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would be nothing less than criminal. ’

What is the present situation ? As the Gov-
erlrm(_}nt take credit for'!the matter of not in-
creasing the duties upon flour, sugar, etc., (the
ratio upon the latter of which was raised in
August last) some few agricultural implements,
etc., let us first deal shortly with the prices of flour
to the Canadian consumer. The present retail
px_‘i('v-g of the select brands of Canadian flour in
Western Ontario are from $4.40 to $4.60 per
cwt. While I have not at hand the comparative
prices at which these grades are being sold in
Britain, yet, no doubt the same difference still
prevails as did one and two years ago, when it
was known that at the same time flour was be-
ing sold to the retail merchants in Winnipeg for
$2.90 per\cwt., the same quality of flour was
being laid down at the doors of the co-operative
societies in Manchester and Glasgow for $2.50
per cwt.

The committee of the Toronto Board of
Trade (report fali of 1912) found that.at the
same time as a certain brand of Canadian flour
was being sold retail in Toronto at $3.00 per
cwt., it was being sold in London, Erg., at $2.53
per cwt. wholesale, and it must have cost some-
thing to ship it there.

The ‘‘Montreal Telegraph’’ reported Sept. 12,
1913, that flour was selling as follows :

"

Winnipeg Montreal T.ondon,

Englamd.
Top grades, per bbl...$5.00 $5.10 $4.18
Patent, per bbl... 4.80 4.90 4.06
Bakers, per bbl. 4.00 4.10 3.60

These prices show a difference between Canada
and Great Britair of about 80 cents per barrel.
Why are Canadian millers enabled to charge home
consumers so much more than the article com-
mands in the open market of Great Britain ?
Simply because the Canadian customs tariff im-
poses a barrier upon foreign flour imported into
Canada of 60 cents per barrel, which, added to
the freight from foreign points, enables the big
milling companies to make this additional charge
and put the margin in their pockets.

For purposes of home consumption the ("an
adian people require annually about 50,000,000
bushels of wheat=9,500,000 barrels of flour at
80 cents per barrel, or a margin to (Canadian
millers of $7,600,000 per annum over and above
what British market prices would afford. The
abolition of this duty would very soon reduce the
price of Canadian flour to Canadiam consumers
to this extent and enable themn to retain the
margin in their own pockets. With this margin
the consumeérs of Canada couid pension the 6,791
flour mill employees to the full extent of the
wages they receive=$3,756,275, and allowing them
to go idle all year, and still leave in their
pockets $3,843,725. Does the milling industry
really need this favor ?

The census returns of 1911 show :

Capital invested in Canadian flour

mills.. $42,905,689.00
Materials used ... .. ) : - 57,227,520.00

3,756,275.00
82,494,826.00
21,511.031.00

Salaries and wages
Output...... ..
Annual profit

or an annual dividend of 507, on capital in-
vested. Is it any wonder that John Corbett,
after 28 years’ experience as foreign freight agent
of the C. P. R. said, ''The milling monopoly ig
one of the worst in Canada.”’ Still, at the same
time tariff conditions have been iargely the cause
of the starving out of the small milling plants
of the country to such a degree that while in
1891 there were 2,550 flour mills in Canada, in
1911 these had been cut down to 1,141.

Take the duty on agricultural implements. As
it stands to-day it compels the (‘anadian farmer
to payv nearly $4,000,000 per annum more than
thev should on the implements they buy, and the
additional 717, on ail but bhinders, reapers, MOw-
erg, ete., will saddle at least another million and
more to their burden, and put very little if any-
thing more in the public treasury. The same is
true on all other of the farmer’s requirements :
his iron and steel goods, hardware, harness and
saddlery, wire fencing, grass seeds, even  cream
separators, which have alwayvs been free, in fact,
on all his supplies (with very few exceptions,
such as corn for feeding purposes, ete.,) thus
saddling the already over-burdened pursuit ' of
agriculture with millions of an additional taxa-
tion. and the public treasury will get a  very
small percentage indeed. And so it is ail down
the lists of the requirements of the consumers of
("anada hoots and shoes, cotton and woollen
goods, but T must not enlarge.

