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HAS THE BURDEN 
CREASED OR REDl|

Mr. Foster lays down til 
the income from taxation 
dat'd for measuring tin- Ini 
taxes on the taxpayer, al 
has been adopted by the | 
for one of the points ,,i at| 
fiscal policy of tin- Govern 
tariff produces more revettf 
it did twelve years ago, t| 
burden laid on the coui| 
•tariff is greater than it 
years ago, argues Mr. r 

By the precise formv of 
would be deihiC'd" that 
charged for electric light I 
ton are higher now' than! 
last year. The system is 
money now than it did tivi| 
ago, therefore, Mr lqistq 
admirers would argue, the 
the light-user i'< heavier t| 
twelve months ago. Urn i| 
user will glance at his ! 
for 190;; and IMK he wi 
substantial anil tnideni;di| 
for refusing to accept the 

• The Canadian Pacific Ra| 
pany received more mono 
passenger traffic in Him tl| 
Therefore, argues Mr. 
Company laid a heavier 
its patrons in 1007 than in| 
the Company declare they . 
of the kind. The Direeto.il 
in 1903 they eollvetêd 1 .31 
every pass.tiger limy Imp 
mile, and that in 1007 - tireJ 
only 1.83 cents for eve 
they hauled one mile. Cl 
Canadian I’aeific Railway! 
do not run their business 
aneial theories of Mr. 
they manage to pay divide| 
Mr. Foster only succeeded. 
the country further into t 
year he was Finance Ministl 

The fact is clearly recngl 
admitted- everywhere, of cl 
cept in protectionist oiieil 
arguments are seaiee. that 
of taxation is measured n| 
amount the taxes’ produce, 
proportion of a mail’s momj 
collector takes. If he taka 
man has the tax It. unqucsl 
burden, even if the State hal 
more collecting it than it ail 
and the smaller the propJ 
tax collector take's the less t| 
is on the man who pays it.

Now In 1906 Mr. Foster’s-'| 
deeded $20,080;000 from 

- worth of taxable imports, 
from every hundred dollal 
worth of goods liable {,o taa" 
were brought in. In 1906,1 
full year for which completp 
arc available, 'the present 
looted $46,030,009 on $173.000.| 
of -taxable imports, or-$£6.0 
hundred dollars worth. Till 
man who imported pile huiil 
tars worth of dutiable good! 
luid $3.70 more, left in his pol 
he had alter importing a lull 
lars worth of dutiable goods f 

In 1696 Mr. Foster's tariff| 
$20,000.000 duty from a total| 
tion of $110,000,009, or $18.If 
hundred dollars Worth of g 
came into the country. Ini 
tariff collected $46.000,000 d| 
a total importation of $290.0 
$13.34 on every hundred do’ll 
of goods liable to tarife 
of goods brought in. In ll 
more were left in the pocke 
people 1 for every hundred I 
worth of goods brought in till 
have been left, if Mr. Foster\| 
1396 had been in force.

Has the tariff been lodueeJ 
Ail'd is the burden on the il 
pays the tax heavier or lrgll 
when Mr. Foster had the fix|

ON THE SIDE.

Premier Roblin has been “| 
politically” in Ontario, 
swore in a Winnipeg court 
was “not responsible” for \1 
said in this role. His c| 
ought to be easier after the 
mission.

The Mail and Empire says 
men—better times.” - The i| 

, Foster, Fowler, Bennett, Pol 
“My Dear Lefurgey." The | 
we had u taste of in the- eal 
ties. If anybody relished till 
lie is entirely at liberty to caj 
other dose of the same.

An Opposition journal thill 
mark o: unpatiiotism to eiT 
firm of New York auditors, tl 
glc the accounts in the Mai 
pert ment. Well, if Canadian! 
rascals the Opposition, prel 
have us believe, it would he 
folly to put any of them on! 
Anyway it can scarcely haN 
less loyal than bringing a I 
tomato” expert from Boston. I

Mr. T, Mayne.Daly, former | 
of tile Interior, said in, effect 
day that the immigrants coi| 
Canada were lunatics and 
Mr. Daly's characterization i| 
tainly criminal, and before 
paign is over he will be .pit 

’convinced that it was luuatl 
Meanwhile it is due to Mr. f 
say-that criminal and hiliatl 
grain- did not come to Cana| 
he directed its immigration pu
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INCOME AND EXPENDITURE
On fiscal matters the opposition de

veloped two lines of attack on -the 
government policy during the recent
session

1— That the burden of taxation was 
too heavy ;

2— That the government had ‘spent 
too much money.

