FARM AND DAIRY

reciprocity in natural products—would that be
profitable *~ Canada® This is too hard for me
to answer; doubtless larger markets always bene.
But is it for us to talk
uection to the United States?’ My
Is that
expression a fair statement of the case? Is it
net the United States Government that wants to
talk to us? Had they not already extended the
invitation, and despatched their agents to Ot-
tawa for that purpose?

fit the producer
of tariff
Russell talks later about “being fair."

Mr. Russell then goes on to say the United
States toriff barrier is 50 per cent higher than
ours, and that in the 10 years our vurchases of
United States goods were $1,600,000,000. What
Does it not mean that Cana-
dians wished those goods; that they were anx-
i0us to get them: that, in fact, they were able
to suit States
goods than with similar goods obtainable el

dees that mean?

themselves better with United

where As already caid, if the manufacture
had their way, the people of Canada would be
placed entirely at their mercy

WITHIN OUR RIGHTS

Mr. Russell thinks that the farmers did net pre-
ent the right kind of pet He seems to
think we should have flatt Government
and told them we had gre fidence in their
ability and statesmanship, and diplomacy and all
that sort of thing
to flattery

In view of the standing offer uncn the United
States tariff list, for free interchange of agri-
cultural implements with any which
would extend a similar privilege, and that Pre-
sident Taft had already intimsted that he hoped
Letter trade relations between the two coun-
tries might be commenced through a free inter-
change of natural products, and the decided
actien of the two Governments for a further tar-

Well, farmers are not given

enuntry

1t conference, was it not a timely proceeding, on
the part of the greatest industry of this coun-
try, that its patrons, the farmers, should intimate
to our Government something as to what farmers
might be able te get, and what we would also be
pleased to enjoy ¥ y

Wo don't need to tell the Canadian Govern-
ment that we have confidence in them, and that
as self-respecting Canadians we will countenance
anything that is not a fair deal. We know the
Government and the Government knows the
farmers.  Ontario agriculture has never made
any request of the Canadian Gevernment that is
not re

sonable and just, and 1 vepeat, it was an
eminently timely move, on the vart of agricul-
turists, that we should acquaint the Govern-
ment of our views and desires unon the question
of reciprocity. The past histery of the action

of the Manufacturers’ Association 1

roves that if
they thought they could obtain further favors
at the hands of the government, the present
tarifi would not satisfy them fer a moment,

R TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS

Mr. Russell asks: “Are wo to
ports to those of New York, B wton, and Port-
land®”  Surely he has little confidence in the
enterprise and business acuien of the Canddian
pecple, and still loss in the results which’ must
follow the vast expenditure of the Canadian
Government upon transportation! If the great
benefita which ought to flow from our vast ex-
penditures upon a Canadian system of trans-
pertation to the markets of the world will he
brought to nought by the mere stroke of the pen
of the United States Government in reducing or
abolishing the Customs tariff of their country
ipon natural products, then the Canadian pecplo
may well ery out, “Lord help Canada.”

What are the facts? 1 take as my authority
Gieorge W. Stephen, President of the Montreat
Harhor Commission, and cne of the best authori-
ties upen the continent on the matter of trans-
portation. When we know from his testimony

rifice our sea-
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that “from Oswego tc the sea by New York, it
takes 54 hours Ly boat, while from Prescott on
the Canadian side it only takes seventeen hcurs,
and that Canada, by the St. Lawrence route,
has the further advantage of being 500 miles
nearer Liverpool from the St. Lawrence than its
United States rivals; wh'm we know further that
in shipping by way of the St. Lawrence to Liver-
pool, there is a clear saving of four days on the
reand trip when compared with the New York
route, do not these arguments of Mr. Russell
appear childish indeed? When we know further
that aceording to the same testimony the cost of
freight shipped by rail is nine times the cost
of freight shipped by water, and that Canada
is geographically so faverably situated that with
the completion of railway and inland canal 5Ys-
tems, she can so advantagesusly and effectively

Russell “‘shrinks from the very chought of the
consoquences which would result from u system
of freer trade.”” He says:
adopted we would see sy
tion in Canada as we have ne

“If such a polies were
h a period of stagna
or known.  What
industrial establishment would expand? What
new ones be feunded

What are the facts? Canada's foreign trade
in 1910 was $693,000,000. Of that total over
one-half, $352,000,000 jumped over an adverse
tariff  wall, between Canada and the United
States. As J. J. Hill puts it, “Is that not
onco a tribute to the power of natural tra
laws, and an indication of the only raticnal
It points to full reciprocity in
natural products, which can harm neither coun-
try, and is just as certain to benefit both as
has been the internal development of each, un-

trade policy!
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compete for, not only the East and West bound
freight of all Canada, but a large vart of the
United States freight as well, why de our friends
so far discount the better judgment of the Can-
ndian veovle, as to think they will be frightened
and diverted from the clear path of national
duty, by any such argument as Henry M. Whit-
and themselves may see’ fit to vrosent.
WHAT WAS ASKED FOR

But Mr. Russell is clever! His mode of escape
from the discussion of the great benefits which
will flew from the gradual reduction of the dut-
ies uvon British goods was wonderfully facili-
tated by his altogether erroneous reading of the
provisions of the farmers’ second request. Weo
never asked for “reciprocal free trade with the
United States in all manufactured geods  the
farmers use.” That was a misrepresentation.

The request was for “reciprocal free trade in
agricultural implements, machinery, vehicles, and
parts of each of these' (meaning, of course,
farm machinery), and of course, the great hene-
fit resulting from a further gradual lowering of
the duties upon British goeds, would compel onr
United States cousins to meet the more favor-
able British vrices in our Oanadian market.
This would Le a boon to the great body of our
eensuming population.

Following the example of Sir George Ross, Mr.

ssembled at Stratford recently,

an
may be seen J. H. Beott, Exeter, retiring president; to his
Dairy Instructor for Western Ontario: standing fifth from the left of the illus
Waddell, the new president of the associntion. “A bet
intelligent lot of men never assembled in the town,”

tter dressed, finer looking or more
says one of the Stratford papers

hampered by any tariff embargo between indi-

vidual states and individual previnees.

ARE OUR MANUFACTURERS DEPENDENT /

Theso expressions of Mr. Russell show that if
the tariff duties are lowered, he has no confidence
in the resource and ingenuity and business
ability of the manufacturers and business men
of this country. We do these expressions no
injustice in saying they mean that the very heart
and stability of the manufacturing life of Can-

vendent vnon the substantial margin
which our Oustoms tariff allows them to take
from the Inrge Lody of consumers and put in
their own pocket If this is so (although ¥ can-
net so look upon it; I believe that our captains
in the field of Canadian industry and our busi-
ness men have as much enterprise and as much
resource as the business men of any country),
it is the strongest proof that our industrial life
is simply a burden upon the people, and it would
pay well to pension their werkmen and remove
the incubns.

A lower tariff wall between the twe countries
would  further stimulate the inflow of United
States capital and United States manu cturing
industries.  Wo have more natural advantages

for manufacturing in Ontario than anywhere else
in America. We have the pulpwood, iron and
(Continued on page 11)
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