
The Falla cy of "Free Food" Expoted

0U8TOM8 DPTIM HOT THE 0AP8B.

Here we find a general increase in the cost of living of

thirty-five pointa, in fourteen years-a period in which there

certainly were no increaaes in the tariil, with the sUght ex-

ception of a small increase on biscnits, these being then manu-

factured by Hon. WUliam Paterson, Laurier's Mmister of

Customs. . „,^

In face of the indisputable fact that whUe for fifteen years

we have had a .tationary tariff but oontiiiuonaly inoreaiing

priew, will any man be so blinded by partizanship as to say

that the increased cost of living depends upon what Sir Wil-

frid is pleased to call "Food Taxes"?

Ii it not manifest to anyone possessed of the least under-

itandin? that food prices have some principle of growth quite

apart from the Onitoms Tariff?

At the present time it is quite natural that the people

should ask Sir -Wilfrid Laurier why it was that in the fifteen

years that he held office he did not abolish the duties, and

lower the price of food-stuffst If this question had been put

to Sir Wilfrid Laurier at any time before his defeat in 1911,

.

we can be morally certain that he would have replied something

Uke this: "I lowered the tariff on food-stuffs in 1897, and

so far from the cost of living having gone down from that

date, it has steadily gone up, and it is therefore manifest to

me that ii is vain to expect relief from a further lowering of

the tariff." j _i i

That would have constituted a perfecUy sound and logical

answer in 1911, and it constitutes a perfectiy sound and logical

answer to the "Free Foodera" contentions now.

EVBN g TARIFF 18 BEDOOED THHtg IB

MO CHEAP FOOD AVAILABLE

But even if we concede a single merit to Sir Wilfrid's

policy, and admit that there is just the least possible chance
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