These propositions were the frame
work of Mr. Foster's reply to the 
budget speech, were re-echoed by prac
tically even' opposition speaker who 
discussed our financial affairs and 
have been made the foundation argu
ments oi that section of the party 
press which displayp" least taste for 
the slander propaganda or the leas! 
faith in its success. Presumably, 
therefore, they are to be made tin 
groundwork of the opposition cam
paign in the coming election con
test, .HQ.far as any campaign is mad 
on public questions.

A year ago Mr. Borden traversed 
Canada from one ocean tg the other 
setting forth what was represented to 
he “the views and aims of his party- 
on afl and sundry lines of public 
policy. Touching the tariff these 
aims were declared to -be a tariff high 
enough to ensure the manufacture ur 
Canadian raw material in Canada 
coupled with the implied, and some- 
tidies expressed, contention that th( 
present tariff was not high enough 
lor this purpose. *

A* the present ■ moment the news 
paper friends of Mr.Borden are assail 
ir.g the government with varying de
grees of bitterness and unanimity of 
v'gor because they have not consented 
and will not consent to increase the 
duties on woollen goods.

Now, according to Mr. Foster, a re
duction of the tariff lessens the bur 
den of. taxation on the public. Con
versely then an increase in the tariff 
increases the burden of taxation. Was 
Mr. Botdvnis proposal then a pro
pose!». to -lessen 'the -burden of taxa
tion .or.twincrease it, according to this 
dirt un* oi Wp, own fiscal expert?. And 
is the^deifiariîl* Iff iticrefi.Ae" th(* dut; 
«S woojlen. 4*ods a demand Jo less-

adding to the burden of our debt.
This, of course, is thoroughly in ac 

cord with the practice of Mr. Foster 
while the financial affairs of :hf 
country were under his direction. But 
it is not in accord with the principle! 
on which, private business is conduct 
ed, nor with the wholesome princtpl* 
of administration that tjse publrr 
needs should be sui>plied with as little 
as possible addition to the permanenl 
burden of debt and interest which 111. 
public must bear.
.1 Again, if the expenditure has been 
top large, when did Mr. Foster and 
his associates try to reduce it? Every 
dollar Shent by the government ba
the thrice-repeated consent of the op
position. Not a dollar, can be spent 
without the consent of the House :n 
committee of supply, the adoption .»' 
the committee's report, and the pas
sing of a supply bill. At any stage o' 
these proceedings the opposition an 
entirely free to rise and object, -eithei 
to thte expenditures ns a whole or to 
any portion of them. When have the 
opposition moved to drop an item 
from the estimates? When have, they 
moved to decline the whole estimate! 
as too large? When have they refused 
to ratify the estimates of a depart
ment as more liberal than necessaryi 
Once and only once It is claimed that 
in opposition member moved to drop 
in item, that a small one, and the 
member himself will go no furthvi 
than to say he “thinks” lie objected 
to it. On the other hand session after 
session and day after day in every 
session Opposition members have ris- 
n to urge larger expenditures or more 

Humorous expenditures in the. par 
tieular parts of the country they wen 
most concerned about.

For the expenditures, whether large 
or small, therefore, the opposition 
•nand responsible as a consenting 
party. To denounce those expendi
tures now as too large is simply to de- 
flare that they have neglected then 
duty year after year in consenting tc 
votes they considered unnecessary >u 
extravagant ; to proclaim to the coun
ty that they did not oppose what they 
(hon’d have opposed .when they might 
have opposed it on public grounds 
and when opposition might have i.c 
complished something. *

(Orth what he, claimed- to be the plat-' majority of the members from the * such part will provide him uonside in
form of his party and the program 
which a Government formed from that 
party would carry into effect if given 
the chance-. The platform contained 
no promise direct nor implied, no al- 
.usion near or remote to the question 
>f a ‘Hudson Bay railway. There is 
not a word in the program, from end 
to end to suggest that Mr. Borden 
had ever heard of such scheme. This 
though the necessity, of the road had 
been discussed exhaustively at the 
preceding session of Parliament and 
was then prominently before the pu fa
de as one 'of the questions of first 
magnitude demanding instant atten
tion. The project does not therefore 
rank high enough in the mind of the 
.vould-be Premier to warrant giving 
it place in his platform or mention in 
he addressed in which he advanced 

his program.

Provinces concerned in the Hudson | able occupation. 
Bay railway, to what conclusion could 
he come, but that the people of those

HIS FATE.

up to lééreueesihe burden.of taxiitiou.
according to the same authority?

To put the' proposition more broad
ly, when did Mr. Foster or his friends

The Weekly Sun, the1 farmers’ paper 
published in Toronto, declares: “Pro 
‘‘tectionism kills Mr. Borden cause." 
It adds: “What farmër in his sense? 
“will vote for putting up, to swell the 
“gains of a party of manufacturers, i, 
"wall as high as Haman’s gallows be
tween him and his natural market !" 

