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1. The Canadian Harticulturist {s published in
two editions on the 25th day of the month pre-
ceding date date of issue. The firnt edition is
known as The Canadian Horticulturist. It is de-
voted exclusively to the horticultural interests
of Canada. second edition is known as The
Canadian Horticulturist and Beckeeper. In this
odition several pages of matter appearing in the
first iesuo are replaoed by ar equal number of
pages of matter relating to the bee keeping in-
terests of Canads.

2. Subecription vrice of The Canadian Horti-
culturist in Canads and Great Britaln, 60 ocents
a year: two years, $1.00. and of The Canadian
Horticulturist and Beekeper, $1.00 & year. For
United States and local subecriptions in Peter-
boro (not c&lle;l 1?‘:-‘ l“ the &o‘a Office), 25 couts
extra a yoar, including poetage.

3. Remittances should be made by Post Office
or Express Money Order. or Registered Letter.

4. The Law is that subscribers 10 newspapers
are held responsible until all arrearagss are
paid and their paper ordered to be discontinued.

5. Change of Address—When a change of ad-
dress is ordered. doth the old and the new ad-

T veriiing Totea $115 an losh. Oopy Te

rert! T8 an
osived up to the Mth. Address all edvertising
correspondence and oopy Advertising
Manager, Peterboro, Ont.
CIRCULATION STATEMENT

The following is & sworn statement of the net
paid circulation of The Canadian Horticuliuriet
for the year ending with Decembtr, 1913 The
Bgures given are exclusive of samples and spoiled
copies. Moet montbs, including the sample cop-
jo« from 13000 to la‘tﬁe:opiea of '.‘l'he Cuwli:n
Rarticultarist are ma 10 people knvwn to
be interested in the growing of frults, flowers

w0 our
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OUR GUARANTEE

We guaranies that every adrvertiserin thisimve
is Teliadle. We are adle to do thiz decauns the
advertising oolumas of Cavadian Horticul
turist are as carclully edited as the reading
oolumus, and because to Drotect our readers we
tarn away all unecrupulous sdvertisers. Should
any adrertiser horeln deal dishonesily with any
endecrider. we will rake good the amount of
his Joss, provided much tranmaction occurs with.
in one month from date of this imsus that it is
Teporied 0 we within & week of §

med of thees olumme: dbut we shall »ot
::a-ul:: adlust trifiiag disputes between sud-
scribery Yusiness wen who. ad-
vertise, nor DAY the debia of hosent bankrudts.
Communications oholwn:; #dr«.ﬂ
FAE CimAp FETERBORO. ONT.

THE CANADIAN

The climination of the middleman, by
selling direct from orchard to consumer,
has been the dream of the fruit growers of
Ontario for-some yecars. OQutside of a few
growers securing private customers, not
much has beeni done towards making the

dream come true. Last fall and wintér,
however, as previously noted in these col-
umas, an attempt was made 10 sell direct
to the gemeral public of Toronto by an
Elgin county man—Mr. J. A. Webster, of
Sparta. Ia the progress of his cfforts and
results there are some lessons worth not-
ing. .
With cxceptional valor, like the Spar-
tans of ancient Greece, this modern Spar-
tan had the courage of his conviction that
the people of Toronto would consume large
quantities of fruit if they could buy it at a
reasonable price, and “direct from orchard
to consumer.’”’ \Vith this in mind and with
morce moncy for himself, as the producer,
in view, he sccured storage space in the
bascment of the St. Lawrence market, and
commenced to sell wholesale and retail—
and then the trouble commenced. Vdrious
situations and diffcrences arose between
Mr. Webster and the city officials, some of
which resulted in law suits. The city did
not permit the sclling by retail in the stor-
age rooms, nor selling anywhere in the
r arket in quantitics of lzss than onc
bushel; it doubled Mr. Wcbster’s rent, and
moved him from onc place to another.

Mr. Webster’s cexperiences in  the St
Lawrence market scrves to show that the
Toronto City Council. which is influenced
in this matter probably by the Retail Mer-
chants’ Association and by the wholcsalers
and commission men, docs not intend to
cncourage the fruit growers to sell direct
to the pcople. It is altogether unrcason-
able, for instance, for Toronto to charge
seventy dollars a month rent for storage
and sclling space 10 only one grower who
wants to scll a few apples. What a tre-
mondous revenue the city would acquire
should a few hundred growers undertake
the same scheme!

