
wouU wme In. I doubt It the »t-rau« woulU ilcnrMM, and tlw Jtronnr
Minpotlllon would krrp our hctortcifrom ov.rchMHin. Thirty nrr wnt

» MOO boot. Sur.l7 SOc., or 20 Mr
CMil., Mould he ample protection.Women 3 and Chlldren'i Dreaa Oooda
mainly woollen Imany kinds), per
larlB article M3. l.nllnlahed. duty 2iper cent, from United Statee. in per
cent, trom ariat Drltaln, 22H per cent(rom France.
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""'• Clothe; Ready-madeUr thinj, mainly wool, per article 5«7:Duty from Unlled Statee 35 per cent,

do y from Ortat Britain 30 per cent;
dul» from France 36 per cent.
Could not the duty on all theaowoo en goods be reduced 6 per cent

or .jen 10 per ceit? Our Importa
would Increaee, and thus the loss of
rejciue might not he over 12,000 000w^-l does seem a large loss. Coat of
impoted woollecs would, howa»er,
keep down the prices here. The con-
Bumeti would get lower prices, and the
factory companies would get less pro-

In 191K the revenne from wool
goods, all kinds, grossed »9.B77,000,
which sho\»a that our factories were
unable to si'pply Canada's needs

,»?i"l?° """l"- Total revenue of
19X8 19,036,000. Of these embroider-
ies, cords, handkerchiefs, laces, Upee
braids, etc., (cotton and Unen) per
Article 676, paid duty at

35 p. c. X 7% p. c. from U. S.
25 p. c. from O. B.
36 p. c. X 7H p. c. from France.
VolTeteens, Velyet, etc.. not pure-

silk—duty:

30 p. c. from U. 3
17H p. c. from O. B.
27H p. c. from France.
Velvets, pure silk, per Article 581—duty:

30 p. c. from U. S.
1754 p .c. from O. B.
20 p. c. from France.
Ribbons, all kinds, per Article 682

35 p. c. from U. S.
22*4 P. c. from O. B.
25 p. c. from France,

Unen might be reduced 5 p. c. or even

10 p. e. They are largely used by the

Z'h'*",- I"' "'"" "" "'•»"
made of silk and all silk might wellbe taxed at 10 p. c. to J5 p. c. higher
than now. it i, curloui to see
silk velvets, and silks at 20 p. c. fromFrance, whereas staple woolens and
cotton goods are 36 p. c. from thesame country. By Increasing dutieson silk goods, and decreasing tarlU onwoolen and cotton aoods, we reduce
costs to the poor and Increase coaU
10 the rich. The revenue would notb« too much reduced and ordinary
clothing would he lower

.,?l'?
''°°''' >'"''' ''"'Ic" In 1917Lwoono. In 1!,,, M.4a7.oiio

Tho.n who can afford to be clad In
velvet and silk surely would not ob-

fr,,.
,'•»'"'» more for French an 1

Italian silks. If they knew thatmeant lower priced coats and dresses

fkL ° 1?""* '»°'''" """o n>«l'e op

&.7e ^ """"" "" "• ""»

ni^.' ''•'"T'l I>l«tform has failed topledge an eight-hour day, or a mini-mum wage «ot, bus It has utnick a™» "«« when It demands "fre*
\ neat, free cements and (ertlllsen
principal articles of food free, and iTKlur.ion of Tarllt on footwear andwearing apparel."

-i.Ti"'
P'"""™ lioM not state If II In-«f ™"""' i^''' Beans, Peat,

Meats. Cheese. Bacon, Butter. Eggs Inthe principal articles of food" but It
la fair to assume that It does

m.t^JV "IS
"""Xo" have yet Intl-mated how they will make up thefour million dollara revenue loss on

E. ™.H "? .r*" "auction should

cotton goods. This Platform, bow-
ill'' J"',

»""rtng features, and these

p'nles" "*' ""^ °"'*'" "'<">'•'"•''>»

)„iT!".i'i°f^
"' ""^ ^"'^ <">' 0'joint, and the mere politician, veering

JSdd'elT
"""' *" "° ''™ "^P "• »"

n,2?I° .'" I'" ."'"•"'e fo.- these two
J^r^i 'J° ''/I*'"" "" »•" "Ko winnot be bound by precedent and custommen who win not be tied to the pastand who will hew out the future pollcfyndprneath that policy must be, shall

.1?
"" h"»il rock principle of 1ns-Hce 10 the vast throng of workers.

Tw.,"" '° *" considered DratAlmost every order-ln-conncll coniM-