Had the Sun pursued the Hainan -, 
lvn,i gallows, incident to its outcome it 
Ben wou*d have found a graphic account 11 

the late it foresees for Mr. Borden 
and his friends. The story is told in 
a few words:—

“And Hnrbonah, one of the Cham

Mr. Borden is*just now urging the 
people of Canada to put him in pow
er on the ground that the present 
Government has received larger re
turns from the tariff than the preced
ing Government and instead of hoard
ing up the money has put it into pub- 
-ic improvements and public works. 
He and his newspaper admirers are 
particularly incensed at the money 
I icing spent in .the construction of a 
government-owned railway from the 
prairies to the Atlantic ocean. This 
they say an instance of mammoth 
•xtravagance for which the Govern
ment should be thrown out of office. 
The Hudson Bay railway will cost 
money. It .will cost a large amount 
of money. It will perhaps cost more 
in proportion to its length than the 
National Transcontinental. It is esti
mated that Aie cost cannot fall under 
fifteen millions of dollars. As a Gov
ernment enterprise the country must 
put in every dollar of the cost,
Mr. Borden is so incensed at the idea 
3f building one government-owned 
railway from the prairies to the sea 
ite will surely be twice as much out 

-raged at the thought of building two 
of them. If he is "staggered” at the 
money necessary to build one line oi 
railway for the people, of the country 
he will certainly be prostrated by 
the proposition to expend the money 
recessary to build another. If he is 
sincere in demanding that we “call a 
halt” in the construction of the Na 
ional Transcontinental because it 

costs money ho would surely "call a 
halt” in the Hudson Bay railway be
fore we had put any amount of money 
nto it.

Provinces approved hi* policy of let
ting the matter stand unless apd until 
the Provinces were willing and able 
to undertake it themselves? If, the 
people of the West want the -Hudson 
Bay railway they will send an overt 
whelming majority to the support of 
the Government that has undertaken 
to build it.

' ’ , ... , ' , i berlains, said before the King, Beholdever prop bee To lessen The burden of algo, the gaJlows, lifty cubits high,
taxation ,fyy ARçmosing to lessen the which Hamah had made for Mordeeai, 
rate of taxation? Many ' a time and who naif spoken good for the King,
often tlics, have berated the govern- ™anr*etJ* V-1 • • j olî5e °î . Hainan.

. , 1IV Z . , Hi en the King said, Hang him there-ment foe Ming too much given to re- on
djpinf tjicjanff. frequently they have ”S0 they hanged Haman on the 
prayed fffernTo increase the tariff an gallows that he had prepared for Mor-
eeitain lines, and foamed in disap- <lecai. , , . ,

, By order of King Demos the highrointment, real or feigned, when th»v! . _ , , ‘ ,. .. j - -, », . . protectionist swings on October 26todeclined to do so. But when did the 1 ,. , , , ,
.. .. ... Urom the tree he lias erected for lueopposition ns an opposition propose

or sanction a proposal to reduce the 
tariff? Every reduction that has be "ii 
made has been made in the teeth oi 
their strongest condemnation. Yet 
these are the meh who presume io 1“- 
elitre that the burden of taxation ?■-: 
heavier than thy would have it be.

Agàin, if The governniimt have spent 
too fhuoh money, what does this 
mean? It must mean one of two 
things :—

1— Either that they have spent be
yond their income and were not justi
fied in doing so, or

2— That they should have hoarded 
up the income, or a large part of it. ■

Up. to the end of the last fiscal 
period for which complete figures are 
available, the government in ten and 
three-quarter years in office spent be
yond their income altogether the in
significant sum of five million dollars 
—about the amount of the deficit 
Mr. Foster used to have at the end 
of a single year. Clearly, then, the 
government have not been spending 
beyond their income, whether they 
would have been justified in doing so 
rr not.

