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baps, meet with more fuppcrters than any

that has been yet dated. I mean that it is

prppofed, by this fettlement, to give up the

fxclufiye trade, which this nation has en-

joyed with America. To this trade has

been generally attributed the late fplendor

and encreafing wealth of this country^

Statefmen, )[nerch^nts, and political writers,

however much they may have differed

in other points, have, till very lately^ been

pnanimoufly agreed about this.

In anfwer to this Objedion, J, would
9jfU» Is there ^y perfon, who is now fo

fanguine as to Batter himfelf, that thii

country can retain the excluiive right

to that trade ? Np perfori, I imagine, ber

}ieve^, $hat in the pre&nt pojduce of a^airs,

this is practicable.

But I will venture to go a (lep farther, and
to afTert^ that the lols of this exclufive trade

will not be fo detrin(iental to Great Britain,

lis h|w been generally apprehended. This
point, is, in iny opinion, clearly eftabli(h-

f;d by two late auti^ors * on t^hat fubjedl;,

whofe

)* Dean Tucker wfts the £rft ^bat pnUiihed jopon this fabr

je(k. But the arjgumei^t is more fully handled bv Dr. Smith,
in his inquiry into the nature and caiifes of Uie wealth of
nations. A work which contains more original genius, found
reafoning, and profound knpw^ipdge, and what is more valur

able than any of them, more independence of thought than
alrno^ any work the world is poifefTed of. Thfe author ha^

hetn cc^tt^ly bold and fucceisful ifhcombatisg.va]gar aii.d re.

ceived
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