law, that no Man fhall
fell a Barrel of Ale containing 40 Gallons, under a cer-
tain Price, which fhould be fo regulated as to give the
Brewer a reafonable Profit on Drink brewed from a
fufficient quantity of Malt and Hops.

As to the firft, wiz. The eftablifhing a certain Stan-
~ dard of Materials, from which the Brewers fhall brew
~ their Drinks T would have that fuch a Standard, as

| -%muld allow the Drink to be equal to Englifb imported
eer.

- The Standard by which they brew in England is o
‘Stone of Malt to a Barrel of Porter, and 4 Pounds of
\"iﬁops-, and 3 Stone of Malt to a Barrel of Small-beer,

1Y and
%
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and from 10 Ounces to a Pound of Hops, according te

the Seafon of the Year ; this is the Allowance given to
the Barrel Englyh, containing 36 Gallons, which I have
before mentioned, to be more than equal to the 40
Gallons Irif meature,

Two Objections occur to this Propofal, firft, the im-
practicability of afcertaining whether or no, the Brewer
had really ufed the quantity of Materials prefcribed ;
and next it will be faid, that the Brewer cannot afford
to brew according to fuch.a Standard at the prefent
price of Drink, wrz. 18s. a Barrel.

As to the firft Objection, it is. extreamly difficnlt tog}
anfwer it ; for confidering that Malt varies fo much m
it’s Qualities, it will be {carcely poflible to fay from
the Tafte, whether or no, the proper Quantity has
been really ufed ; but as every Regulation of this fort
muft be made on a Suppofition, that the Malt to be
ufed, is to be of a certain Quality, it muft be prefumed,
that Malt, of which g Stone is fufficient for a Bar-
rel of Ale, muft be Maltof a reafonable good Quality,
and if the Quality of* that Malt was once afcertained,
the quantity of Malt of an inferior Sort to be ufed,
muft be increafed in proportion to the decreafe of it’s

Quality.

The Officers of the Revenue might then, by taking
the Gauge of the Grains, at the fame Time that they
took the Gauge of the Drink, afcertain whether the
proper quantity of Malt had been ufed. |

As to the fecond Objeétion, that the Brewers cannet
afford to brew at this Standard, for the prefent Price,
viz. 18s. a Barrel, let that be afcertained, and if it be
found that they cannot, let the Price of Drink be raifed
fo as to give them a fair Profit on their Sale to the Re-
tailer, and the Retailer a reafonable Profit on his Re-

tail,
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tail, but let the Publick have good Drink, and for the

- Effe& which this would have, I muft iefer to the Ac-
count which I before gave, of the Agreement entered
into by the Brewers of Cork, in the Year 1760, and
the Confequences which 1t produced on the Confump-
tion and the Revenue; and here it may be proper to
obferve, that if either of the Schemes above propcfed,
had been at that Time eftablithed by Law, the Agree-
~ment then entered into by the Brewers, might have
exifted to this Day, and both the Confumption and
the Revenue might have continued to increafe, as
that wou'd have prevented effeCtually the Evil which

" happened, and by which the Agreement was overturned;
for if the Brewers who went into the Trade at that
Time had been obliged to brew from a certain quan-
tity of Materials, and to fell at a certain Price, they
could not have underfold the fair Brewer, and therefore
the fair Brewers might have continued to have brewed
good Drink, and to have fold it for the full Price
of 20s.

As to the fecond Method of reftoring the Quality of
Malt Liquor, wiz. to ordain by Law that no Man_
fhall fell a Barrel of Ale containing 40 Gallons, under
a certain Price, which fhould be fo fettled as to give the
Brewer a reafonable Profiton Ale, brewed from a fuf-
ficient quantity of Materials. I apprehend, that this
alone would be fufficient to reftore the Brewery, for the
fair Brewers would immediately find it their Intereft to
brew good Drink, and to charge the full Price; and if
any Brewer fhould attempt to underfell another, or to
evade the Law, he muft be immediately difcovered ;

“and where it would be fo manifeftly their Intereft, it is
to be imagined the Brewers would take care to put the
L‘aw in execution, and to punith the Offender.

T am well aware that it will be objetted, that this
ft Propofal is in contradiftion to the general Princi-
es of Trade, which finds it’s own Level in the Pri-
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ces of Commodities, and that altho’ it has often been
found necetlary to keep down the Price of a Manufac-

ture, itrarely, if ever, has happened, that the I egifla-
ture have interpofed to raife the Price.

Altho’ I muft acknowledge the Truth of this gene-
ral maxim of Trade, yet I think there may be particu-
lar Exceptions to it, and that the prefent Cafe may well
come under {uch Defcription.

The View in raifing the Price of 7ri/b Beer and Ale,
is in the prefent Inftance, to afcertain the Quality of
them, that the Brewer may be enabled by the add® "
tional Price, to make them of fuch Quality, as fhall
induce a general Confumption, and thereby prevent the
ufe of other Liquors, which at prefent come at a higher
Expence to the Confumers, and draw from this Nation
very confiderable fums of Money, and therefore altho’
there may be an immediate Charge induced upon In-
dividuals, yet we fhall on confideration find, that a
great future faving will be produced, not only to the
Confumer, but alio to the -Publick;

One of the fatal Confequences of the bad Quality of
Beer and Ale brewed in Ireland, has been the great in-
creafed Importation of foreign Malt Liquors ; thefe are
either drank plain, or mixed with our Ale, as has been
before mentioned ; for' the former the Confumer pays
44. a Quart, for the latter mixed half and half 34.
If home-brewed Beer and Ale continue to be made of

- the prefent bad Quality, the effect will be, a continual

increafed Importation of Malt Liquor, and a decreafe in

the Confumption of our Beer and Ale ; it will thenfol-
low, -that the Confumers of imported Malt Liquors will
pay for them if drank genuine 44. if mixed 34. per
Quart, whereas, if.Ale thould be raifed even fo high as
1. 3s. 4d. a Barrel, it would be fold by the Quart at

2'd.
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2id. o that the raifing of the Price, would not only
prevent a great incieafed Tmportation, but would
bring good Drink of a merchantable Quality, cheaper
to the Confumer, than it 1s likely to be without fome
Regulation.

In the prefent Cale, the prefcribing a Price, is merely
for the purpofe of afcertaining the Quality, which is

- become abfolutely indifpenfible from the particular Cir-

t;

cumftances of this Manufacture and the Dealers in it,
for the fair Brewer has both the fraudulent Brewer and
the Retailer to contend with, the former for fo much
as he can fell, the worfe the Liquor the greater will be
his Profit, and the Retailer is interefted, or thinks he is,
in favour of Porter, on which he has a much greater
apparent Profit ; the only Method therefore that I can
fuggeft to eftablith a good Commodity where fuch
Temptations are againft it, is totally to abolith the bad,
which I imagine might be done by the Mode here pro-
poled, but if any better Method fhould be difcovered
to reftore the Brewing Trade, I fhall not be found par-
tial to the Production of my own Brain.

Exclufive of this general Objection, it is afferted by
the Brewers in their Evidence in 1773, asappears from
the Report, that the price of Ale cannot be raifed, for
that if i1t was, nothing would be fold but Porter.

To this I anfwer, firft that the Brewers of Cork in
1760, raifed the Price of their Drink, and at the fame
‘Time improved the Quality of it, and that the Effect
Was, as has been before mentioned, a very great n-
creafed Confumption,

I do readily agree, that if they were to raife the
Price of their Drink, without improving the Quality of
1t, that little would be drank but Porter, butif they

| 'W—quuor equal in Quality to Porter, and

&, to
.
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to fell that at a higher Price than they now do Ale,~
but at a lower than they can afford to fell Porter, I'ay
that fuch a Liquor will be bought in prefcrentc"to !

Porter.

The Queftion therefore really is, whether a quuor _ 
cannot be brewed of equal Quality with Porter and fold -

cheaper,

The Brewer now gets for his Ale, about one
Penny-farthing Half—farthing a Ogart or
by the Barrel -

The Retailer fells it at 24. 2 Q;art or by the
Barrel - .

The Retailer has a Profit of - £

The Irnportmg Porter Merchant fells his Por-

ter to the Retailer for 214d. a Q_art or by
the Barrel for -

The Retailer fells it at 4d a (ma.rt, or by
the Barrel for - -

The Retailer’s Profit is - b i

If the Brewer fold his Ale for Three-half-
pence Farthing a Cmal t, it would be by the

Barrel -
If the Retailer fold that Ale at Two—pence

Half-penny a Quart, it would be by the
Barrel - - - - >

The Retailer’s Profit would be - &

113 4
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* ‘Therefcre if the Brewer can afford to brew a Malt
Liquor equal in Quality to Porter, and to fell it for
1/. 35. 4d. and the Retailer fhould fell that for 17, 1 35. 4.
and fell Porter for 2/. 13s. 4d. then the Retailer would

gain

|
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gain by the Sale of fuch Ale 10s. inftead of 8i. 84.
which he now has, and the Confumer would faye per

~ Barrel 1.

In order to thew that the Brewers can make fuch a

~ Liquor from the fame quantity of Malt from which
Porter is made, I have in the following Table made a
Calculation upon the fame Principles that I affumed in
- my former Calculation on 63 Barrels of Ale.

To g Stoneof Malt .
- 2t 134. aStone, - g
~ To 2Pound of Hops
~at1s. 3d.aPound
~ Expence attending
- the brewing of
eachBarrelof Ale,
fuppofing  that
there is but one

brewing in the
Week - -
The Duty net, of

one Barrel of 40
Gallons

2

5

d.

9
6

Total expence of
one Barrel to the
Brewer - -

19 113

To 40 Gallonsof /. 5. 4.
[ Alefoldfor -1 3 4
To the Barm of
dittgemn, M ¢ 1 1
To the Grains of
it == 6 ‘T 1
Toml-* 7 gt g

DeductExpenceso 19 11}

Remains Profit

perBarrel - o 5 6%

i 1If then the Brewer fold his Ale for
~ And the Retailer {old it to the Publick for

' And alfo fold Porter for

The Retailer per Barrel

‘Then the Brewer would gain per Barrel -

- &nd the Confumer would fave per Barrel

5.

