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Protection vs. Free Trade
By C. & WATKINS. I angvalr

In ihw Article. Written by i Mem lot* Farmer, ike effect# al Protective Tariff# upon the Profile o# the Farmer and the Wage# aI the 
Working Man ate Diacuaaed in term# easily under#toed by everyone Mr Watkins ha# long been a student of trade

questions, and hie view# are worthy of earnest consideration
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Merely i 
I arffiag i

What it trade* tonpped of all tes-hareal 
ur hard to understand •■e* aed phrase*.

•I> men*» *vk»*e«i or bay -

I» the sdtaels*» <4 hath 
severed II Ilk edtaelspr 

eerw awl wet eel l ber» eneld b» en I redr 
It lake* lee iadlvideala le trade, ■ barer 
aed a viler, *e M to with aatinaa w bra 
ear aalroe he» a row «aridity ,J„r*a't 

It be» la bed a eat me abirb dor* 
it aed try la »«rhaa*» lar another 

commodity M dnee arrd
The ebtof hmm lor tradier with ee» 

another la that fararer* can esc Image 
their com modi I les abirb lb»y art adapted 
to ram owta* to tbrlr batle* the err»» 
•an lead rspefteer» • I hr re*
modrtiei at I hr mechanic». art a» in 

rbdbra. etc. abirb 
nelee

pie aval*, grorirvca. 
they era adapted to 
to tbrlr baria# Ibr

dr || it seif-evident that 
lanerr# rae rarer *raia. rtr. brtlrr aed 
ebreprr I baa Ibr ■rcchaato*. aed l hr 
mer bénir» rae ou hr implrmeet*. rhrlbr*. 
«■1. . Iiriirf a ad rbraprr than l hr (error» 
As with individual» an eitb aatwre 
tier aatioe I» brtlrr adaptrd lor reader 
or roakiar oar rororoodity. abdr aeotbrr 
eat loo la brtlrr adapt rd for ranter or 
roakier aeotbrr rowareibty. For is* 
stance, farmers ta t'aaeda rum rater a brat, 
oats aed hartry. bet raaeot raw eat toe. 
Ira. lire or baaaaaa. ebrtve» thrrr 
arc other part» <4 Ibr world eberr thry 
ran raw cotton, Ira. rirr aed haa»aa«. 
bet not a brat, «et» aed barley Now. 
would it not be the bright oI lolly lor at not 
to trade oar a brat. »tr.. lor tbrlr rottoa. 
tea. etc. a» we do now *

Import» sad Expert»
Wr iw woery a» a «mail, handy cow- 

aiodity to make Ibr tradr renrr. but 
astlooi a» aril at individual» actually 
pay thru debit la rommoditie*. and 
although protect iowi»l advocate» make 
the claim that a nation'» proaprrity it 
tbowa a ben il» exporta rtreed it» in- 
ports. the oppoeitr i» really true.

I believe the lludtoa't Bay Co. «till 
trade with the Indian, in the north 
eithout the aid of mowry by exchanging 
rifle». Wanhett snd to forth lor furs. 
When the lludnon't Bay Co. hied up tbrir 
vrtorf in Kngland with rifle* and blanket ». 
these artirlrs are railed exports. and when 
I hr i r«»cl rrliirn» nilli 
I he fur*, these lurt are 
railed import*. Now. it 
ia obviou* the Hudson"*
Bay Co. make a profit. 
to that the value <4 
the lur# they have 
brought back. which 
are railed import*, is 
g (rater than the value 
•4 the rifle* they took 
away, which are railed 
export*. I» not the 
nation richer by I hi» 
trade? Hat the nation 
not a greater value in 
the imported lur* than 
it had in the exported 
rifle*.1 Yet people very 
often point to the figure* 
published by the govern
ment (4 the import» 
and export* and say that 
because the nation im
port* more than it ex
port* it must be going 
down. It is obvious, 
however, that the nation 
that exports a bigger 
value of commodilie» 
than it import* must hr 
getting poorer, as com
modities sent out <4 th» 
nation and not replaced 
must leave the nation 
poorer. Transportation 
play* a tremendous part 
in increasing the trade 
<4 one part of the world 
with another Tr»n«- 
portation is as much u 
part <4 trade at th*

