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is in favor of the “other fellow " paying that 
revenue as the alsive table shows that he 
wants the government to refund his com|>any 
any tariff that they had to pay on the material 
they used to conduct their business. We 
would like Senator Jones to show why the 
farmer should he compelled by the government 
to pay a duty for revenue purposes on all the 
material the farmer uses in the production of 
his commodity, while he (Senator Jones) a-, 
a producer, insists on the government relum
ing to him the duly paid on all the material he 
uses in the manufacture of the i-ommodity he 
prod lues. As a revenue producer the tariff 
on farming implements is a complete failure. 
For the year It**# the government collected 
on importations of farm machinery. 63ÛII.- 
(*11.03. Of that they returned to the four 
companies enumerated alaive, as draw tracks, 
MM 4M Ml leasing a net revenue of 6IM.0M.- 
04 derived from duty on agricultural imple
ments. In his letter. Senator Jones does not 
attempt to deny that the pun baser of farm 
implements pays the duty. He tacitly admits 
as a result of the duty manufacturers of farm 
implements secure a higher price than they 
otherwise would if left in competition with 
foreign manufacturers. The contention that 
the foreigner pays the duly seems to luue I wen 
abandoned The only argument now set forth 
is the revenue argument. According to the 
census of It*HI. the manufacture of agricultural 
implements in Canada amount to tlf.tCU.74*, 
of which there was e«ported, IN.4Wt.llt4, leav
ing for home consumption in Canada, 610.- 
836,641 We ll u k 11 .■! t ia -■•(• t., .late the 
increase in the manufacture of farm inplements 
from lOtU to I DU* would at least lie <U |ier rent, 
and that the production of farm imidements 
ill Canada for home «eweepliœ that year 
would not lie much leva than tlf.OOU.OUU. If 
the manufacturers were able, due to the 
imposition of a «I prr rent. duty, to add <0 
per rent to the selling price of their products, 
i which is now mnmlrsl) Senator Jones ran 
figure out the tribute that must have been 
levied on the Canadian (irain Growers in 
order to produce the insignificant net revenue 
of iiM.noo

In INB4 Sir Wilfrid Laurier made the 
following statement

“We •IseJ 1er tfiejsa 1 vlreeeere the gshry 
af peteitw ea homing* Yew bondage I eelee 
In bondage ia the hsi wanna* ss Aweesewa slavery 
ese has ils je Sal la I he sema Jr free (alien, he! 
IS the same maeerf la Use same asaaaef the 
peagle af ( aaeila. the lahakslaals vd Winnipeg 
es»eetall>. aee tosliag fee a maehlae a hah Isles 
easy. a.4 every real af psitv hat s eery tars* 
Betceelege. s eery targe périma af yew earwiage 
1er a has yea serai sad lad “

When Sir Wilfrid made that statement the 
actual duty on farm implements was leva than 
it ia to-day A farmer at that time, and some
what later, paid 616 duly on Ins himlrr To 
day. for the same class of liinder hr pays 
616 *1 and if hr wants » lander of the same
quality, to rat a wider swath, he pays 6l6.tU
The same iproportion applies, as far at we c*n 
make out. In el Burnt all other farm implements 

Mr. Evans, in his letter to Senator Junes 
•tatee -** Prolrrtam is Irgaliseil rohbrry ** 
We cannot me thrp the diffrtencr comes 
•a la-twam the araaaMig of Sir Wilfrid's stair 
ment ia 1*64 ami Mr Evans' statement ia 
1*10 It is simply «pressing the same thmg ia 
different terms The epithets which Senator 
Joort applied In Mr Evans for using the 
whole alslrinriit it equally apphraldr In Sir 
W ilfnd laurier for using similar «prenons 
.Senator Jones perhaps might «plain why hr 
would apply it to the one ami not to the other 
We want it to be understood that the epithet 
and its apphrotaio ia Senator Jones ',nut ours

TERMINAL ELEVATOR REMEDY
An Ottawa dispatch, on another page, fig 

the meeting of parliament for November 17 
Certain legislation is also forrshasbened a hah 
is of paramount mlereai to Wes tern Canwla 
It is stated that the remedy whir* Sir Wilfnd 
Laurirr promised m the terminal rlrv.t,., 
silualwa will be along the line of that now in

force in the State of Minnesota. This means 
that there will be no government ownership 
of the terminal elevators. This statement 
will not he favorably received in Western 
Canada and will not allay the present agitation 
nor the suspicions which the farmers have 
against the present system of operating the 
terminals. Everything conceivable has al
ready been tried, hut the men who operate 
the terminals can “ drive a coach and four ” 
through any law the Dominion parliament can 
enact diort of government ownership and 
operation. There has never been a single 
argument advanced against government owner
ship and operation except that Sir Wilfrid 
himself stated that he was opposed to the 
principle. Sir Wilfrid dues not know as much 
about the terminal elevators, and has not 
suffered as much through their operation as 
have the Western farmers. If he is not 
prepared to make the terminal elevators 
satisfactory by making them government 
owned and operated then he might as well not 
luill e- with the legidation suggested along 
the line of the Minnesota Act, because it will 
prove ineffective. The Minnesota Act merely 
provides more inspection, and more registra
tion. and more red tape generally, with heavier 
penalties. Under government ownership and 
operation the cost will lie reduced greatly and 
the farmers will again have confidence in the 
terminal elevators which nothing else can give 
them.