£
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3
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It follows from this, that the Brewer can make'a
Liquor from a quantity of Malt equal to that from
which Porter is made, and can fell it for 17, 3s. 4d.
whereas the Porter Merchant fells his Porter for =
1/. 13s. 4d. and therefore there appears to beno dan-
ger from Porter, if Ale fhould be raifed fo high as
1/, 35. 4d. a Barrel.

In this Calculation I have allowed a very high Price -
to every thing on the Debtor fide of the Account, and
I have calculated the Expences on the Principles ufed =
in the former Calculation on 63 Barrels of Ale, and =
have eftimated them on one Brewing in the Week =
onlv, for if there were two Brewings in the Week of =
63 Barrels each, then the Expence of each Barrel =
would be only 15. 724. and if there were three Brew- —
ings in the Week, then the Expence of each Barrel
would be only 15. 5d. whereas I have charged 2s. 7d.
the Expence on one Brewing only.

The Witnefs whofe Evidence 1s ftated in the Report
of the Committee in 1773, has given his Reafon for
thinking that if the price of Ale was raifed in the
fmalleft degree, nothing would be f{old but Porter ; and
it is this, that as the Publicans have at prefent a greater
Profit by felling Porter than Ale, if Ale was to be
raifed higher in Price, they would have a lefs Profit
than they have at prefent by felling it, therefore they
would fell none, but retail all Porter. ; . &

This Argument is founded on a falfe Principle, for
it fuppofes that the Brewers are to raife the Price of
their' Ale to the Retailers, and that the Retailers are
not to raife it to the Publick, but to <continue to
fell at Two-pence a Quart, whereas the Scheme is,
that fo foon as the Brewer raifes his Price to the Re-
tailer, that the latter fthould raife his to the Publick,
and inftead of making a lefs Profit, he is to have a
greater than he has at prefent. ;
, n
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_In the next Place, if this Argument proves any

thing it proves too much, for if the Retailers having a

greater Profit on the fale of Porter than Ale, could

make them fell nothing but Porter, why does it not

operate now, for at this Moment they apparently have

near three times as great Profit by {elling Porter, as by
felling Ale.

When the whole Cafe is fairly ftated, it will appear
that there is really no danger, either from the Importer,
or the Retailer of Porter, altho’ Ale fhould be raifed in

Price to 1/. 3s5. 4d. to the Retailer, and to 1/, 13s. 44.
to the Publick.

Porter is now fold to the Retailerat 2id. a /. 5. 4.
Quart, or by the Barrel of 40 Gallons 1 13 4
Ale 1s {old to him, the 40 Gallons for BB 0
He Retails Porter at 44. a Quart, or the 40
Gallons for - - - -

213 4
And Ale for 24. a Quart, or the 40 Gallons
L e - - - - - 1256 .8
50 that he has a Profit on Porter of 1id. a
Quart, or by the 40 Gallons of - I O O
And on the fame Quantity of Aleof - o 8 8

It follows, that as the Profit on the fale of a Barrel
of Porter is {o very much higher than on the fale of a
Barrel of Ale, if the Argument would operate at all,
it muft operate at prefent; for there can be no fort of
doubt, but that the Publican would rather have 17 than
8s. 84. but the Faét is, that as the Confumption does not
depend upon what the Publican choofes to fell, but upon
what the Publick choofe to purchafe, the Retailer muft be
aflorted with the Goods which are demanded, and if
the Publick can buy Ale, of equal Quality with Porter,
that is brewed from the {ame quantity of Malt, for lefs
ney, they will purchate Ale; now I have fhewn
- Ale of equal Quality with Porter, can be

G

fold
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fold by the Brewer at 1/. 3s. 4d. and retailed byqbe
Publican at 1/, 13s. 4d.and that the Brewer will have

a Profit per Barrel of 5s. 6°d. and the Retailer of 105,
that is, he will have 15. 4d, more than he has at pre-
fent ; now if at this Day he retails Ale, notwithftand-
ing he has a much greater Profit by retailing Porter,
will giving him a greater Profit on Ale, prevent his Re--
tailing 1t?

And if the Retailer can afford to retail Ale of equal
Quality with Porter for 1. 13s. 4d. and hasa Profit of
10s. on it, what Fear can there be of his being underfold
by Porter, which cofts the Retailer 1/. 13s. 4d. in the
firft Inftance, the very Sum total for which he is ena-
bled to retail his Ale, -.

On the whole therefore, if the Brewer raifed thes
Price of his Drink fo asto have a reafonable Profit on J
good Drink, and fo.astoallow a veafonable Profit to
the Retailer felling at 2:d. a Quart, Porter ccu’d not
interfere, becaufe then the Retailer wou'd be enabled
to fell Ale of equal Quality with Porter, for the ort-
ginal Price which he paid the Merchant for his Porter;
and therefore by whatever Profit he had on the Sale of
Porter, by {fo much muft Ale underfell Porter. |

I have hitherto confidered this Argument on the
Principles laid down by the Brewers, and have taken
for granted, that the Profit of the Retailer of Porter,
s to that of the Retailer of Ale, as1/. is to 8s5. 845
but if we confider the Subject in another Light, the
difproportion of the Profits will not appear fo great.

retail of the Porter ought to be 14s. 3¢d. in order 10

bear a true propertion to the Profit of 10s. on the re=
tal
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~ tail of Ale; or in other words, 105, is to 1. 3s. 4d.

- as 14s5. 33d. 15 to 1. 135. 4d: And therefore if a

~ Retailer fold a Barrel of Ale and one of Porter in an

~ equal fpace of Time, for inftance, in a Day, if he
had 10s5. by the Ale, heought to have 14s5. 3:4. by
the Porter, it fullows therefore, that a Retailer really
gains only 5s. 8{d. and not 10s5. more by the fale of
a Barrel of Porter, than he wou’d by the Saleof the
fame quanuty of Ale.

This is on a Suppofition that he cou’d fell as much
Porter as Ale, and in as thorta ume; but Expeiience
fhews us that is not the cafe, and on a further Examinati~
on it will be found, that the retail of Ale is on the whole,
a better Trade than that of Porter, for three things
muft be taken into Confideration, 1ft. the fum of Mo-
ney the Retailer is to lay out; 2dly. the quicknefs of
the Return, and 3dly. the Profit heis to have upon
Sale ; now it will be found by the Accounts annexed
to the Report of the Committee &¢. that in the Year
ending Lady-day 1773, a Year in which the quanuty
of Iriyh Beer and Ale was nearly at the loweft, and in
which, the importation of Malt Liquors was at the
higheft, that the Confumption of Zrifh, exceeded that
of impoited Beer and Ale, in a proportion of more
than feven to one; nowaltho’ the quality of Ale was
at that Period very bad, yet the Retailer gained by fel-
ling Ale at a Profit of 8s5. 84. a Barrel, 3/. os. 84.1n
the fame Space of time that he gained one Pound by
the Sale of Portery and if the Price of Ale was raifed,
and the Profit on the Sale of a Barrel was to be r1os.
he would, if the proportion in the Confumption of the
two Liquors remamed the fame, gain 3/. 10s. by the
Male of Ale, for every 20s. which he gained by Porter;
and if raifing the price and quality of Ale fhou’d in-
creafe the Confumption, his Profit would increafe m the

- fame proportion; and that the Confumption would in fuch
~ Cafe incecafe, I think muft be evident from what I have

: " 2 already
9




already ftated, and from this further Confideratios
that the Confumers of Malt Liquors, will rather give”
7id. for three Pots of good Ale, than 84. for two
Pots of fuch Porter as is generally to be met with at
Ale Houfes, and therefore I think, that the retail of
Ale, altho’ there is not fo great an apparent Profit
upon each Barrel of it, as there is on each Barrel of
Porter, yetis on the whole a better Trade, than the
retail of Porter, and therefore I am under no Appre-
henfion, that there will not be found Men encugh who
will be able to {ee their own Intereft, and continue to

retail that Liquor by which they are likely to make &
the beft Livelihood.

Having now mentioned what feem to me to be the
moft likely Methods of reftoring the quality of Malt
Liquors, which is the firft Step neceffary for the reco-
very of the Brewery, Icome next to fhew what is
further neceffary for the Improvement of it, namely,
to take away the Inducement and the Means of de-
frauding the Revenue, which I have before proved
will, if fuffered to be practiled, produce the fame
Effects, as the leflening of the quantity of Materials
from which Beer and Ale are made. "

- L g a TR

When I fpeak of taking away the Inducement for
cheating the Revenue, i: will not be fuppofed, thatl
can think it poffible {0 long as there is any Duty what-
ever on Malt Liquors, to take away from a Brewer
difpofed tofraud all Inducement to practife that Fraud;
all that I mean is, to take away from the fair and
well difpofed Brewer, the neceflity of acting unfairly,.
if he means to make Money by his Bufinefs. A

"The Method of accomplifhing this, is to enable him
by the means I have already laid down, to make area-
fonable Prefit by his Bufinefs fairly carried on; but al-
tho’ this would be fufficient to reinftate the brewing

Bufinefs,
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- Bufinefs, if we cou’d enfure the honefty of all Brewers,
yet as we know that this is not potflible, we muft in
the next Place endeavour for the Sake of the Trade,
the honeft Brewer, and the Publick, to take away the
means, as far as we can, of committing Frauds.

I have already mentioned the three principal Frauds
prattifed by Brewers, wviz.

1it—Impofing Ale upon the Revenue Officers, as
Small-beer.

2dly.—Private brewing and ccncealing of Malt Li-
quor ; and

3dly.—The mixing of Ale and Small-beer together,
and felling the Mixture as Ale.

and I have fhewn, that each of thefe Frauds injures

the quality of Ale; I fhall now endeavour to fhew
the means of preventing them.

The two Frauds of pafling ‘Ale upon the Revenue
Officer as Small-beer, and the private Brewing and
concealing of Malt Liquor, are to be prevented by pro-
per Revenue management, and by fortifying the Ex-
cife Laws, from time to time with fuch Claufes, as

~ may be found neceflary to meet and defeat new Frauds
and evafions of the prefent Laws.