The most shameful feature, however, of this
whole new tariff enactment, is the imposition, un-
circumstances, of an additional 5 per
There is nothinr which
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time. To think

ceermn more  to
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that Great Britain is now engaged in such a
desperate struggle; that she is fighting for
national life, and the continued existence of the
whole Empire (Canada included); tlrat she is now
financing every dollar of Canada’s share in the
war; that in the last resort British trade must
be the final ard decisive source of revenue, to
carry the war to a successful termination; and
that, but for the maintenance intact of British
overseas trade, Canada at the present moment
might be bankrupt, and without the funds even
to buy a pair of useless boots for a soldier; and
yet, in the face of such a solemn situation, the
Government calmly and coldly imposes an extra
tax on the already over-burdened British trade
coming into this country ! Do you say that in
such a trying situation ‘silence’’ on the part of
the Canadian people ‘‘is golden ?’’" If every Can-
adian—railway magnates, captains of industry,
and masters of finance included, and not over-
looking the paid representatives of agricultural
thought ‘ and direction—the men to whom, more
particularly the agricultural industry has a just
right to look for deliverance at this time—if all
these men are true to their past utterances, that
the present financial economic situation can only
be relieved through the further development of
Canadian agriculture, then with a united voice
the Canadian people should demand that the un-
just, most burdensome economic restrictions un-
der which agriculture has for over thirty years
been struggling, should at once, along with these
additional onerous and proposed enactments, be
removed. By this mreans aione will the agricul-
ture of Camada ever be placed upon a permanent-
ly successful basis, and without this all the
elaborate educational splurge lately set in motion
is simply adding imsult to injury, as the more
we educate the people the more they realize
their true situation and the more they incline to
leave the farm. If this is not done we are like-
lv to experience another exodus such as that
which drained too much of the very life-blood of
(Canada during many years of the latter part of
the last century. Immigration has already been
checked, and the trek from the West has begun.
Huron Co., Ont. THOS. McMILILAN.

Counting the Cost.

Editor “The Farmer's Advocate’ :

It is surprising how little attention we, as
farmers, give to this very important mental cal-
culation of counting the cost. Nor is it confined
strictly speaking to dollars and cents, although
that may be the indirect result. But it has an
important bearing on nearly every farm operation
that comes under our care. It even extends to
the social or home side of rural life.

The foregoing paragraph suggests then three
ways in which it is possible with considerable
satisfaction to ourselves and comforts to others
to put on a business basis the three prime fac-
tors of the average farm home : I'irst, that
which is strictly financial, or in other words,
those products and operations of the farm which
have a distinctive commercial value; secondly,
that which may be termed ‘‘daily routine,”’ in
which it is almost impossible to simplify' down to
a-dollar-and-cent. basis, but without which no
farm can be carried on successfully; third, the
social or home department.

l.et us then deal for a little on these three
distinctive phases of rural life. In the first place
let us consider the strictly financial side, the
side that is over-estimated by some and undor-
rated by others. It is a deplorable fact that a
great majority of farmers in looking over their
incomes for the year neglect to count tle cost of
production. As has been suggested by other
writers to ‘“The Farmer’s Advocate,”” it would
surprise many farmers if they really knew what
the finished product had cost them. While it is
not possible for the farmer to set his own prices
for his produce, it is possible for him in view of
the markets prevailing to see to it that the cost
of production is brought down to a minimum;
and, thus comparing the gains or losses on the
various productions of the farm, it will be much
easier to determine the most profitable lines of
production.

This ““counting the loss’’ has still another ad-
vantage besides pointing out the most profitable
production, it creates in the producer g desire to
lower the cost, especially in those things that
show a small margin of gair. Is the dairy a
paying proposition ? Does the poultry account
show a balance in your favor ? Or, are the re-
turns vou are recniving from the live stock on
the farm paving for the fegd, time and capital
invested ? Ilow many farmers can answer satis-
factorily such questions as these ? And yet they
are all problems with possible solutions, and the
sooner they are solved the sooner will they reach
an intelligent footing, and as a consequence bet-
ter methods will be adopted, not only in regard
to production but also in marketing—the latter,
bv the way, could do with a good deal of im-
provement. T.et us not forget then that the
financial returns of the farm, in no small degree,

depend on ‘‘counting the cost.”’
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