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Protection vs. Free Trade

By C. S. WATKINS. Langvale

In this Article, Written by & Manitoba Farmer, the effects of Protective Tariffs upon the Profits of the Farmer and the Wages of the

Working Man are Discussed in terms easily und

e iox (f )s\ evervyone

questions, and his views are worthy of earnest consideration

Mr. Watkins has long been a student of trade
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