The 3d. Fraud, viz. the mixing of Ale and Smali-
beer, and felling the mixture as Ale, by which the
Brewer faves {o much Excife as amounts to the diffe-
rence between the Duties of Ale and Small-beer on
the quantity of Small-beer fo mixed, is the grand
Fraud which is practifed, and the utmoft Care and at-
tention are neceffary to put an End toiit, {orit isa Fraud

~ which not only diminifhes the Revenue, but ftrikes
. directly at the very Principles, and defeats the very
é i2 : Means
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Means by which it is propofed to reftore again the
Brewing Trade, for in vain fhall we oblige Brewers to*
make Drink of a {ufficient good Quality, if afterit is
thus made it is mixed with Small-beer, ard of courfe,
reduced in its Quality ; fome efleciual Mede muft
therefore be pointed out to prevent this Evil, and to
promote a general Confumpticn by fecuring to the Con-
{umer a Liquor of a good Quality ; otherwife we muft
give up all Expectation of fubftantial Improvement
this Trade. |

The only effectual Mode in my Opinion will be, to =
feparate the brewing Trade into diftinct Branches, and =
to probibit any Man from brewing Small-beer, who
brews Ale, or from brewing Ale after he fhall declare
himfelf to be a Brewer of Small-beer.

It will be faid, that this isa ftrange way of aflifting =
the Brewery, and that it would be a great Severity to
prevent any Man from brewing both Small-beer and
Ale, and that the Bufinefs of a Brewer cculd not be
carried on without that Liberty; that they cannot run
oft the full ftrength of their Malt into Ale, and that
what remained in the Malt would be loft, by their being
prevented fiom making Small-beer.

Before I enterinto this Argument, or begin to anfier
thefe feveral Objections, I think it neceffary to ftate the
Magnitude of this Fraud, with which I imagine the
Publick can be hardly acquainted.

In order to do this properly, it will be neceflary for
me to ftate a {few Obfervations, which are general Guides
to Revenue Officers who know their Bufinefs, to ena-
ble them to judge whether a Brewer works fairly or not.

It is a general Calculation, that if-a Brewer brews
all Ale, he ought to have a Gallon of Ale, for every
Gallon of Grains; that when he brews Ale and Small-

beer

]
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beer alfo, then the whole quantity of his Ale and one
' third of his Small-beer, ought to be equal to the num-
' ber of Gallons of Grains; and when he brews Small-
'~ beer only, then the Gallons of Small-beer ought to be
three times as many, as the Gallons of Grains.

This is a Calculation generally adopted, altho’ not
ftrictly true ; itis much in favour of the Brewerif he
brewed Drink of a good Quality, and very much in his
%vour according to the Mode in which they now
rew.

~ However an Account founded on this Calculation,
| was taken of the working of four Brewers in Cork for
- three Months ; two of whom were at thattime fuppofed
~ to take advantage of the Revenue.

By this Account it appeared, that Aylmer and Chri/~
topher Allen, brewed by the Malt Guage 122,377 Gal-
lons of Malt, from which the Produce was 53,504
Gallons of Ale, and 83,700 Gallons of Small-beer,
for which they paid Excife 400l 11s. 7:4.

According to the above Calculation, which is in fa-
vour of the Brewer, and fhort of the Truth, it ap-
pears, that the Revenue loft in thofe three Months the
Duty of 40,973 Gallons of Ale.

If two-thirdsof the Small-beer brewed, were mixed
“with Ale, and all fold as Ale, which will appear to be
fhort of the Truth, then there were 55,800 Gallons of
Small-beer fold as Ale, which if charged with the
Duty of Ale, would have made a diffcrence in Excife
of 235/. 10s. 10d.

In this Calculation, fome Allowance muft be made

in favour of the Brewers, becaufe Ale brewed for the
S purpoie

\E

| &
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purpofe of mixing with Small-beer, is made much
ftronger than common Drink ; let us therefore allow,
that inftead of the Duty of 40,973 Gallons, the lofs to
theRevenue was only the Duty on 21,000 Gallons, then
the Account will ftand thus,

_ $ - 48
The Duty of 21,000 Gallonsof Aleis 122 '

Difference between the Duty of Ale and
Small-beer, on 535,800 Gallons of Small-

~ beer, - - - - - 235 10 10

Total lofs to the Revenue in 3 Months - 3 57 13,310 8
which was near as much as they paid. '

To fhew that they muft have mixed their Ale and
Small-beer at leaft in the proportion I have ftated, I
muft obferve, that there was an Account taken of the
number of Retailers of Small-beer in Cor, during thefe -
three Months, they amounted to 71, of whom there
was but one who took Small-beer from Aylmer Allen,
and not one from Chriltopher ; fo that it is plain, that

they muft have mixed their Small-beer, as they had
no other vent for it, |

Thomas White confumed in the fame three Months

46,800 Gallons of Malt, and his Ale was 50,149 Gal-
lons, and his Small-beer 10,204.

Artiwell Hays, another Brewer, confumed 88,608

Gallons of Malt, and his Ale was 76,384 Gallens, and
no Small-beer, |

The Excife paid by Z7bite was 302! 105, from
about two-fifths of the Malt confumed by the Allens,
and the Excife paid by Hays, was 4a44l. 65. from little
more than two-thirds of the A//ens quantity.

To
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.~ T'o make this matter ftill more clear, I fhall give a
- Comparifon between the Michaclmas Quarter 1771,

the three Months from which the above Obfervations
- were made, and the fame Quarter in the Year 1774.

Malt Gauge.| Galls. ftrong|Calls. fmall, Excife paid,

N Aylmer Allen. LR &
Michs. 17714 75,538 32,867 50,055|1244 12 5
[Michs. 1774 86,864/112,960| - - - [657 1 oO
Chriftr. Allen.

Michs. 1771 46,839| 20,637| 33,645/155 19 21
Michs. 1774 | 42,895| 54,821} 4,330[323 9 11}
Thomas W hite.

Michs. 1771.] 46,800 50,149| 10,294/302 10 ©
Michs. 1774.| 38,780 47,088 2,456'276 N %
Attiwell Hays.|

Michs. 1771.| 88,608| 76,384 - -~ 444 6 o
Michs. 1774./106,339[107,700] - - - [625 18 0o}

From this Comparifon it appears, that Aylmer Allen,
in the firft of thefe Periods, paid for 75,538 Gallons of
Malt, a Duty of only 244/. 12s. 5d. that in the {econd
Period he paid for 86,864 Gallons, being an increafe of
about one-eighth of Malt, a Duty of 657/. 15. a Sum
nearly treble of the former.

It appears alfo what his pradtice was, viz. mixing;
for in the firft Year, the number of Gallons of Ale,
and one-third of the Gallons of Small-beer, falls fhort
of the number of Gallons of Malt by 25,986, and from
the fmall produce of Ale which was brewed very ftrong,
and the very great quantity of Small-beer which muit
have been brewed for mixing, as he had no other vent

.
«

;

for
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forit, it muft be clear, that mixing was the Pradi
and this muft appear more evident when it is con ;,,,.,.
that in the latter Year when he brewed mno Small-bee; _'
and of courfe could not mix, he produced i
86,864 Gallons of Malt, 112,960 Gallons of Ale, and
‘this laft Circumftance thews alfo, that the Caleulatior
of the Proportion which the number of Gallons of
Ale ought to bear to 'the Gallons of Malt is not a juft
one, ‘but'much n favour of the Brewer.

Similar Obfervations muft arife, on comparing C‘bqj‘
topher Allen’s brewing in thefe two Periods; whereas,
on comparing #hbite’s and Hays’s m thefe two Periods,
they will ‘appéar to bear a fair Proportion to each other,
becaufe they brewed equally fair in both Periods; #bite’s
Small-beer bearing no proportion to 'his ftrong, antl
Hay's brewing no Sma]l-gee _

To illuftrate this Subject ftill further, I'fhall fubj om |
another Table, fhewing the quantity of Ale and Sma.ll-*
beer brewed by the 15 ‘?rmmpal Brewers of Cork, for
two Years, viz. the Year 1771, ending Lady-day ¥
1772, and the Year ending Lady—day 1775
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Brewers Names
¢ -
1

Gallons brewed the Year | Gallons brewed the Year,
ending the 2 5th March 1772. :cnding‘thc‘,' 25th March 1775, §
Strong. Small. Strong. Small. ~ |
Hays. | 255,454 | - - - | 366,747| - - -
Ayl. Allen.} 97,299 | 147,400 | 409,052 | - = =
Crawford. | 38,466| 1,445| 52,540\ - - - |
| Beck. 104,157 | 42,361| 140,315]| 550,
A Chrif Allen| 68,834 |109,756| 213,456 11,557
 Thos W bite| 177,854 35,809| 153,789} 25,855
Lane. 82,540| 86,841 158,022| 15,491
Morgan. 22,809| 1,017 20,104 681
Rich. Fitton| 22,109| 31,234| 51,645| 23,239
N\ Wm. Fatron|  30,619| 7,352| 161,054 23,330 |
| Dowman. | 33,276| 20,4410 74,593 21,551
Franklin. 47,024 | 81,186 85,334 21,708 |
Holland. 43,880 18,145 39,901 | 11,278
M Charty. 60,673 56,459 69,960| 14,251 ’
Chatterton. | 49,477| 50,129|  34,729| 18,142
1,134,471| 695,575 |2,037,241(187,033
Statute Barrels 35,452 21 ,736 6316631 5’863
From this Account it appears, that the quan-
tity of Ale brewed in 1772, Wasin Barrels = 35,452
Of Small-beer in 19472, in Barrels, - - - 21,736
Of Alein 1775, in Barrels, - E - 63,663
Of Small-beer in 1775, inBarrels, - - - 5,803

From this {tate of Fads it is obfervable, that as ths
fraud of mixing Small-beer with Ale, (or in othe:
Words, of reducing the Quality of Ale by this parti-
cular Mode) has decreafed, notonly the Revenue, bu.:

~ the Confumption has increafed.

