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Th!5 following essa}', republished I'roin u late n imber of tho Tjondon Fortnirffitly Revieir,

!< luueh Iiir_f^'r tluiii fho linufiitii'ii.-i of its title, wine • we would nmeiul, by reiiiiniin^' it Restric-

tiofis upon Tniili', t'roni a N'atiunal I'dint of Virw . he auihur luakt-; tlie .sirikiii,L' ami (nithful

observation, tliat in Auhtria, Fraiieit, (li'^ rnitoii iStatjs. and the Bririsli Colonies, '' the party of
),rfi<»r<.«M is idcntitied witli a reslrictiv;' <'')in'i'.<'reial poliey," i. t. is Protei'tionist, " while the
Ctjufii-rvatives are the most uneoni[jroiriisiiig of Fri'e Traders.'' Eeelesiastieul and political mo-
nopoly, iiiiji'TiaiisMi, and Bourboiiism, lVa;erni/A- v.-ith Free Tradi , \iliiie tlie advoeates of free

speex"!!, i'.iitl a free [iress, and the opjuMients of slaverj-, are V'roteetionists.

iu iliseussiiij^ the question Who pui/s (hedttli/f Uie author eoiielndrs, that often the eonsunier
does not (>ay it, ami thar, under eeriain cireuinst.iners, if has the eircct of eheupenini^ eoinneidi-

lies, ratbir tiian enl),ineiii;,' their eo.st. lie eonclndes further, tluit even wiien the local producer
ean incieiuse his ])riees to the full amount of ihe duty, tlie consumer and tho .State may alike
Kain l>y (lie '<idis(itiiliou of a luitive I'nr a foreii.'u itidusiry. Vindieatint; tbonjughly, by'abun-
dant artrnment and exiiiiipie. the ])(diey of in.) isiny rertriet'ins iii'Min tnide as a means of stiinii-

hitiii'j; jiiodueiinn, titilizmu (uhor, and eiisuri.ij.' plenty, the author seems fUsj)osed to limit it in

()'.'aetiee to a set-off as^ainst tiie taxeh wliieh hi, id producers pay lowani the local revenue. lie

argues, that the foreign producer slioe.iil eo i!ri(>nii> to the same extent a.-* the home producer, or
otherwise lim huier suffers injustice. He does not ennsider that this may not he enough to put
tlieui njion a foi>titig ol' equality, aiul that if the 'oreigoer [)ossi'sse< cheaper eaj)iiai or cheaper
labor, theri' must Ih>, as against these advuKa;' - eoiintervailing diiii^^s. Thi> is all that we
claim, and our English Author in effect tiuderrat s the I'oiiey of n^strietitms oii traih-, not only
from a I'olonial, but also from an .\inerieaii (loint of view, and hi.s argument allows no liiuiia-

tion of duties vliJeh prevents them from being j.-oiective. This pttj)er is a terse and conclu-
sive answer to the (.'obden Club Speech of D. A. Wells.

An observant journalist* has reniarkwl Iiat it is a 8ii)p;tilar fact that in

Au.stria "those who have vigorously struck dowri every (sceU'siastical and
j)oliti(,'al monopoly throughout the Eriipire are the most vehement advoeate)-i

of a restrictive cominert^ial })olicy, while, on the other hand, those who are

in favor of free trade are the most ardent supporters of ecclesiastical privi-

lege," Austria is not singular in this respect. In France the advocates of

free speech and a free ])re.'«s are restriction ists, while imperialists, as a rule,

are free traders. In the United States the abolitionists, or republicans, are

avowed restrictlouists, while thtj democrats are as decidedly in favor of free

ti'ad(?. Precisely the same phenomenon may be observed in the British

colonies. In t^mada, Australia, and New Zealand, the party of progress

has alwavs been identifi«Hl with a restrictive commercial policv. while the

conservatives are the most uueom[.rr>mi8ing of free traders. Indeed it may
be said that one-half of the entir*' English-sptaking race are, in one shape

or another, in fiivor of a restric lonist policy, and of this half the great

majority ire a<lvanced liberals. It is the national creed in the Unit^Kl

States, Canada, and the leadin^v Australian and New Zealand coloni(>s.

That it .should be .so appears to tlie typical Elnglishman a very remarkable

instance of perversity, and he can only aocsount for the pheuomeuon by
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