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The Demialee <Ivv ira anal has Ssa* Bos*» 7
west. Deremher 1, ae a «ay ef aottoaal
Uaahagtvtag for the mom ef the A ill*

Thé Farm Tractor Ta*
There could In> no l'Imnrr ohjeet|.-mnn 

proving that protectionism means «mumi 
m justice lo agricultural indmlrr il,an «a 
furnished hjr IW farta ami figures alionl farta 
tractor* These farta ami figures are art 
forth fully in thr artirle, "Farm Tractor* 
■ml the Tariff Tat." in thin inaur of Thr 
tluide llrr>' *r have a atark naked rear 
of what thr tariff flora to the farmer It 
elands out ilrflnilr ami clear-cut and positive, 
beyond possibility of hrin* either explained 
away or clnoked with a diairuiar of dereptivr 
arguing

For the promotion of inrreaæd atrrirul 
Inral produrtion a wartime Ordrr-in-<*ounrit 
waa passed at Ottawa on February * laat. 
decreeing that until February 8 nett, th- 
duty on Irariora coating not more than 
81.400 in the country of production ahould he 
refunded. The Ordrf-in-f’ounril. he it noted, 
did not do away with that duty. It aimply 
authorised until February next the "re 
miaaion and refund" of that duty, whirh ia 
20 |H*r rent, plua the arven-aml-a-half |ier 
rent, war tax—a total duly of 27| per rent

N»aooner waa the Ordcr-in-Council paaard 
than a delegation of manufariurera went to 
Ottawa in |>oat haate and much indignation, 
and protested against any refunding of the 
duty on light tractors. They declared that 
thus to lay impioua hands upon the sacred 
ark of protectioniam would bring down relri- 
hution ii|hui the Stale. Such sacrilcgioua in 
lerference with the National Policy <an 
called) would "destroy stability," they 
lamented, pnd "shake the confidence" of thr 
manufaeCurera. In reply, it was pointed out 
to them that the manufacturing of tractors 
in f'anada amounted to only a few hundred 
heavy tractors per year, much hither in 
price than the light I rad ora on which the 
duty ia being refunded. Sorely aggrieved 
because, on their demand, th* Order-in- 
Council was not immediately rescinded, the 
manufacturera have continued urging that 
demand ti|mn the government. They en
tire paring now to move u|>on Ottawa in 
massed strength, to insist that the Onler-in- 
Council be rescinded without any more de
lay.

The official figures of customs entries, 
given in the article in this rart>- of The fluide 
to which n-fen-nce has Keen made almve. 
show that during less than nine months of 
free entry, up to the 31st of last month, 
four times the number of tractors (and over 
twice the value) came into Canada than carm
in of all varieties during the preceding 12 
months, and the saving to the farmers by the 
rebating to them of the 271 per cent, duty 
amounted to ♦2,196,577. Dividing th<- total 
vklue of the light tractors that came in free 
of duty in those months by thf number of 
them, we get $92(1.53 as the average value 
per tractor, and ♦253.15 as thr^27) |n-r cent, 
duty which the farmer did not have to pay.

That $253.1.5 tariff tax is a millstone which 
the manufacturers who are doing their^N» 
moat to get the Order-in-Coupcil rescinded, 
want the government ' to hang round the 
farmer’s neck. It is not as if the light trac
tors were being made in Canada to meet the 
needs of agricultural industry. When thir 
fact was [*>inted out to one of the delegations 
of manufacturers which waited on the gov-

ernment ia regard to this matter, a Brant 
ford manufacturer replied that "be had been 
prepenag Ur some lime pern to embark upon 
the manufacture of light tractors, and bad 
invested murk capital in Ike enterprise, ami 
was now fared with heavy bam " The tiuolc 
baa no desire to be unjust lo that mane far 
tarer or to any manufacturer. though there 
are quartern in which The fluide is not given 
credit for any suck desire that there should

Incomes end Profita
la a recent mue of The Financial Peel of 

Tomato. Mr M M •parsons, past president of 
"w Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, 
re pesta ike statement that manufacturers are 
not making any more profit than farmers 
In support of Hue cent eel ion he quotes a 
sentence from some literature published by 
The fluid' to the effect that the average in- 
• •Hue of the farmer ia the West is larger 
than the aiersge income in the town or eny 
home Mr Persona immediately sumes 
that all Ike farmer’s income Is profit there- 
fore, the farmer must be tremendously pros- 
perm*.

As a business man. Mr Parsons knows 
nuirh better than this If all the income of 
hm own mm pony, or of any other company, 
was profit, he ami the other manufacturers 
would be billionaires within a few years If 
all the farmer’s income waa clear profit, he 
would be rolling in wealth But although 
the average income per farm in Western 
t’anada ia higher than the average income 

TV. . . ..._ . _____. 5 ________ in city and town homes, it does not argue
"cagal** aa Mealily ef lw*e’m*l4Kufrtl^>VnLfr,e 1 rt for ,,,r fa"»*’»'
■ age ears»,* They have loaf réélire* ikal ' The city home ,■oust at a of the house and

furniture. Kvery farm ia • manufacturing 
plant, requiring a large investment in land,

he eoual right for all ami special privilege 
in uf>m- The Toronto New a, for example, 
mys>-