H The
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The Revenue from, - -
WO, B TR, TR :
The confumption of Strong Beer from 35,452 Barrels l’“
To - ML R - 63,663 Barrels
And the quantity of both Strong and :
Small taken together from - 57,188 Barrels
D B b N - 69,526 Barrels

Which are fufficient proofs of the Injury done bothto
the Revenue and to the confumption of Malt Liquors, X
by the deftructive Fraud of reducing the Quality of
Ale or Strong Beer, by mixing it with Small-beer, in
order to evade paying the full Duties of Excife ; forit
is evident, that while the fraud of mixing Ale and
Small-beer prevailed, the Confumption of Ale was only

in Barrels - - - - - 35,452
And of Small-beer, - - 21,736
And of both together, - - r5j', 188
That when the Fraud ceafed, the confump-
tion of Ale alone was, - - 63,663
And of Small-beer, not more than - 5,863
; And of both together, - - 69,526

| So that the Confumption of Ale only at this
| Day, exceeds the Confumption of both Ale .
and Small-beer taken together while the Barrels

Fraud prevailed, by - - - 6,475
And exceeds the Confumption of Ale, at that
period, by - - = i 1 20

It appears alfo, that the prefent Confumption of
Small-beer is 5863 Barrels. Now allowing that no part

of this Quantity was brewed for mixing with Ale, but
that the' whole was really confumed as Small-beer, we
may
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- may reafonably fuppofe, that the real Confumption of
- Small-beer in 1772, was the fame, viz. 5863 Parrels

but there -were brewed in that Year 21,736 Barrels of

Small-beer, of which 5863 only were for fair Confump-

tion; of courfe, there were brewed for the purpofes of

- Fraud by mixing 15,873 Barrels, near three times as

much as was brewed for fair Confumption; thefe
15,873 Barrels were fold as Ale when mixed, and paid
Duty only as Small-beer, the Revenue therefore loft
the difference between the Duty of Ale and Small-beer
on thefe 15,873 Barrels, or 2643/ 115. 64,

But the Evil did not ftop there, for the Revenue not
only loft this Sum immediately by the difference of
Duty fo with-held, but it fuffered aifo a great diminu-
tion by the effect, which the vending of this bad Liquor
had upon the .Confumption; for we find, that fo foon
as the Practice was ftopped, the Confumption in-
creafed exceedingly, and that inftead of the Quantity
of Ale confumed, and for which Duty was paid in

1772, viz. Barrels. - - 35,452
The Confumption in 1775, for which Duty
~ was paid, was - = - 63,663
That is an increafe of Barrels, - 28,21 ¢
8. d.

The Duty of which is, - o Mgt g WA SO
From this muft be dedutted the Duty

on 15,873 Barrelsof Small-beer, - 605 1 114
- There will remain a lofs on the Con-
fumption of Malt Liquors in 1772,

of, - - - - - 5168 15 &%

So that it appears that the Revenue, by
this Fraud of mixing Ale and Small-
- beer, really loft in the Year 1772,
in the City of Cork alone, no lefsthan 5,168 15 o}

And




And the whole ftate of this Matter isa ftrong Corre
boration of the truth of my former Pofition, vrz. -that
| the Confumption of Malt Liquor depends upon the
' Quality of it. | et

N B. The Quantities of Strong and Small, brewed in Cork, in
the Years 1776 and 1777, are as under. p

Strong Barrels. Small in Barrels.

25th March 1776 75,5714 13,985%
1777 82,337¢% 13,814}

And the amount of Excife was at Lady-day 1776, - - £16,0 )
1777 > = N

The higheft produce of Excife at Cork was in 1763, at the
clofe of the Agreement among the Brewers, when it
amounted to, - - - - £19,

-

The Revenue of the Year ending Lady-day 1777, was £17,486;
the Deduction from the additional Duties this Year, made by the
alteration of the Gallon, was £1447. So that fuppofing no Altera~
tion had taken place, the Comparifon between e Revenue of 176£ 1

and thatof 1777, wouldbe - 1763 -~ - £193
1777 - - 13,9353.'
Difference :
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- Having now fhewn the Magnitude of this Fraud,
-and the effet it has both on the Revenwe and Con-
Aumption of Malt Liquors 5 T muft again repeat, that
. the only effeCtual Mcde of putting a ftop to this Fraud,
~is by feparating the brewing Trade, and not fuffering
 the fame Brewer to brew both Ale and Small-beer.

- The Objections which I have ‘heard made to the fe-
paration of the Trade are, that the whole ftrength of
ithe Malt cannot be extratted in Ale; that therefore if
the Brewers be not allowed ‘to make Small-beer after
Ale, they muft lofc whatever ftrength vemains in the
~ Malt after the Ale comes off: That the Trade is at
iprefent a very bad one, and declining every Day, and
! that the Profiton Small-beer extradted after Ale, is the
l principal fupport of the Ale T'rade, without which that
~ T'rade could not 'be carried on; ‘that the ‘Small-beer
- Trade never can exift by itfelf, nor can any Man afford
~ito brew Small-beer and fell it:at 65. a Barrel, the Rate
iat which the Liquor to be denominated Small-beer, ‘s
‘fixed by the Act of Excife, wall Liquor above that Price
 ‘being fubject to pay Duty as.Ale, -and that therefore no
- Man can carry on a Small-beer Brewery, until fuch

Time as the Rate of the Liquor to be denominated
Small-beer is raifed.

Thefe Objections I fhall confider, firft, as they af-

fett the Ale Brewery, and next, as they relate to that
- of Small-beer.

‘Asto the firft Objeétion, that the whole Strength
of the Malt cannot be extracted in Ale; I do aflert
~ ‘that it may be, and ‘generally is ; and that where the
- ‘Brewer makes Small-beer after Ale, if it be for Sale
- as Small-beer, and not for the purpofe of mixing with
Ale, he conftantly makes ufe of -a fubftitute for Male;
that he ufes Molaffes for that purpofe; that he adds
er to give a Colour ; that inftead of frefh Hops,

& he

|
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he boils this Liquor upon the Hops already ufed in the
Ale, and adds Gentian Root as a Bitter, and impofes
this Extra&t on the Publick, as the produce of Malt
and Hops. |

The next Affertion is, that the Brewer cannot go
on if the Trades be feparated, for that the only Profit
of the Brewer now arifes from Small-beer not from Ale,

This may be true, fo long as the Brewer is aliowed
to impofe on the Publick a Liquor made from Molaffes,
Dye-ftuff and Gentian Root, as.a pure Extratt from &
Malc and Hops, and fo long as they fhall be permitted
to underfell one another, fo as to reduce the Price of
Ale to 18s. a Barrel; but this Argument muft be at
an End, whenever Ale fhall be brewed of a certain Qua-
lity, and fold for fuch a Price as fhall leave a Profit to.
the Brewer; this Anfwer might be fufficient on the
Subject, but when Things are confidered fairly, as they -
ftand at this Day, it will appear, that Experience and
Fats contradict the Affertions which are made, and
fhew, that the Trades may at prefent, be carried on
feparately. .

To prove this, I fhall firft refer to the Table before
inferted, containing a comparative View, of the work=
ing of four Brewers in Cork, for the Michaelmas Quar-
ter 1771, and for the fame Quarter 1774.

From a view of this Table it will appear, that before
Aylmer Allen reformed his Prattice, he made both Ale
and Small-beer, and that the quantity of the latter ex-
ceeded the former in a great proportion, but no fooner
did he give up the Practice of mixing, than he left off
brewing Small-beer entirely, and has neyer fince brew- ‘
ed any Thing but Ale. 3

From
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From this Table it alfo appears, that Aisiwell Hays,
who was always a fair Brewer, never brewed any Small-

‘beer, but took the whole Strength of his Maltin Ale.

I fhall next refer to the Table giving an Account of

 the quantity of Ale and Small-beer brewed by the Brew-

ers of Cork in the Years 1772 and 1775, and fhall an-
nex to the Account before given, the Number of brew-
ings made by each Brewer.in the Year 1775, together

“with the Number of faid brewings, in which both Ale

and Small-beer were madeg.

From this Account it will clearly appear, either that

i the Ale Brewery may be carried.on diftinétly and fepa-

rately, with a Profit to the Brewers, or that Brewers do
at this Day, carry on a Trade for the accommodation-
of the Publick, without any view of Profit to themlelves.

a3 ol Brewers

RS,
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- From this Table it appears, that Hays, Aylmer Allen
and Crawford, made 473 brewings of Ale, without ma-
king any Small-beer; that Beck made 108 brewings
of Ale, on only 4 of which, he made Small-beer ; that
Chriftopher Allen made 120 brewings of Ale, on only
24 of which he made Small-beer; and that taking the
whole 15 Brewers together, they made 1495 Brewings,
on ouly 636 of which, they made Small-bcer, and on
859 of which, they brewed Ale alone; from whence
I think it is evident, that the Brewers can get the full
Eroduce of their Malt in Ale, or there wou’d not

ave been more than one half of their Brewings in
which Ale only was made; and when it is confidered
that it is only fince the Year 1772, that the Brewers of
Cork have left off the making of Small-beer after Ale n
every Brewing, thatis fince the Time that Mr. Allen
ceafed from mixing ; it muft appear, that it was not
for the purpofe of extracting the whole produce of their
Malt that they carried on the double Trade, but for
the purpofe of Fraud, by mixing; and from obferving
the Increafe in the Confumption of Alein Cork, lince
the Fraud has been prevented, vsz. from 35,452, to
63,663 Barrels; the great Advantages which may be
expected from the feparation of the Trade, may appear.

To the Proofs which I have already given, I fhall
‘only add, that in Aaterford, there are fix common
Brewers who brew both Ale and Small-beer, but they
brew them feparately, that is, they brew Small beer
only when it is called for, and then they brew it with-
out making Ale. The Confumption of the Town is but
fmall in this Article, moft of the Small-beer being made
for the ufe of the Newfoundland Ships. There are allo
two retailing Brewers who make Small-beer after Ale,
and Twenty two retailing Brewers who make Ale only.

~ N. B.'The Confumption has increafed every Year
fince 17%92. vide Note, Page 62.

12 In

I
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In Limerick there are five common Brewers, only one’
of whom ever brews Small-beer, and he always brews
it feparately. There are feveral retailing Brewers, who
make Ale only; at Kinfale there is only one Biewer,
who makes Small-beer only for Ships ufe; at Cove of

Cork there is alfo one Brewer who makes Small-beer
only for Ships ufe. X

There are feveral Brewers of Small-beeronly in Cork,
viz. Thomas King, Redmond Fitzgeraldy 7¥vlliam Mar-
tin, and Thomas Ofborue. :

Thefe feveral Inftances ferve to fhew, that feparate
and diftinct Brewings of Ale and Small-beer, are made
at Cork, W aterford, Limerick, Kinfale and Cove of Cork,
and probably in feveral other parts of freland.