The contention must be then that 
the government* should have hoarded 
up a large part of its income. Sup- 
posiqgi4t ïhift done what of the 
extension» çÿf the pugitc. (services for 
which thé iwojfle xvdrif -crying nut 
and which had either to*be supplied 
or the public left to suffer .the ^eetv 
sequences? What of the public Wind
ings that have Been erected through
out the country, the'public works flint 
have Been constructed, the betterment 
of the waterway to the Atlantic, the 
work itiat hits been done on the Na
tional TraDs'crShttnéntal? These Mr 
Foster argues should have been' left 
undone, . Tljen, presumably, he think? 
that some time when financial disas
ter came upon us or trade depression 
depleted our jrevorjues we phoyld have

consumer and of which Mr. Edward 
Gurney gave untimely announcement

HE MUST BE ON THE LIST.
Mr. George H. Bradbury of Selkirk 

Man., is a gentleman not unknown ii 
Edmonton. For a quarter o! a' cen
tury George H. has been trying to 
make a member of Parliament of him 
self. He is trying again, with every 
promise of adding another to his, list 
of distinguished defeats. His present 
chances are compromised by records 
brought to light by Mr. J. S. Jacki-on 
who represented the Constituency in 
the late Parliament well enougli to de
serve the honor of doing it again 
From these records it appears George 
H. got 554 square miles of timbei 
H orn the Crown back in 1886. He did 
not have to tender fur it. There was 
no competition allowed. No notice of 
sale, long or short, was published. 
George H. and the department alone 
knew of the transaction. For the 554 
square miles George H. paid the Gov 
eminent the amazing sum of $3.30. 
The area included one of the most 
profitable timber berths in lhe West, 

which is now being worked by a firm 
of Dauphin millers, Conservatives 
Clearly George H. ought to be among 
the restitutioners if anyope is. Mr, 
Ames must have him. on the list. Per
haps. that is why George H. wants to 
go td Ottawa. As a member of Parlia
ment jGe'orgê H. might have more au 
thority in ftreing George H. as a pri
vate individual to “disgorge," - in the 
elegant language of his friends.

The demand of the Provincial sup 
porters of Mr. Borden, both in Sac. 
katehewun and Alberta, is that .tin 
Federal dovernment should stop “Ate 
Hudson Bay road mid leave it for the 
Western Provinces to construct or do 
without as they see fit and as they 
may be able or unable.. This was the 
plank in connection with the Hudson 
Bay route inserted in the Provincial 
p'atforms three years ago. That plank 
ias never been expunged. It ha? 
becn consistently advocated both in 
Alberta and Saskatchewan. In th- 
recènt Provincial contest in Sasknt 
chewan, Mr. Haultain and his sup 
potters opposed the Scott Government 
quarely on this ground. The Opposi

tion candidate for the Federal district 
of Victoria during that contest spoil. 
a half-hour trying to persuade tin 
people of Lloydminster that the Hud- 
on Bay route was not feasible. No 

Conservative candidate for Federal 
honors in these Provinces so far a - 
known has repudiated the policy 
adopted by the Provincial conven
tions. They stand, therefore, so fai 
is can be ascertained, fairly and 
squarely against the building of tin 
railway by the Federal Government. 
Their plan is that the work should he 
stopped lyttil such time as the four 
Western Provinces are able and will
ing to build the road themselves.

ARRAYED AGAINST THE 
RAILWAY.

If the Government are returned to 
power the Hudson Bay railway will 
be carried on to immediate comple
tion. If the Government are not re
turned to power there is no reason to 
suppose the work will be continued 
and there are some excellent reasons 
for believing that the completion of 

borrowed ,the,.money to do_ what has the project will he indefinitely post- 
been done in a time of prosperity poned. A year ago Mr. Bordem toured 
frCm the current revenue and without the Dominion from sea to. sea. setting

Mr. Borden stands therefore in the 
position of having dime nothing to 
iead us to supposo that he would con
tinue the enterprise, while the fiscal 
policy he avows and the circum
stances by which he is surrounded 
lead inevitably to the conclusion that 
if he attained power the project would 
be dropped until and unless the four 
Provinces most concerned saw fit to 
undertake, it and foot the bill them
selves. He inserted no plank in his 
platform dealing with the matter. His 
public addresses have contained no 
promises that he-would undertake the 
work. The whole tenor and meaning 
of his fiscal declarations are that we 
should stop spending money instead 
of undertaking to spend more. His 
supporters and followers in Alberta 
and Saskatchewan are bound by tli 
express declarations of their Provin
cial platforms to suspend Federal pro
secution of the project. If under such 
circumstances Mr. Borden were re
turned to power, could he be expected 
to throw overboard the declared poli 
cies of his followers in tlhe country 
most affected and continue the work 
begun by his predecessors? To forget 
his own wail about our heavy expen
ditures and set himself to increase 
them? To let contracts for building a 
new road when he finds so much 
fault with the expense of building the 
one now under way ? And it Mr. Bor
den found himself supported by the

MR. FOWLER AND THE 
FORESTERS.

