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corn this year in some such way. There are a
few persons already working along the lines sug-
gested, and there is room for their numbers be-
ing greatly multiplied.

If the seedsmen do not take this matter up, it
would be well for the grower and buyer to get
closer together. T. G. RAYNOR.

The Tariff Commission in London.
FARMERS AGAIN HEARD FROM.

The Tarifi Commission, consisting of Hon. W.
S. Fielding, Hon. Wm. Patterson, and Hon. L. P.
Brodeur, met in the Board of Trade Building,
London, on Monday and Tuesday, 20th and 21st
inst. On Monday afternoon Thos. McMillan,
Huron Co., and Thos. Baty, James A. Glen and
T. B. Scott, of Middlesex, who appeared on behalf
of the farmers, were heard. These gentlemen had
made no pre-arrangement with each other, and
had come, each fearing that he might be the only
representative of the farmers present. They were
very kindly received by the Commission.

Mr. McMillan, in opening, said he came in the
interests of no organization, but felt that the
farmens’ side of the case ought to be presented.
I have some knowledge of the financial circum-
stances of farmers, and although we do not come
to present any wail of distress, yet we wish to
say on behalf of agriculturists, that we believe
the limit of taxation has been reached, and we
are not in a mood to bear any further burden for
the benefit of other industries in our land.

We cheerfully acknowledge that, in common with
other classes in this Province, we are, in a gen-
eral way, more prosperous than a few years ago,
and if we investigate, the source of that increased
prosperity is not far to seek.

Taking the report of the Bureau of Industries,
1903, we find that during the last six years,
1897-08, the value of our live stock sold and
slaughtered has increased by $29,577,332; in-
creased value of dairy products (factory made),
$6,812,878 ; increased value of field crops, $30,-
000,000 (one-third counted as extra receipt),
$10,000,000, the balance being used as raw ma-
terial for stock food; and we have from these
sources increased receipts of nearly $46,000,000.

Forty-six millions is a large sum, and if we
distributed this amount extra per annum amongst
the people of this Province for a few years, we
begin to realize that the source of our imcreased
prosperity lies not in our towns and cities, but
depends upon the farms of our Province; and if
farmers experience an untoward season, or any
conditions arise which seriously reduce the volume
of the receipts, the merchants of our towns and
villages very soon begin to stand at their shop-
window with a longing eye for custom, and this
condition reflects unfavorably upon every class
and industry in our land.

While this report is still in my hand, let me
recall to your notice the representations made be-
fore the Commission in Toronto, more particular-
ly the statement of Mr. Drury, of the receipts
and the expense of a 200-acre farm in Simcoe
County, and I can assure you that is a showing
far above what the average farmer of our Prov-
ince can make. i

I can give you the particulars of the business
of one or more most progressive and wide-awake
stock farmers in Huron County for 1903.

Mr. Fielding.—We wish to have it. A 200-
acre farm—20 acres bush, 70 acres field crop, bal-
ance pasture ; investment of $14,000.

Receipts. Expense.
Cattle sold......... $4,351.50 Wages paid..........$ 3805.00
Hogs sold... ... ... 285.14 Threshing and
Horses sold......... 261.00 preparing fodder 50.00
Dairy products... 105.00 Taxes and road-
Eggs and fowl.. 29.00 WOLK .onssspasmess 80.90
INBUCAICE  .oovues s 10.00
Stock cattle pdr-
chaged ..oe weee 2505300
Grass seeds, etce. 50.00
Feedstufls .. ... .. 223.00
Running expenses 128.50
Implements......... 37.00
Household Ixp.. 478.60
Interest upon
MOrt@age ........ 200.00
i Net receipts 795.14
$5,031.64 $5,031.64
—This, also, is a showing away and abhove the
return of the average farmer, although no wages

are allowed the farmer and his family, and no
interest upon investment. Although 1 cannot
give the details, yet I am sufliciently conor.a
with the circumstances of at least a score
farmers to know that during the past half dos
years they have only been able to mark tin )
Men wide-awake in their business, very carefil
industrious and economical, and yet only able to

made ends meet from year to year. lL.et us cgain
consult this report, and from it we ;.;'n-t a ver)
fair idea of the gross annual receipts ol the ayer-

ave farmer of the Province :

PHE FARMER'S ADVOCATHR.