That the Ale Brewery does not for it’s Profits, de-
pend upon the making of Small-beer after Ale, will
turther appear from confidering the effecs which a fe-

paration of the Trades would have upon the Small-
beer Brewery. ,

The Brewery is to be confidered as a great National
object, either as it relates to Agriculture or to Revenue,
or as it furnifhes a neceflary Article of Confumption of
our own Manufacture, and thereby faves the Importa-
tion of foreign Malt Liquors at a great expence of Na-
tional Wealth. Now let the different Branches of this
"['rade be compared upon any of thefe Principles, and
it will be found that Ale is the great Objet to which

we ought to attend, and that Small-beer is comparative-
ly but of {mall Importance.

|

.
“

»

L

In order to fhew this, I fhall ftate the number of
Barrels of Ale and Small-beer which have been brewed
in this Kingdom for the laft feven Years, with the pro-
duce of each in Excife, and fhall add the numbcr(lf |

Barrels

P
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Barrels-of -Malt required to brew each refpectively, al-
g 9 Stone of Mault to Ale, and 3 Stones to Small-

lowin

beer.

F00
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Years.

Barrels of Al
brewed.

Barrels of Malt

ufed.

Produce in
" Excife.

Barrels of
Small-beer
brewed.

[ Barrels of
Malc ufed.

Produce

in
Excife,

S LR
1772
1773
11774
1775
1776

439,863
433,160
447,330
461,035
465,207
458,460

263,918
259,869
268,398
275,621
279,124
275,076

G .
90,042
88,669
91,570
94,374
955229
93,849

140,529
138,978
122,603
117,903
110,728
110,608

28,106
27+795
245520
23,530
22,143
22,121

£
5,386

52327 .

4,699
4,519
4,244

45239,

%,
)
14

&

1777 473,110 283,866

— e | ¢

96,790[110,698
Total .3,178,165|1,9o6,872 650,523/852,047/170,406|32,657

22,139 4,243

1

From this it appears, that taking the Totals of the
feven Years, the quantity of Ale brewed, bears a pro-
portion to that of Small-beer, of {omething more than
3z to one ; that the proportion of the quantity of Malt
ufed for Ale, to that ufed for Small-beer, is a little
more than 11 to one, and that the proportion of the

- Produce in Excife between them is 193 to one; o that

if we confider the two Branches of the Brewery as Na-
tional Objects, it will appear that the Small-beer Trade
is of mall Importance, compared with that of Ale.

But altho’ this be the Cafe, yet Small-beer is an Ob-
Ject well worth our Caré, as it may be faid to be a Ne-
ceflary for the Poor, and if not a Neceflary, yet a Gra-
tification to the rich ; I fhall therefore examine how far
the Affertions of the Brewers are well founded concern-
ing this Branch,

But

=7
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Butbefore I go into that Enquiry, it will be nece ' =
to ftate particularly the manner in which the Small-beer -
"T'rade is at prefent carried on. L

~ This Bufinefs is conducted differently according to
the Purpofe for which it is intended ; if it be brewed -
for mixing with Ale in order to defraud the Revenue, =
it is made as high in Quality as the Officer will admit i =
to be, under the denomination of Small-beer, in order b
that it may require the lefs Ale, which is alfo brewed =
very ftrong, that a fmaller Proportion of it may be ne- 3
ceffary to bring up the Small-beer to the Standard of =
18s5. Ale; if the Small-beer be intended for Sale, itis =
made in the following manner. 4

T'he brewer of Ale who gets but 18s. a Barrel for =
his Ale at prefent, puts no more than 7 Stone of Malt =
and one Pound of Hops, to each Barrel in Winter, and
in Summer fomewhat more of Hops ; having drawn
off his Ale, he runs hot Water thro’ the Grains, this =
Water is put again into the Boiler with Molafles, the
Hops before ufed with the Ale, Gentian Root fufhcient
to bitter it, and as much Madder as will give it a pro=
per Colour; this Compofition when boiled 1s called
Small-beer, and is fold to the Poor and to the Hucki- -
ters, for 55. a Barrel; when the Brewer deals with
Gentlemen, or Perfons requiring a higher priced Lis -
quor, he makes up for them Small-beer from 6s. to 8s.
1os. 125 and 14s5. a Barrel, according as they fhall.
pleale to order it ; this Liquor is compoled of the for-
mer, mixed with a certain quantity of Ale, according
to the Price at which it is intended to be fold.

"This Practice which is highly beneficial to the Brew=
ers, would certainly be entirely ftopped by a feparation
of the Brewery, as they would not then have it in their
Power to mix; and thisis really the great Grievance |
which they fear, but I fhall endeavour to fhew, that
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 this Praftice is a very great Fraud and Impofition, both

f;'ﬁ?bitt}.lez .Publick and the Revenue, and ought to be pro-

- Ithall in the firft Place ftate a Brewing as now'made

by the Brewers, in order to fhew the Mode in whi
“they carry on this Trade. : Joyr % P

A BREW.
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Having ftated the Mode in which the Brewers |
carry on both the Ale and Small-beer Tiades, |
fhall makea few Obfervations on it.

It appears, that where a Brewer makes botli Ale and
Small-beer, his Profit on one Brewing in the Week,
amountsto 12/. 155. 10°d; thatof thisSum, the Pro-
fit on Ale 1s 10l. 5s. 3:d. and that on Small-beer, only
2l. 10s. 7:d; that the Profit on two Brewings in the
Week is 31/. 105 4d. of which 26/ .9s. 1d. 15 the
Profiton Ale, and 5/ 1s5. 34. 1s that on Small-beer ;
it follows, that there can be no Truth in the Aflertion,
that if the Trades were feparated, the Ale Brewery
muft be deftroyed, as the cnly Profit of the Brewer de-
pends upon the Small-beer extracted frem the Malt,
after making Ale,

The falfity of this Affertion further appears from a
Confideration, that the quality of the Small-beer does
not depend upon what is extracted from the Malt, but
upon the quantity of Molafles added to the Water,
which thews alfo, that the ftrength of the Malt is ex-
tracted in Ale, or there would be no occafion for Mo-
lafles to make Small-beer; and the ule of Molafles
fhews, that the Small-beer Trade, as now carried on, .
is no Object to Agriculture. j

It next appears, that at one Brewing in the Week
of both Ale and Small-beer, as the Trade i1s now ma-
naged; the Brewer has a weekly Profitof 12/. 15s. 1034, A
which makes an annual Profit of 665/. 65. 84; that-
at two Brewings in the Week, he would have a weekly
Profit of 31/, 10s. 4d. which would make an annual
Profit of 1638, 17s. 4d. Now if this State of the-‘_i
Brewer’s Profit, be compared with the Account in Pages
32 and 33, of the Profit on 63 Barrels of Ale, made
fiom g Stone of Malt &¢. and fold for 205. a Barrel
without any deduétion, it will be found, that the Brew-
ers have an advantage incarrying on the Trade in the

_1



pi‘e{i:nt Mode, altho’ by fo doing, they have much re-
duced both the Confumption and the Revenue.
" - On comparing the two Tables, the Account will be
found to ftand thus.

Brewer’s Profit on one Brewing in the /[, s 4.
Week on Ale and Small-beer, as now
made and fold - - : - 12 15 10}
Ditto on Ale made from g Stoneof Malt |
&e. and fold at 20s. - ~ r @/ 2 1.

chkly advantage of the prefent Mode,
k on 1 Brewing inthe Week - .- <. 2 52 11}

—— e —— —————

I Prefent Mode, annual Profit on 1 Brew-
~ing in the Week - - - 665 6 8
Annual Profiton 1 Brewing in the week,

at g Stone of Malt &e. - - 423 11 8

Annual advantage of the prefent Mode
to the Brewer, at 1 Brewing in the

Week - 3 2 . - 241 15 O
Prefent Mode, Weekly Proﬁt on 2 brew- o Mo

ings 31 10 4
Proﬁt on Ale made from 9 Stone of Malt

&e. weeklyon 2 Brewings -~ - 22 11 ol

Weekly advantage of the prefent Mode,

on 2 Brewings in the Week - - 819 3t
, Ermmrrnes TS
- Prefent Mode, annual Profit on 2 brew-
~ings in the Week - - w3638 17 4
Annual Profiton 2 Brewings in the week,
at g Stone of Malt &5, - BI04 4

‘_ Annual advantage of the prefent Mode
W the Brewer, at 2 Brewmgs in the

P Wesk - - - - “ 46698
K 2 Co
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So that it appears clearly to be the Brewer’s In
to follow the prefent Mode, and this will explain the
Reafon why Brewers do not raife the Price of theirDrink,
and make it of a better Quality, much more to the
fatisfaction of common Senfe, than the Caufe which

they have affigned in the Report, viz. that if they did,
nothing wou’d be fold but Porter. RN 3

It appears, that the Expence to the Brewer of the
Liquor called Small-beer, which he fells at 5s. the 40
Gallons, is really no more than 2s. 643 when he mixes
this Liquor with Ale, and fells it for 8s. 10s. 125. and
14s. a Barrel, he has a great additional Profit, overand
above the Profit on each Liquor,  if fold unmixed; for
inftance, Ale at 18s. the 40 Gallons is worth as near
as poflible without going into Fractions 5id. a Gallon,
Small-beer at 55. the 40 Gallons is worth 1td. a Gallon,
this is the Price then which each Liquor wou’d fell for
if fold feparately ; now let us fee what they fell for when

mixed,




308
€ 77.)