Mr. Fowler thinks his "legitimate 
transactions” had nothing to do with 
increasing the dues of members of the 
Independent Order of Foresters. Ob
viously. they did nothing to reduce 
uhem or keep them from going up*. 
Equally obviously ,the rates might 
have been kept at their former level 
or prevented soaring so 'high if the 
proceeds of the transactiotis had gone 
into the Union Trust Cods coffers. 
For instance, the $55,000 Mr. Fowler, 
Mr. Foster and their colleagues knock
ed down by the dottble-agreemen Ufor- 
sole process would have paid quite a 
few death dues. Then the $200,000 the 
Fowler-Pope-Bennett-Ianfurgey quart
ette cleaned up on the C.P.R. land 
deal would have le it the Foresters de
cidedly wealthier if it had not been 
handed out. Then fhe $100,000 raked 
in on the saine deal by the Foster 
coterie would have helped material
ly. Even the 25 cents per acre “com
mission” extracted from the funds of 
the Union Trust by Mr. Foster for 
buying lands for them would have 
greased the wheels for a time if it had 
not biVn appropriated by the manag
er. In this deal Mr. Fowler is not 
known to have shared, hut it is of a 
kidney with the transactions he en
gineered and illustrates what seems to 
have been the end. and what certain
ly was a result, of the Union Trust 
manipulation. Even ii the Great West 
Land Company stock given the Union- 
Trust Co. and Dr. Oronhyatekha as 
guarantee for advances had been leit 
with them the dividends from it would 
have gone far to lighten the Forest
ers‘s burde'ns. . '

Now if it was proper for the Union 
Trust Co. to finance these transactions 
for the enrichment of Messrs. Fowl
er, Foster and their aaioeiotes it would 
have been quite prpjiW' to finance 
such transactions for the benefit oi 
the stockholders in the Union Trust, 
of whom the Independent Order of 
Foresters were chief. ’In the end the 
Union Trust put up (lie money any
way, usually for both,,the. original'cost 
of the properties andq lor the profits 
of the gentlemen jugglers who insinu
ated their interests b^Werh'tfie prop
erty and the Company ; and for the 
money put up the Company never had 
security other than that offered by 
the property itself. Had the Com
pany been permitted to buy the prop- 
rlies direct without this intervention, 

they would have invested less money, 
would have had precisely the same 
security and would IjnVo reaped cor
respondingly larger reward^.

Suppose, for example, the Company 
had bought 200,000 acres oh lan 1 di
rect from the C.P.R. t|t the price Mr. 
Fowler says it could have been got 
for, $3.50 per acre, and had old it 
at . the'price at which the Fowler op
tion was turned over to the Great 
West Land Co., $5 per acre. The 
Company would have made $350,000 
on the deal instead of the paltry 4 per 
cent, interest they received. To 
make this they would have invested 
loss- money than they invested in the 
Fowler option because they would 
have had no $200,000 profit to make 
up to the Fowler syndicate, and no 
$100,000 profit secure to the 
Foster syndicate. It has been shown 
that the Company put $953,000 into 
.he Fowler estate. The iAosf they 
could have put up if they had bought 
direct would have been $750.000. The 
only security the Company got for 
their $958,000 investment was a mort
gage on the land. For the $750,000 
investment they would have owned 
the land outright.

Or suppose the Company had bought 
the Kamloops lumber mill without the 
intervention of Mr. Fowler, or through 
someone who held different notions 
of a man’s duty as a representative 
of other men. Presumably they could 
have bought it for the price Mr. Ryan 
really got for it—$170,000. They 
would have saved the $55,000 rake-off 
divided up by Mr. Fowler with Mr. 
Foster and his other associates. They 
would have had precisely the security 
for the smaller investment that they 
got for tlie large. They Vould have 
made whatever profit was made on a 
mailer investment and would not 

have had to divide the profits with a 
company of colleagues who had put 
nothing but their wits into the trans
action.

When Mr. Fowler asks us therefore 
to believe that his circumgyrations 
about the money-chest of the Union 
Trust Co. had nothing to do with the 
increased rates, of the Foresters he 
credits tne public with more credulity 
lihan they are likely to display. Had 
Mr. Fowler borne no part in these 
operations the Foresters would have 
been money in pocket. To persuade 
them that their increased ratc^ are in

tHE PEOPLE FIX THE TAX-RATE 
ON OCTOBER 26TH.

