
Canada, under the operation of heavy arlditional taxation, of some tenor twelve millions of dollars t,i amount ?
'

How Protection wouM Sest^'oy the Revenne.
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'^ '\^^ *?®\f ^^'^ P?"P^^ *^" "^' *^^** they «annot manu-

factiue goods under the operation of a 17t per cani tariff, which iu-

llT' ^V^ ^^'^ ^^'^^> * ^'"'"''^y °f *^^o hundred and twelve dollarsper nead tor every man, woman and child employed in anv manufac-

bwST"° '•''5 \*^^?.^°^ ^^'^ .ontinuance
;
and if, as requested

m^lfcr^^'^fK^^' *h^**^^f be rai-
: sulficiently high to exclude sixty

m rJT i^^^f?.'^?''^''^ ^^ '' proposed to manufacture in thiscountry and which it is alleged cannot be manufactured except underthe shadow of a protective tariff, it is at least equally clear that the

H^»o P ^® fi''"^^®
"^ 9.''"^'^* ^^^^ ^'^'^""t *o from ten to twenty mil-
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accordingly as thirty or sixty milKons worth of good.

ZSZTyF'"'^' Mr^ ''^^T^ }? ^^ excluded
;
and that if the disburse-ment of three millions of dollars is going to give employment directlyaud mdirectly to 230,000 people, the loss of ten millio/s of dollars Sthe earnings ot the people will, by parity of reasoning, throw out ofemployment some 700,000 souls.
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"What Increased Protection would Coxt Ua.
Why, accepting the calcnlation of that (at present) distingn ishod

./^ T" t^*^^^*
*hif inoment every Canadian manufacturer iias an

itl^^F ''^Z^'t^^^^''^
or American competitor, to an extent oftwenty-two and a half per cent (22^ per cent. ) of the original value of

^nif * Au^ ^'^^?''® ^"""^^S" manufacturers can sell those sixty
millions of dollars worth of goods in our markets, they must submitto a lino of thirteen and « quarter millions (^13,250,000), most ofwhich at present goes into the national treasury. This, say our pro-
tectionist friends, is not sufficient. Instead of thirteen and a quarterwe demand eighteen or twenty millions, to be paid necessarily out of

^«r,S"^l*" *^**.P»rti«« of}^^ people of Canada who do notmanufacture these particular articles. And for what? Grant thatwe can manufacture these sixty millions ($60,000,000) worth, and thatwe thereby give employment to forty-six thousand operatives, men,women ajid children, there is not one particle of evidence to show that

HJ^fr^ ^"''Y^°?,'''"i'^°"y ^"P''"^'= """y ^•''•S^'' proportion of people,
directly or indirectly, than the 1,009,849, shown by our census to b^at present employed m various occupations in Canada. On the con-
trary, looking to the number of adult males employed, the presump-
tion is very strong that they would support relatively a very muchsmaller r^mber. 5Jow, if one mUlion cdd engaged mainly in produc
J-lKf^f'nm" *' -^^ occupations, support about three and a half millions
(.i,0()0,00) of people, it follows plainly enough that forty-sis thon-

?lfl/?r^^^™i^'?^''°Y^'^
support, not four hundred and sixty thousand

(4b0,()00), but about one hundred and forty thousand (140,000) souls

HiL^l^^ f l"^ !r° *"T'°^{
""^^^ '^ * high estimate, thit these hun-dred and forty thousand souls would consume forty dollars worth p«rhead of farm produce per annum (being at the rate of over two hun-dred dollars worth per family), the farmers of Canada would, at th«

toutside, get the advantage ot selling, not twenty-three millioni ($23.