One local result of Mr. Webster’s cfforts
has been the opening of the market to
farmers and hucksters for the sclling of
fruit in small packages. Although many
farmers did sell apples in the past in small
quantitics, they constantly were in fear of
being fined for so doing. Some of them
were fined at tiines as 2 warning to them-
sclves and others. Of course, the consum-
ers did not do this mor want this regula-
tion to stand. But there were others with
sufficicnt reasons and influence to demand
it. Since Mr. Webster's testing of the by-
law, one can go there on market days and
find ¢verybody buying and sclling im any
quantitics desired. This may all yet be
put back into the oid ordsr by subscquent
city by-laws, should the coundl forget its
duty to the consuming pubdlic, and give
way to the pressure of selfish iaterests,
which will be sure to be applied once more
as soon as the present interest of toe con-
sumers subsides.

The case of Mr. Webster brought out in-
cideatally another factor in fruit market-
ing that at first thought is rather com-
plicated. A certain large hotel in Toronto
had been buyiug Oakville apples at wo
dollars a1 Lox through a well knewn com-
mission firm. Mr. Wcbster ofiered bis
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apples to the hotel at one dollar and a half
a box—the same price that he quoted on
the market to the general public—and ot
an order. Later, when soliciting for a re-
peat order from the same hotel, he was 1.
fused and told that the commission
was then supplying the Qakville apples a
on¢ dollar and thirty-five cents a bLox.
This was a deliberate under-cut on the pan
of the commission man. Who lost the dJif-
ference betweon the one dollar and thirty-
five cents and two dollars? Did Mr. \\¢b-
ster injure the Oakville fruit grower?
Would any onc or more growe-s with fruit
for sale in: Toronto, were they to endeavor
to scll it at a reasonable price direct to
the consumer, be injuring the fruit indus-
try of the province? Would a distributing
centre in Toronto, as proposed by the
Niagara Peninsula Fruit Growers' Asso-
ciation, hurt all other growers in the Niag-
ara district who are compelled by circum-
stances to ship to commission mon? If
this would happen, what is the use of all
the talk about elminating the middleman?
In our opimion, no grower or body of
growers would be iniurad in the long run.
The uncertainty of the methods practiced
by some, not all, of the commision men,
and the fact that the growers would be
selling, like Mr. Webster, dircct to the
people at prices more mcar what produc
tion warramts, wou'd soon counterbalance
any apparent temporary injustice.

While the Sparta grower probably has
not been over successful this year, on ac
count of high rents, strenuous opposition,
cost of law suits and other discouraging
factors, his propaganda is worthy of fur-
ther cfforts on the part of himsclf and
other growers. The expenses of the
scheme are too great for one man alone.
Schemes of this kind could be handled
much more economically and more profit-
ably oy our fruit growers’ associations
Should it be found that they are not wanted
in the St. Lawrence market, they should, -
and could, cstablish a fruit market of
their own

ROADSIDE PESTS

The article in this issuc of The Cana
dian Horticulturist, by Professor . M
Straight, serves 10 show the coxtent w
which the wild fruits may become a source
of infection in our commercial orchards
Anyone who has carefully examincd a wik
apple tree could not but be impressed by
the diversity of pasts that it harbors. The
trunk not infrcquently is perforated with
borers, the bark covercd with scale, th
branches and leaves draped with webs, and
the fruit a veritable happy hunting grouxd
for codling worm. .

The destruction of these breediog
grounds of orchard pests is 2 phase of o
charding that has not received the atex
tion that it merits. There are two mn
reasons why thesc outside sources of i
faction have hcon  somewhat negleted
First, the extent to which thcy meoxe
the orchard has not Yeen fully realized: |
sccond, their destruction has often been |
matter outside the orchardists’ control I= 4
respect to the former, fruit growers at|
more and more coming to ize the o
tent of such infection and the need &
iminsdiate action. In the iatter case Wt
meet with a difficulty not casily removed |

No matter how much he may wish R
the fruit grower has no authority to de]
stroy wild trees on the propenty, of a @t
less neighbor. Perthaps this neighbor 3
a small orchard that is naver spraved
i3 really growing under wild conditios-
Here is where the law must step :n, 3¢
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