In effect Sir Wilfrid Laurier told 
Manufacturers’ Association in Mont
real the other day that they 
beach, that there were others who 
were interested in the tariff, and that 
them interested in the tariff, and that 
so long as he had the say the tariff 
would be framed in consideration of 
the interests of the country at large. 
This was not the kind of talk the 
Manufacturers wanted, it is not the 
kind they were formerly used to, but 
the kind they have had to be content 
with for the past decade. The days 
have gone when the assembled factory 
owners in a Toronto "red parlor" dic
tated the schedules they thought ne
cessary to keep the consumer from 
buying anything outside Canada, how
ever much he might be asked for a 
similar article in Canada. This was 
the “National Policy” of the Opposi
tion in the prime of its strength and 
glory. We have a new doctrine in 
economic matters to-day—the doc
trine that the people of the nation 
ought to bo considered before the in
terests of a small class of them. This 
is the Liberal National Policy. The 
people make the tariff to-day. As 
part of the people the Manufacturer^ 
are.entitled to have, and do have, 
tliifir legitimate say, but they are not 
the dominating force in tariff revi
sion. As an organized body they arc 
better equipped to make known their 
wants than the ■ great unorganized 
public. But there is now a difference 
betwen making a demand for more 
tariff and getting it. granted, as the 
Manufacturers’ Association lias learn
ed pretty frequently of late.

The Laurier Government is the Gov
ernment of the people—and in no re
spect more so than in the manage
ment of the tariff. Twice they have 
revised the tariff—both times down
ward. They inaugurated the British 
preference which opened a doorway in 
the .tariff walls on the side next the 
Mother Land. They adopted an "in
termediate tariff,” which offers lower 
tariff to any country willing to recipro
cate. They made a treaty with France 
so much in Canada’s interests that 
the French Senate hesitate to ratify 
it. By these means the Government 
have steadily reduced the tariff, both 
by lowering the general schedules and 
by making embrasures through which 
trade flows with ever-increasing vol
ume. That the reductions were mate
rial and substantial could not be bet
ter illustrated than by the vigorous 
hostility shown to each of these mea
sures by-the. men who profited, apd 
would again profit, from high protec
tion.

Not only in what they have done, 
but in what they have not done, the 
Government .stand in the records as 
the exponents of the people’s rights 
in the tariff. Year after year, peti
tions and delegations have gone to Ot
tawa, praying for more duty on cer
tain goods or certain lines of goods. 
Every election campaign has been 
enlivened by a pointed demand from 
the Manufacturers’ Association for 
higher tariff. These were prayers and 
threatening* tp which any but a low 
tariff Government must have given 
heed. Behind them stood the solid 
array of the protected interests, thor
oughly organized, controlling im
mense wealth and great influence and 
perfectly willing to exert both to the 
assistance of their friends and the de
feat of their enemies. By granting 
their requests or acceding to their de
mands the Government could un
doubtedly have enlisted the sympathy 
and secured, the assistance of the As
sociation and its members. By d 
dining their requests and refusing 
their demands, the Government not 
only lost that support to themselves 
but drove it clamoring for vengeance 
into the ranjts of their enemies. Ex
cept individual members, who hold 
their political opinions in spite of 
their personal interests—or who do 
not allow their personal interests to 
determine their political actions—the 
Manufacturers’ Association as a body 
has been in politics and will continue 
to be in politics as a force hostile to 
the Government.

The temptation to surrender to the 
protectionists is real and has been 
real. The beneficiaries of high pro
tection ’ were the traditional allies 
of the Opposition. By acceding to the 
demands to maintain high protection 
or to re-instate it, the Government 
could reasonably hope to drive a wedge 
into this alliance, and to both take 
strength from their enemies and add 
that strength to themselves. Had the 
Government been content to merely 
plav the role of non-interference they 
would have taken from the alliance 
the bond of self-interest which held 
it together. The protectionists, hav
ing nothing to gain and much to lose 
by opposing the Government would in 
all likelihood have displayed the pru
dence which is the better part of va
lor and have left the Opposition to 
their own devices. The least the Gov
ernment had to hope by “standing 
pat” would have heeh to break tip

to them ; while they might w ith every 
reason hate hoped also to draw the 
support of the “interests” to them
selves. '

Never was this temptation stronger 
than to-day. Notoriously, the battle
ground of the campaign is the Prov
ince of Ontario. Elsewhere the Gov
ernment are assured of overwhelming 
support. It is to Ontario the Oppo
sition look with whatever hope they 
have. There they are centering their 
attacks, and there if anywhere they 
hope to make headway. Ontario is 
the manufacturing centre of Canada. 
There the “protected interests” are 
most strongly entrenched in public fa
vor, and there they wield the greatest 
influence. It is to the protectionists 
of Ontario Mr. Borden is accommo
dating his campaign and appealing 
particularly for support. From those 
protectionists -came a demand three 
months ago ior "protection” to an in
dustry in which Ontario is particular
ly concerned. Had their demand been 
granted the ground would have been 
cut from under Mr. Borden’s feet. He 
would have had no fresh repulse to 
hold up to them as an instance of the 
Government’s hostility. Instead, 
scores of the woollen men and their 
sympathizers would have been to-day 
campaigning for Liberal candidates 
and contributing to Liberal campaign 
funds. But the demand was not 
granted and their time and money is 
now going to secure the election of 
the Government’s opponents. The 
consumers of Canada never had more 
clear-cut, explicit and incontrovert
ible evidence of a Government’s loyal
ty to lotv tariff than the refusal of thé 
Premier to conciliate the Ontario high 
protectionists by a favorable or an 
equivocal reply to their demand for 
higher duties on woollens.