~ T'he Brewer puts to Small-beer which he fells
for 8s. the 40 Gallons, 8 Gallons ot &le,

. value B £
i 82 Ga.llons of Srnall-becr, value - -

This fells for 85. fo there is a Proﬁt M.
mixing, of - =~ -

To 10s. Small-beer, the Brewer puts 11 Gal-
lons of Ale, value - - - ‘
29 Gallons of Small-beer, value - -

This fells for 10s. o thereis a Proﬁt uport
mixing, of -~ - - -

% To 125. Small-beer, the Brewer pnts 14 Gal-
lons of Ale, value - B
26 Gallons of Small- beer, value o

This fells for 12s. fo there is a Profit upon
T A e R

To 14s. Small-beer, the Brewer Pty Gal-
lons of Ale, value B -

23 Gallons of Small-beer, \alue ~ - .-

l This fells for 14s5. o there is a Proﬁt upon
mxxmg of -~ -

$. d.
wge
4 O
T8
o 4
5 o}
3773
g 8
I 4
6 5
iy
-
2 4
P
2 10t
10 8
3 4
From




- all at, or under that value fhall pay but 6d4. as Small-

- after they have been brewed, and have paid their ref~

30
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From this State it appears, thatupon every Stage of
mixing Ale and Small-beer, the Brewer has a very ~
great Profit, over and above what he wou’d have if
he fold the Liquors feparately ; and if the Profit arifing
from the Mode of mixing here defcribed, be {'upcra_ddeg 1
to the advantage which the Brewer has been proved to.
‘have in carrying on his Trade according to the pre~
fent Practice, rather than by raifing the Price and Qua-
lity of his Ale, it will fhew clearly why the Biewers
are againit a feparation of the Trades. ~ :

"This Pratice of mixing is not only an Impofition
on the Publick, but alio a great Lofs tothe Revenue.

Every thing that contributes to introduce the ufe of
a Liquor which pays a leffer Excife, in the Place of ano- -
ther which pays a greater, muft certainly be an Injury =
to the Revenue ; . by the prefent Mode of mixing Ale
with Small-beer, and thereby making Liquors of vari-
ous Strengths and Prices, Liquors are furnifhed to eve-
ry Perfon, adapted to his Tafte, which fuperfede the =
ufe of Ale, and which pay a lower Duty. This Prac-
tice is directly againft Law, for the Excife A¢t has enact-
ed, that all Malt Liquor above the value of 6s. the 32 =
Gallons, fhall pay a Duty of 2s. 6d. as Ale; and that =

beer. ‘Theintention of this Claufe was to prevent the
making of any Liquor of a Quality between Ale and
Small-beer, without paying the Duty of Ale; all {fub-
fequent Revenue Laws on the fame Principies, have
prohibited the mixing of ftrong and weak Malt Liquor,

pective Duties ; and have annexed heavy Penalties to -
this P{aﬁlce, which ought to be enforced againft all
who MiX ; .for it is obvious that trading in this mixed 'é
Liquor, is in fat, felling Ale of an_inferior Quality,
the greateft Part of which has paid Duty only as Small- z
beer
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beer, the Sale of which alfo prevents the Confumption
of {o much Liquer which would pay Duty as Ale,

" Thus it appears, that the mixingof ftrongand weak
Malt Liquors together, and felling the mixture either
as Ale, or as Small-beer, is a very great Impofition on
the Publick, and a very great Injury to the Revenue,
altho’ compofed of Liquors which have each paid Duty,
under the relpective Rate which the Law has fixed
for it.

- I thall now confider this T'rade of mixing Ale with
Small-beer, in another light, and endeavour to fhew,
that 2 Brewer who is allowed to do fo, under pretence of
fupplying Gentlemen, may, if he be difpofed to Fraud,
take advantage of this Indulgence, and impofe on the
Revenue.

Suppofe a Brewer thould brew from Malt and Hops,
a Liquor as ftrong as the Officer of Revenue will
allow to pafs under the denomination of Small-beer,
or at the Duty paid for that Liquor, after you pafs that
Line, there is no diftin®tion made by Law in the Duties
paid by Malt Liquors, but there is fome greater allow-
ance made to the Brewers on ftrong Beer, than on Ale
for wafte, &'c. which amounts to a fmall faving in the
Duty ; the Brewer theh at fomewhat lefs than the Duty
on Ale, makesa Liquor of great ftrength, mixesafew
Gallons of it with Small-beer, which is brewed of full
Quality, and then has a Liquor of equal, or fuperior
ftrength to the Ale; which he now fells for 18s. and
this Liquor pays Duty for the greateft part of it per-
haps as Small-beer.

For inftance, the Ale which is now fold for 18s. is
brewed from 7 Stone of Malt; now fuppofe 2 Barrels
of this Ale'brewed from 14 Stone of Malt, and that
&Barrcl of Small-beer was made from 3 Stone of Malt,

and
a
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and a Barrel of ftrong Beer from 12 Stone, if thefe 2.
Barrels be mixed, they will make 2 Bairels of Ale,
extracted from 15 Stone of Malt; whereas, the two =
made in the ordinary way, were extracted from 1

Stone only ; the 2 Barrels made from 14 Stone, would

pay Excife ros. 2:d. while the 2 extiacted from 15
Stone, would pay only 6s. oid. fo that in whatever
Light you view the mixing of Ale and Small-beer,
you will find it highly injurious to both the Publickand
to the Revenue. : J

But the Brewers of Dublin will fay, that the Frauds
which I have mentioned, may be practifed at Cork or
elfewhere, but that they were never practifed in Dublin,
and that all thofe Suppofitions are without foundation.

In anfwer I muft obferve, that the Frauds which arife -
from the mixing of Malt Liquors, have not been at- =
' tended o, or underftood in Dublin, for the Gentlemen .
who heretofore governed the Revenue, having thro’ a
miftaken Notion, that the Brewery required every In=
dulgence and Afliftance againft imported Beer and Spi-
rits, with the beft Intentions towards the Brewery, and -
of courfe towards the Revenue, publickly allowed the =
mixing of Ale and Small-beer, for the purpofe merely
of fupplying Gentlemen with Small-beer, at the Rates, -
or Prices before mentioned; The Brewers therefore
had no occafion to do that privately, which they did
without Controul ; and the Officers feeing that the mix-
ing of Malt Liquors was thus authorized or winked at, -
took it for granted, that the Practice was not injurious |
to the Revenue, and never took Notice of it in any
fhape; it is therefore difficult to fhew any actual detec=
tion of this kind of Fraud in Dubln, but I {hall ftate
a few Faéts which may open the Eyes of People, and

make them mere attentive to this particular Fraud m
Dublin. =

The
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‘The Brewers when examined before the Committee
of the Houfe of Commons in 1773, were often afked,
- why they did not make Liquor of a better Quality,

and raife the Price of it, if they cou’d not afford it at
the then Price; the conftant Anfiver was, that they
'cou’d not raife the Price in the fmalleft degree, for
that if they did, they cou’d fell none; this Anfwer ap-
pears in the Report. From this, and the conftant AL
fertions of the Brewers, we are to conclude, that there
s no Drink of a fuperior Strength or Quality, brewed
in Dublin, and that if there was, it would have no
Vent; but I find by a return from the Examinator of
Excife, that there were brewed in Dublin in the Year,
ending Lady-day 1773, (the Year immediately preced-
ing that in which the Brewers gave their Evidence)
8,870 Barrels of ftrong Beer, and of Small-beer in the
fame Year 59,263 Barrels, at 32 Gallons to the Barrel ;
the proportion therefore between ftrong and Small-
beer in that Period is 6 £ of Small-beer, to one of
Strong ; now if none of this Strong-beer had Vent in
the ordinary way, what are we to fuppofe muft have
become of it 2 There can fcarcely remain a Doubst, but
that it was mixed with Small-beer, and the Mixture
difpofed of more to the advantage of the Brewer than
of the Revenue; and I muft obferve, that. of thefe
59,263 Barrels, there were 18,012 brewed by four
Brewers who worked mottly for Ships ufe, fo that the
remaining 41,251 Barrels are not fo much as five Bar-
rels of Small-beer to one of Strong, -

I have got Returns from the Office of the Exami-
nator of Excife, of the quantities of Ale, Strong-beer
and Small-beer brewed in Dublhn, in each Year from
1773 0 1777, (both Years included) which I fhall
fubjoin as a further Evidence of the probability at leaft .-
of the Suppofition, that the Strong-beer brewed in
Dublin, or a confiderable Part of it, is mixed with
{’%Tall-beer, and fold as Ale,

5 An
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An Account of the quantity of Ale, Strong=

~ beer, and Small-beer brewed in Dublin, in
the following Years, each Year ending the
25th of March.

Barrels of | Barrelsof | Barrels of |
Ale. StrongBeer | Small-beer

| e o e S

1773 | 239,087 8,780 59,263
1774 | 235,189 | 10,379 59,517
1775 | 236,307 | 10,182 56,829
1776 228,238 1254593 57,791
1777 | 228,051 | 15483 | 64,406

Years.

It appears from this Account at firlt View, that in
cach Year the quantitiesof Strong and Small-beer rofe
and fell together, that as they rofe in quantity Ale fell,
and as they fell, Ale rofe; that an increafe in Strong
caufed an increafe in Small-beer, and then Ale de-
creafed, and that a decreafe in Strong, caufed ade-
creafe in Small-beer, and then Ale increafed; now
what could this be owing to, unlefs 1t were, that the
additional quantity of Strong-beer was brewed for the
purpofe of mixing with Small-beer in fuch proportion,
as to make an Ale which fhould fuperfede the necef
fity of brewing fo much Liquor under the denominas
tion of Ale, and which if fo brewed, muft have paid
Duty as Ale, the Brewer having thereby faved fo much
Money as amounted to the difference between the Duty
of Ale and Small-beer, upon the quantity of Small- =
beer {o mixed and fold as Ale. {

It will be faid that the Liquor denominated Strong-

beer by the Revenue Officer, was really Porter, and
{old as tuch unmixed.

] am
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I am very far from afferting, that the whole of the
Strong-beer brewed in Dublin, is mixed with Small-
beer and fold as Ale, I know the Fact to be otherwife ;
there are three Porter Brewers in Dublin, the amount of
whofe Porter certainly cannot come within the fuppofi-
tion of being mixed, but I ftill am of Opinion, that there
isa very confiderable quantity of Strong-beer brewed
for the purpofe of mixing.

There are in Dublin about 33 Brewers, of thefe,
from 26 to 28 brew Strong beer, three only are Porter
Brewers, therefore what the reft brew is not Porter,
and remains liable to fufpicion.