FOUNDED 18686.

Value of live stock 80Id ........e.ccimiviiniiniiiiiniveennienneeeanes
Value of dairy products (factory made)............cccce..

(The portion of field crops sold and consumed is an
estimate of my own.)

Field Crops.

Turnips
Potatoes
Carrots

RYe .o e s R SRS S S SRR SN S

Value field crops sold in round numbers.....................

Gross return, 185,000 Ontario farmers ....................
Gross return, each Ontario farmer .......................

This showing does not set forth the returns
from orchard and garden, or dairy products of
home make sold, but with this additional, I be-
lieve I am well within the mark in saying that
the gross revenue of the average Ontario farmer
is less than $1,000 per year, and out of this sum
we have to pay interest upon mortage or invest-
ment, as the case may be, buy implements and
machinery, pay running expenses, keep up wear
and tear, educate our families, and live. This,
gentlemen, is the condition of the great industry
upon which the progress and prosperity of this
country depends. So you can see, there is no
immediate danger of us rapidly becoming mil-
lionaires.

When we look further afield, when we look
abroad over this Dominion (for we realize that
in the framing of a tariff it does not do to be
sectional), study the conditions of our people
the requirements of the different industries of our
country, and note the statistics of its trade and
commerce, the more we realize the commanding
importance of agriculture.

And as, according to Mr. Fielding’s own
words, there scems to be a battle royal before
this Commission between the farmers and manu-
facturers, there being a constant demand from
the latter for higher duties, if you will bear with
me I would like to compare, first, the relative de-
gree of importance to our country of thosé two
indastries ; and, second, their relative degree of
prosperity, as this will show whether they are
entitled to further favors at the expense of ugri-
culture :

Mfg.
Industries. Agriculture.
Capital invested, census )
b L 0 R $447,000,000 | $1,787,000,000
Number of hands em-
ployed...........coooiiiiiiiiinnn 344,000 1,000,000

Wages paid .................... $102,984,668 1$275,000,000
Estimating a fair wage
for farmer and his
family, as I believe
nine-tenths of work of
farm is done by them.

Value of products ... $481,053,375 $363,1203,384
Cost of raw material... | $266,527,858
Net value of product... ' $214,525,517

*Nearly. tEstimate.

In the above figures it would be interesting to
know just what percentage of this $266,000 000,
comprising the cost of manufacturers’ raw ma-
terial, comes from the soil. We know from the
last census, under ‘‘ Manufacturers’ Returns

Value of log products comes first, with an
output of . $50,805,084

Flouring mill products comes second, with

an output of et eeeeeese e 31,835,879
"Dairy  products comes third, with an out-

put of ... N : . 29,731,922
Meat  packing  and  slaughtering  products

comes fourth, with an output of 22,217,984

*Not counted as manufactures

And the raw matcrial of these three latter in-

dustries are ewtirely the product of agricultur:
atd amount to M3 per cent. of the finished article
Then, take othor dvpartments of manufacture, such
as agricultural fnplements, carriage making, har
ness and saddleryv. woollen mills, other vegetable
food manufacture~. lirevwwoeries and distilleries, tan

.......................................... $60,000,000
.......................................... 16,800,000
Sold. Consumed.
$10,000,000 $24,4382,302
. 3,341,459
6,931,634
5,000,000
326,597
5,128,800
6,000,000 4,807,230
1,448,798
907,782
2,263,482 8,000,000
20,000,000 12,193,097
16,460,000
$59,429,370 $70,161,119
.......................................... $60,000,000
.......................................... $136,800,000
..................... $738.00

neries; tallow, glue and soap factories; saw, plan-
ing and paper mills; furniture manufacturing es-
tablishments, organ and piano shops—all these
establishments are, to a large extent, dependent
upon agriculture for their supply of raw material.

To sum up, we find there is not only four
times the amount of wealth invested in agricul-
ture that is invested in our manufactures, Lut I
believe 1 am under the mark in saying that agri-
culture supplies manufacturers with from 70 to 75
per cent. of their raw material. In fact, the
more we study these figures and the statistics of
our trade returns, the more we realize that suc-
cess in agriculture underlies success in manufac-
tures and also success in trade and commerce.
Not only does agriculture cup rge portion
of their raw material, but acricult rists are the
largest purchasers of their finished products.