WHO PAYS THE TARIFF
The Toronto Sun has asked the Ontario 

farmers for their opinion on reciprocity with 
lie l Intel Stairs l 111 111 illi. letters from 
ID farmers representative of different parts 
of llie province were published in the Sun. 
Ttie sentiment ex pressed was unanimoudy in 
favor of Free Trade with United States in 
natural products as well as manufactured. 
There is no longer any reason to state that 
Canadian farmers are protectionists. The 
articulate voiie of farmers all over Canada 
is for tariff reduction and Free Trade just as 
soon as |iuaaible. As the Sun points out. the 
manufacturers have the benefit of the tariff in
z>rry way. Iweuuse no matter how high the 

iriff is made they increase the price of theirtariff is made they increase the price 
products accordingly. The farmer is in a 
different box. lie simply digs into hit pockets 
fur the amount uf the tariff and that is the end 
of it. Tlie manufacturers do not pay the 
tariff nor any part of it. even on the dutiable 
|{uudt which 11 icy use themselves, bemuse it 
is all charged Lack to the consumer plus 
interest and profil. E. C. Drury. Master of 
the Ihvminion Grange, estimates that the 
present tariff costs the average Canadian 
farmer Wit) per year either directly or indirect
ly. This it a moderate Estimate and figuring 
the airragr family at tie, it shoes the cost of 
the twill to lie 640 per head each year. The 
customs tariff revenue for I!*» was616.000.000 
or about 67 00 prr head for the people of 
Canada If the tariff coal the farmers and 
their families 6t0 per head and costs all 
Canada only 67 00 per head, it is not very 
hard to figure out who pays the biggest share 
of the Canadian tariff menue. Those pro
tectionists who say that direct laialM.n |g the 
only alternative to lanff need mil fear that 
the farmers will object to direct taxation 
lara use if there was vil red taxation ia Canwla 
to-day and no tariff every farmer would he 
money in pocket.

HOW IT WORKS NOW
Thou semis of farmers throughout Western 

Canwla who hate had stuck killed by the 
railways and hate presented claims to the 
railway companies for damages, will l«- able 
to appreeiate the sentiment in the following 
extract from an American paper —

If la Miaaeaata Me (Nee* bed e eww 4,llad by 
a renewed testa la da* mm lb* claim* ages! 
la* I be eedeswd re Bed

"*• sa décria sd. af rears*. Ibet I be (inuil 
was a very darde aad * alee We eel ml seed I be 
**»■■■ ages I te bte asuei yin i iwsa rU.ps sgesiie

October tilth, 1610

mealy manner, “and ea sympathise wttb yea aad
But, Mr.your 1 amity in your toes. But, Mr. Olsen, you 

muet remember this: Y'our cow had bo buaieem 
being upon our tracks. Those tracks are our 
private property sad a hen she invaded them she 
became a tresspasser. Technically speaking, you, 
ss her owner, became a trespasser also But
have no desire to carry the issue into court and 

ouble. Now then, what wouldpoasibly give you trouble. Now then, what I
you regard as a fair seulement between you nod the
railroad company.*“

said ala.**Vail." said Mr Olsea slowly, “Ay bane poos 
Swede farmer, but Ay shall five you two dollars.“

This covers the situation so completely that it 
seems hardly necessary to add further comment. 
If the farmers of the West ever hope to make 
the railways give them a square deal in the 
settlement of claims for stock killed, there is
only une way tu du it. They must get together 
and iiinsist upon an amendment to the Railway
Act. Organization is the only remedy, iudiv 
ually the farmers are helpless

WHO ARE THE PEOPLE?
In a cable dispatch front London, England, 

under date of (k-tober 10th, the following 
item appeared in the daily papers of Canada:—

Sir K Perks, interviewed st Liverpool, said 
ve directionwas uo disposition uhatevee ia the direction of free 

trade except in a small section uf Ike far Weal. 
Three was a dial * Vwrr tariff ia favor
of (ireol Britain. seems only te apply
to asaaufst turcs com*- te eomprlilism
• lilâ t anadiaa I The manufacturers
an.l hankers oil ibert Perks spoke ia
regard to the qw wily with the l ailed
States regard I hi vrrv great concern.

' Hubert dc k if it a ill form part
of Ike comawrria Dominion
Sir Robert P 
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A dispatch from Ottawa In the Winnipeg 
Klee Praia, lays there will hr a general rln-Uon 
following the next srwtion of parliament
This ia what we rviwctrd. although Sir Wilfrid 

-»tnLaurier, on hie Western tour, raid that aa 
election would not hr held until the constitu
tional lime. The farmers uf Western Canada 
should make up their mimla right now and 
henceforth that not a single candidate lor 
either party will be nominated unless he is 
slvsolulelv pledged t" the .up|.,rt of the 
farming interest*, and thro there will hr «orne 

I hat the tnlrrrsla of the 
farmers of Western Canada will rarrive atten
tion at Ottawa.

The article on "Dry Farming" by lion 
W. It Motherwell, in this issue «lamp* him 
as a minister of agriculture who ia familiar 
with the produrtiir prohlrmi of his province 
The rouarrsatmn of moisture where the rain
fall is ont suffi, lent lue the lira! wheel yield 
must ever he a vital problem Every farmer 
who owns and tills land owes ll to himself and 
be country to make that land produce it» 
I-est One protdrm is to produce the heat and 
the next is to secure fur the produrer a fair 
return Roth demand every farmer's alien 
ties.
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