The quantity of Porter brewed, bears a {mall pro-
portion to the Strong-beer as I apprehend, and I fear
that it cannot hope for general Confumption fo long as
the Price of it is kept up fo high as at prefent; I un-
derftand that Zrifb Porter is fold by the Barrel of 40
Gallons for 1/. 15s5. and that Lendon Porter 1s fold to
the Retailers at 1/. 13s. 4d4. I'fhall not fay that Lon-
don Porter is better, but I may fuppofe it equal in
goodnefs, and it is cheaper by 1s. 84. How then can
Irifb Porter at that Price, expect to have a general Con-
fumption ?

From thefe Confiderations it appears probable to me,
that a great part of the Liquor brewed under the Name
of Strong-beer, is really Ale of a fuperior ftrength
brewed for the purpofe of mixing with Small-beer, in
order to fell as Ale, and evade the payment of the
Duty, and that it is not really Porter made for fair
Confumption ; ‘but if this be not the Cafe, and that
the Strong-beer is faurly confumed, it proves two

things.

1ft, That the Brewers upon every Examination into
the fateof the Brewery, have for fome private Reafons,

x‘

X
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concealed the Truth as to the Confumption of Str?
beer, and have repeatedly denied, that it would be’

b
d

poffible to get Sale for their Liquor, fhould they raife”
the Quality and the Price of it. ™~

2dly, It proves beyond doubt the Truth of my Po-
fition, that if there was a Liquor of good Quality made,
and fold at a higher Price than Ale is atprefent, viz..
18s. the 40 Gallons, but at a lower than Engli/b Beer
cin be afforded at, that it would have Sale, and would
caufe a great increafed Confumption, and this mutt ap-
ear from the Confideration, that thereis a great -
crealed Confumption of this Strong beer, it being near- -
ly doubled in five Years, notwithftanding that the
Price of it is immoderatley high. ;

Here it may not be amifs to make fome Obferva-
tions upon the Prices at which the Dublin and the Lon-
don Brewers fell their Drink, the Duty which each pays, -
and what remains to each of them for their Liquors,
after payment of the Duties. 3

~ 'The Comparifon fhall be made upon the Dublin Bar-
rel of 40 Gallonsat 217 % cubical Inches. ;
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~ The London Brewer fellsjthe London Barrel of Por-
ter, contaming 36 Gallons at 282 cubical Inches, or
10,152 cubical Inches, for -

Englifb 1l. 105. od. Irifb 11. 125. 6d.
from this we muft deduct ‘
~ the Duty.
This Barrel of Porter is

made from 3 Bufhelsof

Malt, and 4 Pound of

Hops,
ItpaysExcie - - o 8 o - - ‘0 8 8
The Malt pays at 9d a
~ Bufhel, 0 3% w IY ‘2 5k
lThe Hops payat 1d. a
'Pound &% "0 o0 Af- "\ O 0. 4%

e
|

Th:s being the State of
the felling Price of the
London Barrel of Por-
~ ter, and the Duty that
1t pays, I fhali ftate
the fame upon the
Dublin Barrel. Engli/b Money.  Iri/b Money.
A quantity of Porter '
equal to the Zr//b Bar-
rel, or 8,704 cubical
Inchcs fells in Lon-

darzfor, - g3 - - 7 Tod
Thlsquantity paysDuty B e = 0 g 0
Remains to the Brewer

for his Liquor over
- and abovcthe Duties, o 16 88 - - o018 1}

The
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"I'he Iri/b Barrel of Porter, or 8,704 cu- L if -
bical Inches, fells in Dublin for - rasSay

It pays Duty, ey v . O FEINES

Remains to the Dublin Brewer for his Li- L3 | ;
quor above the Duties, ), - (1%, 0 108

Dedu@ what remains to the Eagh/b 1
Brewer above the Duties, - - 018 13

Remains Advantage in favour of the fri/b
Brewer. - .= 1 B, u = . S oGRS

.
#

Thereare two{pecies of Strong-beer brewed
in Dublin, the one fells for 2l the Bar-
rel, the other for 1/. 105« That which
fells for 27. is made from an addition
of 3 Stone of Malt more than Porter,

it fells for 55. more, from which de-
ducting 3s. the price of the addition
Malt, there will remain, - -

I I
Deduét the Duty, - . - (@

7 0
5 If
Remains to the Zrifb Brewer, of this Spe- ‘.

CIR, o im ey =T - 1 11 10%
T'here remains to the Engli/h Brewer but - o 18 1 3

~
B

Advantage in favour of the frifpBrewer ' - o 13 8
"The Brewerof 30s. Strong-beer, gets per 5
Barrel, - - - - 1.0 .08
It pays Duty, . - R s L 13

i
5

-
|
%

5

Remains to the ri/h Brewer, of this Species, 1 4 i

Dedué what remains to the Englifh Brewer, o 18 1z
6

s &

Advantage to the Irifb Brewer, - o
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The Irifp Brewer of Ale, gets nominal /. s d
| = - o

price for his Barrel, {
Deduct Duty, - - o 35

12
Remains to the Zrifb Brewer on this Species, o 14 10}
The Englifp Brewer has on this quantity, - o 18 13

1z

el i il

i ‘Advantage in favour of the Englifh Brewer, -0 3 3%

Thus ftands the Account; in the laft Article I have
taken the nominal Price of Zrifp Ale, becaufe altho’
the Brewer gets really by the deduliions made
from him but 18s5. yet he brings that home, by putting
in 2 Stone lefs of Malt. :

The Obfervations which muft occur upon this Com-
patifon are, that if the Engli/b Brewer has a reafcnable
and juft price for his Porter made from g Stone of Malt
and four Pound of Hops, the frifb Brewer has a very
exorbitant price for his Strong-beer and Porter, and
too fmall a price perhaps for his Ale; it therefore it
be intended to regulate the Trade, fo as to increafe the
Confumption of Malt Liquors, and of courfe the Re-

venue, care muft be taken to correct thefe two ex-
tremes.

Having now fhewn what is the prefent Mode of car-
rying on the Brewing Trade, and what are the Frauds
committed, and it being clear that a feparation of the
Trades would ftop thofe Frauds, I need not take
much pains to point out the true Realons the Brewers

are and will be againtt a feparation of the Brewery.

I come now to the Queftion, whether a Small-beer
Brewery ¢an be carried on with any profit to the
Brewer,

. \‘q_, | The
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T'he Affertion of the Brewers is, that the price of alf

the Materials ufed in Brewing, and of Labour, Fire,
Rent, Taxes, and every other Article neceflary to

carry on their Trade, is fo very much advanced fince

the Year 1662, the Year in which the Act of Excife
pafled, that the Rate then put upon Small-beer, is by
no means what ought to ftand at this Day, that is, that
they cannot now manufaflure a merchantable Liquor
from Malt and Hops, and afford to fell it for 6s. the 32

Gallons.

I will not take upon me to fay pofitively, whether.

thefe Affertions be well founded or not, but I fhall {fub-
mit fuch Reafons as induce me to be of Opinion, that
the Small-beer Trade can fupport itfelf feparately at
this Day as the Law now ftands.

The firft thing I wou'd beg leave to obferve is, that

were the Trades feparated we fhou'd not be ina worfe

fituation than we are at this Day, for until lately there
was none, and even now there is very little Small-beer
manufactured from Malt and Hops in Zreland ; the Li-
quor now generally f{old as Small-beer, is made as has
been before mentioned, from Molaffes &7¢. and fold fo
low as from 4s. to 5s. the 40 Gallons; a Liquor there-
fore of a better quality cou’d certainly be manufactured,
and fold at 6s. the 32 Gallons, or %s. 6d. the 40 Gal-
lons, therefore were the Trades feparated we fhou’d not
be worfe off but rather better than we are in our pre-
{fent Situation, for there can be no doubt that if the ufe
of Molafles be permitted ; and the Publick be con-
tented with the Liquor extratted fiom it, abetter Li-
quor can be then made at 7s. 64. than is now made
from 4s. to 3s,

I muft here again obferve, that the Brewers in their
Argument, do not attend to the difference in the Mea-
fure by which Malt Liquor pays Duty, and that by
which they fell ; the rate of Excife is fixed on 32 Gal-
lons, they fell by a Barrel of 40 Gallons ; all Computa-

tions
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“tions on the Brewing Trade are made on the Barrel they
fell by, wiz. 40 Gallons, but they fometimes introduce
the Barrel of 32, as when they fay that they cannot
afford to fell Small-beer at the Rate of 6s. they wou'd
have you to underftand, that they mean 40 Gallons for
6s5. whereas the A& of Excife rates the 32 Gallons at
6s. that is7s. 64. for 40 Gallons. :

My next Reafon for thinking that the Small-beer
‘Trade can fupport itfelf is, that the Small-beer Brew-
ery is casried on as a {eparate Bufinefs in London, where
the Rate of Small-beer is nominally the fame as in fre-
land, viz. 6s.a Barrel, but is really lower.

The A& of Excife in England has charged the Duty
of Ale upon all Liquors above the value of 6s. the Bar-
rel; that Barrel is to contain in Londen by the fame Law
36 Gallons at 282 cubical Inches to the Gallon, as has
been often mentioned, or in other Words, 10,152 cubi-
cal Inches are rated at 6s. this is the Law at this Day
“The A& of Excife in Jreland has alfo rated Small-beer
at 6s5. the Barrel, but that is the Barrel of 32 Gallons
at 217+ cubical Inches, or in other Words, 6,963 cu-
bical Inches are rated at 6s5; it therefore follows, that
the Englyh Act has rated 20,304 cubical Inches, or 2
Barrels, at no more than 125, whereasthe ri/h Acthas
rated 20,889 cubical Inches, or 3 Barrels, at 18s5; and
of courfe 20,334 Inches are rated in Lordon at 125,
and in Dublin at 1%s. 5id; fo that at this Day there is
a difference of nearly one third in the rate of Smali-beer
in Favour of the Jrifb Brewer ; the Trade iscarried on
feparately in London, and therefore may much more ad-
vantageoufly in freland.