Then, there is the additional fact, which in the
framing of a tarifi we should bear in mind, that
these other industries do not go into a country
first. Agriculture is the pioneer industry, and
when once agriculture in its various forms begins
to become developed, it sets in operation those
other industries which hinge and depend upon it.

Are we not, then, most reasonable in our re-
quest, that, although those cngaged in other lines
may continue to feed upon our products, they
be not further allowed to prey upon ourselves.

Next, as to the relative degree of prosperity.
Those figures tell us that, although the agricul-
tural industry has four times the iinvestmen't, em-
ploys three times the number of hands (and,
counting a fair wage for the farmer and his
fznnily who perform nine-tenths of the work of the
farm), pays two and one-half times the wage, yet,
deducting nothing in either case for wages p;xi(l,
and l]pthing‘ in the case of agriculture for raw
material, it only pays one and two-thirds times
as much, showing conclusively that to-day manu-
facturing is much more profitable than agricul-
ture; and to make their showing still better
ux»l_’rcsidvnt George, of the Manufacturers’ ASi
sociation, has stated that last year their total
output amounted to $650,000,600.

4 In Athe face of such a showing, can our manu-
facturing industries possibly continue to assume
’r!m roll(: of infants, wishing still to be pap-fed ?
!'l(} (-wdepce being presented to your Commission
(\E;)[\l‘(: Dlallnlzl]l‘\;r::l}:iturnmv.vcpndit‘ions, unforseen difhi-

; ATEs pposition, is constantly crop-
ping up, which it is the duty of their managers
to grapple with, study out and overcome by the
mmgenuity of their own resource. 17, hm{'c-w-r
our Government continues to fondle, nurse an(i
|I<”n-(l‘ il,,}:,‘:lll‘:(,:llll((. )/'(\)\‘l]l)rr'l‘(\:\'vli.Ihv(-(n'nu self-reliant, but
S sty o I v, YI\‘(‘ \»«l]llll‘(‘S. upon the
_ g public (as witness the revela-
tions recently made in Toronto).

On the othe ‘he - -
commanding ])u:i(i}::]m(’)‘f n“t('lj‘ “\\1‘- recognize the
thitt, its rosain o hm‘(‘h‘,q 1‘()11 nrlu, qnf] the fact
whose energy it T : Iffnlffl(rntl\e t«() those
tXpect .\‘vrm.n.'\' ¢ ’ "”]&‘,(' o not o Fight; 4o
e ‘ximllf(nmuhle consideration to a

‘rate reques ' rO rOQO 1M hi .
B | fidke ,,,‘.'f‘,]']fj\'\'.}“(I"(‘,;‘Qf‘l,'gl.’““'- Tsh 1 oo
g ! ations :

1 We Coenize
) Ve recognize the present necessity of a  tariff
lor revenue purposes ‘
2 We s oly 1
. f. ‘.YIHH. Iy «@pprove of the preferential tariff in
avor of British aoods, and would like to see the duties
on  clothinger | ic !
' hing, miote  partic ularly  woollens and cotton
0us reduced to the lowest practical limit
2 Y valize 1Y .
realize that in the way of a customs tariff,
o tfle i
, \ ttle protection ean be given the general
o
Woo Yielieve

) "hie has come  when, under the
asterir care of o " i s i
are f a favorable customs tariff, the infant

NO’

indu
and
tarif
such
indu
suce
of t

]
ranc

]
not
mat

tion

«
“

men
an i
not
proh
mort
we
ture!
c

be 1
cent
gin,
man
whic
gin
gin

4
diet.
rich
the
our
the
the

¢

er, ¢

Shot

I
give
as t
bene

I
cons!
reacl
prod

g
towa
amo]
tors

by
decre
quire

E
rever
mun!
own

A
of e

¥
plﬂci

o
the |
ing f
the

1
the
abro
has
prod
that
tinue
unki
S0 U
secks
away

1
with
full
To s
that
Midd
Lam!
was
earne
whic
of fu
of ti

N
dres
the
plus
tain
ence
whic
rall
mar!
chee
nlac
thon
L Bt
aereo
Jrast
the
the

hogs