the damage of the protracted ,|n 
spell. Mr. Bayne should he brought 
up from Colchester to 'undertake j 
gating operations.

Premier Whitney says we have been 
getting excellent classes of immi
grants from Britain and the United 
States and commends the regulation" 
requiring each newcomer to brine 
along a small sum ot money to .bear 
expenses until- he gets work. He sa id 
it in an interview in London. What 
will he say about it in Canada ?

The people of Canada will make the 
tariff for the next five years on Octo
ber 26th. If they want the low-tariff 
they now enjoy with every prospect of 
continued reductions they will vote 
for the Government who established 
the low-tariff, and who have taken 
their political lives in their hands to 
maintain it. If the people want a 
“Haman’s gallows tariff?’ they know 
also how to get it. That is the issue 
on the tariff. The people will fix the 
tax-rate on October 26th. They will 
get precisely what they vote for.

MORE INVESTIGATION THAN 
THEY WANTED.

A half-dozen facts stand out above 
the declarations of Mr. Ames and his 
friends that they wanted to investi
gate the sale Of timber berths and 
were, not allowed to do so.
' j 1: Mr. Ames and his-friends got all 
the original documents they wanted 
and all the witnesses they asked for;

2. They examined the documents 
and cross-questioned the witnesses be
fore the Public Accounts Committee 
to their heart’s content ;

3. Mr. Edmund E. Bristol, Mr. 
Ames’ running mate in the matter, 
asked that the investigation close;

4: The Committee continued the in
vestigation after Mr. Ames 'and Ids 
friends asked that it close ;

5. Mr. Ames and his associates spe
cifically declined to call as witness 
the man who opened and awarded 
the tenders in question ;

6. The Committee called him after
these gentlemen had declined to do 
so, and Mr. Bristol examined him 
as long "as he wanted to and on what
ever he pleased. \

Just what more in the way of in
vestigation could or would any rea
sonable man want? Mr. Bristol and 
Mr. -Ames wanted considerably less, 
and said so.

IN THE WORLD’S OPEN MARKET

Toronto Globe—From the articles 
in some of the Conservative papers, 
especially those of the high protec
tionist wing, it might be supposed 
that the Laurier government had en
tirely neglected the development of 
manufacturing in Canada, and that 
in effect Liberalism on its économie 
side was hostile to industrial develop
ment. The census statistics prove how 
absurd this suggestion is. There is. 
however, an even better- standard of 
measurement, and that is provided by 
the books of the customs department, 
which show how the manufacturers 
oi Canada can care for .themselves 
against all comers in tire world’s open 
niaikets. The export statistics of 
manufactured products tell the story. 
The Conservatives were in power from 
1878 till 1896. In 1878 Canada sent 
into the world’s markets manufactur
ed articles to the value of $4,127,000. 
Eighteen years later, in 1996, the total 
was a trifle more than doubled—$9,- 
365,000. Then the terrible Grits came 
m, who were to close the factories. 
In ten years the export of manufac
tured products had risen to $24,561,00(1 
and the variety was much greater 
than in Conservative times. Take iron 
and steel and machinery, for example 
We sent abroad $549,000 worth, in-’ 
eluding $166,000 of machinery, at- the 
end oi Conservative rule. In the fiscal 
year ending June, 1906, which is tak
en because the date of ending the 
country’s trade year was changed in 
1907, we exported iron and steel or 
manufactures thereof to the value of 
$1.269,000, Here are some other item? 
of manufactured goods exported:—
,, , , , 1896: 1906.
15oots and shoes......... 75,000 133 000
,"aller ........................ 3,593 1.971:000
Cottons ......................$ 809,000 $ 1.246.000

1.907.848 1,864.000

2.497.090
881.00

12.086.000
3.478.006

943.000

7.148DCC
2.166.000
4,310,000

118.000

Leather .....................
Agricultural imple

ments ....................... 593,000
Mus cal instruments ... 342.000
Bacon and hams ........ 4.381.000
Wood pulp ............... 675.000
Whiskey ..................... 374.000
Copper in ore and
nigs....................... . .., 194.000

Nickel............................ 486.000
Silver and silver .ore 1,595,000
Pig lead........ ............. ..........