Next Ithink the Small-beer Trade can fubfift, be-
caufe fince the laft Seflion of Parliament, a Gentleman
has fet up a Small-beer Brewery in Dublin, and brews

. nothing, but Small-beer, which he fells at 85. the 40
“Gallons ; and becaufe feveral of the Brewers of Dublin

E M have
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- have fince his Commencement in this Bufinels, adveis
tifed 1 the News Papers and fet forth, that they had
ereCted Brewing Coppers and other Utenfils for the fole
manufacture of Small-beer from Malt and Hops only,
which they wou’d fell for the Price of 8s5. the Bairel of
40 Gallons ; thus the Eftablithment of even ene Small-
beer Brewery in Dublin, has drawn a Confeflion from
other Brewers, that they can manufaure Small-beer
from Malt and Hops, and fell the 40 Gallons for 8s.
Experience therefore fhews us now, that 8s. is a fuffici-
ent Rate for Small-beer, it therefore only now remains
to fhew, that the Brewers can by Law, fell Small-beer
at that Price, 3 '

k.

!

The Rate of Small-beer being fixed at 6s. the 32
Gallons, itis clear that 40 Gallons muft be rated at
7s. 6d. 1n the firft inftance. ‘

The Rate of Small-beer has ever been confidered in
this Kingdom as the Price at which the Liquor is fold,
but altho’ this has been the conftant and undifputed In-
terpretation put upen the Law, yet I imagine that it
will bear another, and if my Opinion be well founded,
it will obviate effectually the Objection which ismadeto
the Rate,

As I'have already faid, the Rate of Small-beer has
ever been confidered as the felling Price, or in other
Words, Small-beer has been rated at 6s. the Barrel, the
Duty included; now in my Opinion, it ought to be
rated at 6s. exclufive of the Duty, and for the follow-
ing Reafons. |

‘The Words of the A& of Excife are, “ For every
“ 32 Gallons of Ale and Beer of above 6s. the Barre!
 Price &c. 2s. 6d, and for every 32 Gallons of 6.
 Beer or Ale or under that Price &c, 64.”

5
::!
?

The
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 The Words of this A¢t muft allude to the Price of
Beer and Ale as it ftood at the Time the Act was
agitated ; until this Act paffed into a Law, there was no
Excife on Beer or Ale, and therefore when the Act
mentioned the Price of Beer and Ale, and fixed on 6s.
s the Rate which fhould diftinguith between the two
Liquors, it muft have meant 6s. exclufive of the Duty
laid on by the A¢t, which Duty was not to take place,
until the 25th. of December following, near fix Months
after the pafling of the AcL.

Next, becaufe the fame At of Excife immediately
after where it fixes the Duty to be paid on Goods ym-
ported, which are not particularly rated in the Book of
Rates annexed to that A, or n that annexed to the
Act of Cuftoms fays, « That they jball be rated by the
“ Officer of Excife according 1o the bigheft Rate that the
“ fa1d Commodities fball then bear in the Market,” there-
by clearly intending and expreffing, that they fhou’d at
all Times be rated the Duty included, and pay Duty
accordingly ; whereas in the Claufe rating Beer, there
are no fuch Words which wou’d have been inferted there
alfo, had the Law intended that the Duty fhou’d be in-
cluded in the Rate. :

Next. becaufe if the Duty was included in the Rate,
the Rate wou'd always be uncertain, and fubject to be
altered by every additional Duty laid on Beer, and of
courfe, the more Duty was laid on, the lower the Rate
wou’d be, which wou’d be unjuft and abfurd; for it
‘cannot be fuppofed, that the Act cou’d mean, that the

* Brewer fhow'd fell his Drink for 6s. the Barrel the Duty
included, when the Duty was but 6d. a Barrel, and
that he fhowd fell it alfo for 6s. when the Duty was gd.
and as the Duty increafes the ftronger will be the Axgu-

~ ment, and fuppofing the Duty to rife to 6s. a Barrel,

then if the prefent Conftruction is the true one, the

QBrewer is to fell his Small-beer for the very Sum which
'he pays to the King for the Duty.

: M 2 The
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The Irifp Aét of Excife is taken from the Engli
A¢t for the fame purpofe, theWords of the Englyft A¢
are *“ For every Barrel of Beer or Ale above fix Skillings
“ the Barrel, &c. 1s. 3d, for every Barrel of 6s. Beer
““ or Ale or under &c 3d,” altho’ the Wo.d Price 18 not
here inferted, yet either that Word, or {ome other of
equal Import is certainly underftood, and the Senfe and
Meaning of the whole Sentence is precifely the fame
as that of our A¢t; now I find upon Application to the
Excife Office in London, that they have always rated
Small-beer at 65 exclufive of the Duty, which has con-
firmed me in the Opinion, that we have been in an
Error in our Mode of rating Small-beer, for as we took’
our Aét from theirs, and as the Words clearly mean
the fame Thing, and as ours is the Copy, 1t is but rea- |
fonable to allow that their uniform Prattice is the beft
Interpretation of the original Meaning and Intention of
the A¢t, and it is very poflible, that as our Revenue
was farmed to three feveral Sets of Farmers, that fome
of them might have introduced this Variation from the
Englifb Practice for their own Profit and Emolument.

If the conftruction of the At be dubious, it ought
to be interpreted in Favour of the Brewers, and there-
fore on the whole, T think Small-beer ought to be rated
at 6s5. the 32 Gallons exclufive of the Duty ; if fo, the
Duty net at this Day of 32 Gallons is 84. therefore the
Brewers can at this Day fell 32 Gallons for 6s. 84. of
courfe they can fell 40 Gallons for 8s5. 4%d. net, this is
the net Duty added to the Rate after deducting the Al-
lowance made to the Brewers of 2: Gallons in 23, and
alfo making Allowance for the alteration made in the
Gallon for charging the additional Duties in Favour of
the Brewer, for the grofs Duty of 40 Gallons without
thefe Allowances is 1134, which being added to the

Rate 75, 64. wou’d make 8s. 534,
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On the whole, if the Brewers be enabled at this Day
to fell Small-beer at 8s5. 4id and if Experience thews
us that they can afford to fell it at 8s. furely there can-
not be any Reafon for altering the A& of Excife for
the purpofe of giving a higher Rate to Small-beer.

On the other Hand, we have nothing to induce us to
alter ‘he Rate, except the bare Affertion of the Brewers
that the Rate was too low ; this Affertion was fupported
upon this Principle, that 6s. was too fmall a Price for
40 Gallons of Small-beer. I have fhewn, that 40 Gal-
lons are certainly rated by Law at 75. 64. and 1 have
endeavoured to prove, that this Rate is exclufive of the
Duty, and that of courfe, they can fell 40 Gallons for.
8s. 4:d. as the Duty now ftands, which is 2s5. 414
more than they {fuppofed they cou’d fell it for.

I muft alfo obferve, that altho’ this Argument was
what the Brewers ultimately relied on to prevent the
feparating of the Brewing Trades, yet it was not their
firft Argument. They fet out, by declaring and aflerting,
that if the Trades were feparated, the Ale Brewery
muft be deftroyed, as their only Profit was on Small-
beer made from their Grains after extracting Ale;
when this Affertion was confuted by the Anfwers.
already given in thefe Papers, they had recourfe to
their prefent Ground. I think I may therefore fuppole,
either that they took up this Argument merely to an-
fwer their private Purpofes, or that they were deceived
themfelves; Ithink Iam juftified in the firft Suppofi-
tion, by their fubfequent Condust, and the alternative
will not appear ill founded orunreafonable, when it is re-
colleted, that they were certainly either deceiving the
Publick or'deceived themfelves for a feries of Years, as
to the Caufes of the decline of the Brewery.

1’? . ,. Ihave.
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I have now gone thro' the feveral Parts of this _
ject, and have ndeavoured to fhew the real Caufes of

the decline of the Brewing Trade, and the means by
which it may be reftored to 1ts former flourifhing State,
: - tion of the Subjeét hasobl

me to go into a great variety of Particulars, I fhall in -

4 few Words. recapitulate  the fubftance of my Argu-
ment, and then ftate the Plan by which, i my opi*
nion, the reftoration of the Brewing Trade may be

effected.

I fet out by endeavouring to fhew, that the Reafons =
affigned for the decline of the Brewery, viz. the great
increafe in the Importation of Malt Liquors, and Con-
fumption of Spirits neither were, nor could have beeny

the true Caufes of it’s declenfion,

I have mentioned what appeared to me to be thetrue
Caufe, wiz. the reduction of the quality of Malt Li-
quors ; I have endeavoured to prove, that this Reduc-
tion was occafioned by the Brewers underfelling each
other, untill they reduced the price of Aleto 18s. 2~
Barrel, and by their then leffening, in order to reim=
burfe themfelves, the quantum of Materials from which

it was made.

I have explained the Frauds practifed, thewn the
magnitude of them, and their effe&t in reducing the.
quality of Malt Liquors; and I have then propofed
what appear to me to be the proper Remedies, viz. t '
reftore the Quality of Malt Liquors, and to takeaway
the inducement and the means of defrauding the Re

venue.

~ The Mode I propofe of doing the. former is, by af~
certaining what the Price is at which a Brewer can really ':";

afford to fell good Ale, allowing him a reafonable profit,
and
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and then to ena&, that no Perfon fhall fell Ale under
 that price.

And for the latter, I have 'propo{’ed to feparate the
Brewing Trade, and not to allow a Brewer of Ale to
~brew Small-beer, or the contrary.

In order to give thefe Remedies their proper effett,
it will be neceflary to enact by Law, that no Brewer fhall
exercife his Trade untill he fhall have given Notice to
the Colle&or of the Diitri¢t in which he fhall refide,
whether he intends to become a Brewer of Ale or
Small-beer ; and that if any Perfon, after he has given
Notice that he means to brew Ale, fhall make Small-
beer, or the contrary, he fhall be lable to a certain
Fine or Penalty.

It will be neceffary alfo to prohibit the ufe of Mo-
lafles, and all other Materials except Malt, Hops,
Barm and Water : And to fubject the Perfons felling,
and the Perfons buying Ale, under a certain Price, to
a certain Penalty.

The Confequences expected are, that the raifing of
the price of Ale will enable the Brewers to make better
Liquor, which will increafe the Confumption ; and that
the feparating of the Trades, and the prohibiting the
ufe of improper Materials in brewing, will prevent the
adulteration and ‘reduction of Malt Liquors, and in 2
few Years, by preferving the Purity and Quality of
them, reftore the Brewery to it’s former Condition, and

wean the People from the prefent immoderate ufe of
fpirituous Liquors,

A CALCU.
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