TW Omis lime ere- OsMe M|< "The owe 
era ef recesu forties will b-i»g eel lata 
ffalser view Ikaa ever a fes*es»eeisl tretk 
•bleh the Orals tlmwerv" ergsairallese have 
kept la view rasai at rally aa a gal4tag pria 
riple Thu fo—taawatal Irelh le that the 
*a«r ear sere ef <aae.la as* the farswre ef 
i aaa4a are eel sally resrrrer* la cork 
"there1 welfare "

If The OoMe really hellevre Ihle N will 
ream le a* ver ale a lev». Ill — ef Ike Pees* me 
«Wtff which weohl rleer half .f l essde’e 
faeleriea, threw half ef her werkhww eel ef 
empleyawst. sa* drive ihrm le the t elle* 
melee le rearek ef a lie teg 

The farswre ef Kaetere Vsse*e

lepertsBl 4aawetle Ie4eelr.ee ss* large res 
Iree ef pmeleUee |-revl*e I here with lie heel 
beeae uarhet They kaew I ha I the tail eat 
lew ef we*erale peel eel lea hee rew*ere.| pee 
atble I he *evetepewel "f eallve aweefeeleree 
as e great wale go# Ikal reeewe I her always 
vste far the awieleaai.ee ef Ike e real I re Nal 
HWal Pelley «ret lelre*eee* ky 4.r Joke 
Mee*e#al* ia ISTa. aa* r..W|.letely rla*t 
rale* by 10 year* ef aeleal pearlier

return lo the Itrjint fort I manufacturer, 
who complained that he had been prejisring 
to njake light Irselora. the question that prr 
aenla itarlf to errry fair-minded Canadian ia 
l)ua Aaguming it to be eatabliahed that it 
fc in the interests of the national welfare that 
there should he governmental action to 
secure the production of light tractors in 
Canada, what ahould that governmental 
action he? In addition ln*hr admission free 
of duty of all the materials needed in the 
manufacture of light tractors, which the 
organued farmers would all *up|Hiri. what 
else should he donef

Siipfmoc the government were to say : 
"We will not impose a tariff tax on light 
tractors entering Canada, for that would lie 
an injustice, as light tractors are necessities 
of agricultural industry ; hut upon-*he Can
adian manufacturers of light tractors mak
ing a full and complete disclosure of art the 
hooka of their business, if the figures show 
that they ar<- not making six per cent, a year 
on their capital invested, the shortage will 
lie made up to them from the Ihuninion 
treasury, for a maximum (wriod of, say. three 
years."

Would not thst lie s more justifiable policy 
than the im|Mwing ef a $253 15 tax <tn“every 
$920.53.light tractor brought into (anadaf 
Why should not a manufacturer asking for 
special privilege at the public expense he 
required to expose all the books of his 
business to the daylight of publicity! It 
would he interesting to have the answer of 
the Toronto News to these ttro questions

Could there he a plainer*object-lesson of 
what so called National Policy protectionism 
does to the farmer than is furnished by this 
rase of the light tractorsf Could there be 
any stronger and joster argument for the 
need of more organization and eo operation 
among the fanners for justice and the com 
mon good—for increased membership of the 
Drain Drawers' organizations and more local 
Hsaociatiotia. and increased activity in them 
air for the furtherance of juatiee seeking 
political action 1

A Millionaire*» Newspaper
Kvidenee in a recent lawsuit in Mon

machinery ami livestock. sad furthermore, 
the farmer ia an employer of labor. Noter-. 
ally, his income from all Ihie investment ia 
higher than the man whose whole equipment 
consiste of hie heed ami hie hands If it 
were not so. U would he im|mesihle for farm
ers to carry on their wor^et-fill. But income 
and profit are two different things. It la 
quite [meuble (ami. in fart, it bap|>ena vary 
frequently) that a farmer's income from the 
■al- of hie grain and hie livrât nek might be 
$*.nnn or more for the year, and at the same 
time hie actual lorn might be $1,000, or con
siderably more. •

Ten liuahele of wheat per acre gives con
siderable mrifike, Imt it doesn't give any 
profit whatever. The fermera of Western 
Canada produce every year an immense 
amount of wealth, hut bee a use of the high 
cost of everything they buy. and particu
larly liera use of the increased east due to the 
protective tariff the average margin of pro
fit ia very email The protective tariff robe 
the farmer every year of profits to which he 
ia justly entitled That explains why the 
western farmer ia antagonistic to the pro- 
tertioniet system

The farts and figures regarding the farm
er'a incomes and profile are pretty well open 
to the world. The farmer baa no secrete. 
Practically anyImdy can find out the real 
facta regarding farming But, on the other 
hand, the manufacturers' profita are a scaled 
Imok We get only general statements, such 
as Mr. Parsons makes The few companies 
that publish their balance sheets, such a 
the milling eomponiea, show alieolutely fabu
lous profits. The other manufacturera should 
show their balance sheets also It ahould 
lie a law of the land that every incorporated 
company should lie eom|ielled to publish Ita 
balance sheet ami profit and loan statement 
annually. We would then know what the 
public is entitled to know. The organiced 
farmers should insist u[mn thin publicity aa 
alieolutely essential. We would then know 
who is making the profits and who ia not.

tre
Ioutran!

has proved that the two Knglieh language 
newspapers in that eity, the Htar end the 
Herald, are under the same ownership. The 
Herald, with a history aa a (liberal paper