These schedules show that, gener
ally speaking, the metal and mineral 
industries have greatly flourished un
der Liberal rule, and that the cotton- 
trade has also done very well. In 
such lines as the manufacture of 
bacon, of agricultural .implements, of 
machinery, oi paper, and of other pro
ducts in which Ontario workmen and 
capitalists are specially interested, 
there has been enormous expansion. 
The- truth is. that with. the.sole excep
tion of the woollen trade" all sections 
of the industries of Canada have done 
more business and made more money 
under the moderate Fielding tariff 
than under the boasted National Pol
icy. That is why the factory workers 
and factory owners will vote for Laur
ier and tariff stability.

ON THE SIDE.

Edmonton’s Fall Fair, October 12th 
to 18th, should be a red-letter event 
in the calendar.

The editor of the Toronto News had 
the choice of calling J. S. Willison a 
grafter or Mr. Roblin a slanderer. 
He declared that J. S. Willison was 
not a grafter.

Ontario farmers are bewailing the 
lack of rain. The heat of the election 
campaign is probably accentuating

Made Trip in Heavy Weather.
Port Arthur, Sept. 29—The steamer 

Assinibojne arrived this afternoon 
from Owen Sound a day late on the 
trip up-on account of having to 
anchor in Georgian Bay because of 
the smoke and fog. Passing Whitefish 
Point she saw about twenty of the 
big lake steamers in shelter from the 
storm, but though Captain. Payette 
hud not before tried his boat out in 
rough weather he made the trip O.K 
The big steamer is said to have 
handled herself excellently in the 
heavy seas.

Shaftsbury Refuses Big Offer,
-.ondon. Sept. 29.—The Earl _ of 

Shaftsbury has declined an offer of 
$5,000 weekly for a thirty weeks’ con
cert tour in America. The earl lately 
sang a solo in St. James church at 
Shattsbury on the occasion of the 
dedication of the new organ, thereby 
revealing to the public what his 
friends have long known, that ho is 
possessed cf an exceptional tenor voice 
which has been carefully trained. Af
ter considering the offer, the Eatl po
litely refused to accept it.

Coming to Canada's Wilds.
London,- Sept. 29.—Farewell services 

were held today in Southwark Cathe
dral to R. D. Wallidge, of East Bramp 
ton, who leaves for Qu’Appelle, Miss 
M. Lampard for Calgary, and other 
colonial missionaries, who volunteered 
their services as the result of an ap- „ 
peal at the Pan-Angliean conference.

no measure due to his having borne j the combination historically opposed
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® ®
® FOSTER IS FLOORED. ®
@ , . . ---------- ®
® “Now what has been the record of the Liberal Goveriuneiit. ®
® which has been accused by Mr. Foster of extravagance? What ® 
® lias been the record? That record is that for the last twelve years. ® 
® except one, we have had surpluses. We had not a surplus in ® 
® the first year of our Adininstrati on when we followed X(r. Foster, ® 
® we had a deficit of $500,000, but the year after that, in 1857, we ® 
® had a surplus of $1,000,000, then $4,000,000, then $9.000,000, tin’ll oi ® 
® 5,000,000, then of $7,000,000, then bf $14,000,000, then of $1.5,000,000. ' @ 
® then ot $7,003,003 again, then of $12,000,000, then of $16,000,000 and @ 
® at last $19,000,000. (Prolonged applause.) ®
® “This is the record of the man whom Mr. Foster calls crimin- @ 
® ally extravagant, this total surplus amounts to $113;000,000. Now. ® 
® sir, do you call that criminally extravagant? I have told you that ® 
® I am not a financial man. I am not equal to Mr. Fielding. He is ® 
® my leader in that line; but I think 1 may give a lesson in finance ® 
® to Mr. Foster from Charles Dickens, from the character of Mr. Mi- ® 
® eawber. Like Mr. Foster, Micawber was always in difficulties, and ® 
® always waiting for something to turn up, and also he' was fond of ® 
® giving good advice. The advice he gave to David Copperfield was ® 
® to keep hfe expenses within his income in these words : ‘Annual in- @ 
® come, £20; expenditure, £19 6s. ; result, happiheks ; income, £20. ® 

■® expenditure, £20 6s ; result misery. The blossom is blighted, the ® 
® lent is withering, the God of Day goes down upon the dreary sea. ® 
® and, in short, you are forever floored, as I am.’ ®
® “Sir, this is Mr. Foster’s position.”—Sir Wilfrid Laurier at ®
® Niagara Falls. ®
® " 
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