actual producing el eon mod* tie* It 
take» rowmedtliee Iron whew they are 
'heap to where they an dear and any
thing that hamper* or am be# Iraaaporta- 
tww dearer must be a haw Iw the natron 
Frol relive dalle* are dewgwrd to dra- 
• «orage ur pee teal Import», ead «seen 
.mpurl» ate paid 1er with export» t bey» Iso 
discourage tad pr* veal et ports Their 
effect on trade ia the tan as aa user ease 
on iransaartatroa charge* end I bey re
sell ta a loss to both parti** to the trade

The great am aed object *4 protection 
to suppoted to be to Broke us and keep 
as a perfectly independent. reff-sustaio 
lag Balova, ur a aeUoe that make* «r 
produce* all It roaaanru ia I be Ml ova 
ead does not iwport nay thing al a* 
Tbw le I be ideal or perfect roedvtoie 
Slated et by protect lee

" Keep l be woery et borne. " ear pro
tect omet friend» ny Bat 4 we kept all 
Ibr avowry at bone ead errer rvrtroagrd 
any of it for foreign cownoditirw. dm* 
It But teem protwtde tbat the foreigner 
eneld ultimately quit exchanging bit 
nuary fur ear wheat, etc ? In order 
for bin to get woery to exebaege for 
our a beet, be must exchange Mime <4 
biv other commodities for money aed 4 
after exchanging lus romnaditow wte 
money somewhere rW (as we won’t bey 
Ire comm.idititui. be situ bays Ire a beat 
where be ha* exchanged bit other com- 
oven lit ict and quit» haying owr tarplre 
wheat. Hour, etc . abat are we to do with 
it? I ee it at borne, ny oar protect roe urt 
Irtends ||ow ia that poroiblr when we 
have tuck a big turpi re now aed expect 
a far lugger ia < MM
n bone i ad retries. " aay oar pnMMd 
friend*, hat build them up aa you will. 
K Would lake general row for roeeumptiaw 
of wheat ia Canada to catch up to pro
duction

The logical ( oer'udon
If it ia Bed right for nation* to trade 

it surely cannot be for provinces Why 
should the W estera province*, for instance, 
not linild their own borne industries and 
try to be ‘perfectly independent id the 
Kaalern provinces? or why should not 
Menitidie and Srohntckrwan have a 
tariff against one another? Why should 
a Manitoba farmer have to compete with 
a Saskatchewan farmer or vice versa? 
Why should the Western harness maker.

far instaure, have |u rowpete with the 
l'estera1 ar why sbowld Ike <dtage her 
news maker have la compete with the big 
etty deperi menial since1 If protest row 
ia right swrefy the loral man sbowld he

r.lertevl » gainst all rentre*, not na It 
al present nbeo the Idg rewerraa f»wm 
a merger and crash out the lit lie men 
Then 4 " fared» Ire the t a redis w." 

is right why are a»t Meailobn fee the 
Manll obère. W mai peg Ire the Winnipeg 
gee*. Brandon for the Hr»adrenic* sad 
each tillage fre its own effbtgrn also tree* 
In fart, why sbowld a farmer erre bay 
or swfl off hi* own farm?

Ridunsoa f rwsoe on bis de*ret isfnnd 
was the only man who ever did re roof it 
carry perfect all round protection la its 
logical enact arson He never imported 
anything, neither did be report anything 
His roasunptina aed product we were 
keel evenly balanced

I bar# traced protection na the llree 
• 4 "Canada for the Canadian*. " " Faire#- 

industrie,'• end "Keen the 
at bom», " etc. to a logical 

(dation and find they red in aa i* 
•rhslitv

Now. lei na look al some of the reciter* 
wed to induce us to still keen na aiming 
to reach lb# impossible, which 4 we stick 
to » protective policy thuald be perfect 
■U round protection, no favor to oae riaa» 
more Ikon another

