
wHy. But let anyone take the list

of free articles of farm produce I

have submitted to you, and ho can
readily see how the removal of duty
benefits the fanner.

Special Benefits.

Hut I might, however, specify one or
two things where the experience of
our fiirniiTs has clcnioiistraieii the ben-
efits of an unhampered market. Now
as to barley. It is well known that when
barley, (before the McKinley tariff

of 1890 killed the trade) had cheap
entry into the United States, farmers
hati great success in growing and sell-

inu' barley in that market. Canada,
especially Ontario, grows the best bat-
ley for malting purposes, on the con-
tinent, and it is in great demand by
Unitetl St:ites' brewers. In 17 years,
from 1876 to 1892—seventeen years of

low duty—the farmers of Canada sent
to the United States 135 million bush-
els of barley and pot in cash for it

90 million dollars. The next seventeen
years the hiirh duty on barley prevail-

ed, and the 135 million dwindled to a
total of only s"Von millions of a value
of o. .3 million dollars. In the first

perin i i.nder a 15 cents a bushel duty,
the avi-rage price was 67 cents. In the
second period, when the duty was 30c.

a bushel, the averatre price was 42c.

If a duty of 15 cents a bushel result-

ed in a i)rofitabIe trade in barley for

the Canadian farmer—eiving him a
bic market and good profits

—

If a duty of 30c per bushel practi-
cally kill'd the barley industry

—

Will not free barley, as proposed by
reciprocity, restore a profitable market
to the farmer and be a money-making
proposition? There may be some pre-
sent who remember the conditions
about fifty years ago, when the old
reciprocity treaty was in force. IJ

they don't remember, their fathers
have told them that these were the
bie days for barley raisers, when far-

mers eot big prices—from 80c. to $1.00
—and even more, a bushel. And they
also told them what a blow the ."boli-

tion of the treaty wns to the farmers.
They told them how the price of wool
drooped from -K)c. to IS-, per pound;
of lambs, from .$4.50 to .<2.50. how bar-
lev, which sold fr-im $1.00 to $1.20 and
$1.25 dropped to 40c. or 50c. .And the
prices of cattle and hoes were cut in
h.ilf—and so on with all that the far-

mer sent to the United States' market
U'lder the reciprocity treaty of 1854-

I'fie. If cetting Ontario barley into

the United States fifty years ago free
of duty—was a good thing for the far-

mers—if a moderate rate of duty made
barley growing and shipping profitable

from '76 to '92—if 30c. a bushel duty
between 1892 and 1911 killed the busi-

ness—is it not reasonable to say that

an entire removal of the duty on bar-

ley will be a distinct and big boon to

the farmers of Ontario, who under re-

ciprocity will command, the whole of

the Eastern United States' market,

and the Western Stales will give a

new market to western barley. In the

Canadian west barley crows to perfec-

tion, and is a ?ure crop, as it ripens

early and escapes frost risk.

Thn "^O er ts (i liu.-hrl TTnited States'

duty that killed the Canadian barley

trade, is still in force.

•The reciprocity narei^ment will, if

adopted, remove that duty and re-

store one of the mo-t profitable crops

to a larce and profitable market.

The Potatoes and Apples.

Then take another crop thiit cin be

grown to advantage in Ontario—pota-

toes. How could reciprocity iiff"Ct their

sale? During twelve years of high du-

ties—the present duty is 25c. per bush-

el—Canada sent to the T'nited States

eleven million dollnrs' worth more po-

tatoes than the United States sent to

us. Crops on this continent are noi

ail uniform. Sometimes when we have

8 bis crop, parts of the United States

have short crops—then our neighbours

come to us and that is our harvest-

prices advance. With the duty re-

moved, is it not reasonable to assert

that reciprocity in the case of pota-

toes, as in the case of barley, would

he of immense advantage to the form-

ers, without injniina the manufactur-

er, the working m>n and the financier?

In 1910 Canadfi export, i a total of

1,920,000 bushels of potatoes valued at

$1 1.33.'000. Britain, which admits po-

tatoes free, took $260,000 worth. Cuba
$605,000, and the United States, $.345,-

000. The potatoes sent to the United

States h:id to overcome a duty of 25c.

per bushel. With this duty re moved,

would not the profit of shippintr po-

tatoes, the profit of growing them,

and the inducement to grow them be

frreatlv increased, to the benefit of the

Canadian farmer? T have referred to

the effect of reciprocity upon the fruit

industry, especially small fruits. As

to how it will affect the apple trade,

which is every year crowing in im-

portiince, let nio cive the testimony of
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