Cannot Protect lobar
Protect roe 1st a my it I» unfair to expect 

-•ur mechanics, etc., to compete with 
"cheap labor." sometimes called "pauper 
labor. ' id other aalion» \» Kngland 
it the only free trade natron of aay site

to

»y
because 4 they meant labor in other 
countries that are protected some might 
possibly argue that tbrir low wages were 
due to protection If wc argue tbat the 

paused low wages ia F.agtoad are doc 
free trade we mast also argue tbat the 

loser wages in liermany are doe to pro
tect row. bat neither argument would be

However, the question of wages in 
free trade Ragland and protectionist 
Canada ia a very debatable one and » 
very hard one to decide Home claim 
they are lower in P.aglaad. others claim 
they are not. We all know that the spend
ing power <4 the dollar, na it ia called, ia

TH* CANAIHA* HOI'ME or UttlM 
A hff«r 4my Iw «**••#— A l«rflM» wttfcffflrt i

• aloe signages It ia a vary epee ysr ■ > .-■» 

ere not mere I bee (dlret by the cstre
vfcrnrlinff a| |h# ilirHaf |®
Brea fl.^mgnr^Mni reret^jrarerjj»«re*kaap-

many other things ere cjwapre. very few
I —sis. re re uAsiiroi avrew Iff a- ewais ssok JM avreokaso »*■ —t wr IH i|| iff#" » Iff y cimffl g? xoTT BAw m*
much my far M reels to Kngland a* tree 

I 'varie far a Mal. it Is evident 
l bel I be man who gets a differ a day 
to Kagtaad to just a» we* off a* the 
wlro gets two dollars a day to <"i 

i beep labor is grarealy poor 
M lakes arore mem ia roualrwe where labor 
le cheap Iw accomplish aa mark MS where 
labor is brtlrr paid, far which reason Ibr 
fermer» in Canada rae ead da romp rtr 
»u< readult y with the cheapest labor to 
the world, aeamiy. the native» of ladle, 
to rareag wheat Protect row do* not
raise wages, it r-aanot. Best ber ia il Ma 
sim ead pwrpeae, prwlertroe's aim aed 
obyect ia to keep out foreign comarocbties 
The factory bead docs not seff commodit
ies. be sella hie laker The only way 
to protect him ia to keep oat foreigner*. 
Ibr foreign laborers not the gonds Al- 
lowing the cheap mi te «were let» the 
country is what lowers wages 

The Home Market
"Build up the home market." they my 

Wr have here building up ur trying 
In build as • home market ia Raster» 
Canada Are the farmer* to Beater» 
t a Bade any more prmpir in than Ike 
farmer* in Western Canada where there 
to practically an home market ? I think 
net, and 4 I her are not more prosperous 
does it not look as though we have been 
building on sand, not on solid rock 
This home market, la he mniabat With 
a perfect all round protect toe. meat ab
sorb all the farmers produce, a* so long 
as farmers bare a turpi aa ever and share 
borne oesumptioe they must sell the 
surplus ia competition with the met of 
the world aed ln*y cannot get aay higher 
prier for their produce ia the borna mar
ket than the foreigner pays, aa the prier 
for wheat, rattle, etc., to set to P.wropr 
by lb# law of supply and demand aed the 
farmers' home price to based am this 
F.uropeaa price

Rai slag the Boveaer 
We must raise the revenue, they aay.

Of course wc must, but 
wc need not have pro
tection in order to raise 
a revenue Investigation 
shows rnnrltttvrfy that 
a customs tariff to a 
most expensive method 
of collecting revenue 
It costs to muck to col
lect that after all the 
expense* i4 collect ton 
arc paid there to eery 
liltlr left, which mens 
that yon moat tory 
heavier in order to get 
the desired revenue, 
t'nder direct taxation 
yon roald collect a bigger 
revenue at a far leas 
expense By the way. 
when airships are nearer 
(lerfectton How to any 
government to stop 
foreign commodities 
from coming in? Roof 
the country over, may
be. Again, if protection 
is carried to its logical 
cowrinaioe the govern
ment would not be able 
to raise a cent by the 
tariff a* when imports 
bare reared, which to 
what protection ai am to 
bring about, there would 
be no importa ta tax. 
you would bare to adopt 
direct taxation While 
I Hi* protection scheme 
to only half or maybe 
on* quarter developed. 
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