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A FARMERS' PARTY NEEDLESS

Editer, Gernn: Il 1 did not believe
this subject to be one of great importance
| would aet trouble you with another
ketter, and at once | would say it is not
ot all & guestion of noo-partisanship
Were that the question there would
sot. | think, be any difference at all
between Mr. Kirkham and mysell. By

s-partisan | mean & man sho keeps
biasell informed on public  matiers
but stands without pledge Lo cither party,
oho. when clection limes comes, gives
his support where be thinks his interest
will be best served. This s net at ol
ehat Mr. Kitkham gives his endorsement
to. He uses the wold “non-partisan™
and st once quotes with approval the
following passage: “The great Lenefit
would be 1o get the Grain Growers organ-
ised on politienl matters and educated
1o take their right place by baving Lheir
own representatives in rural districts

Without debating the question whether
sn organized party of non-partisans
is sot & contradiction in lerms, Il seems
o me a8 plain as daylight that
Mr. Kithham means i that our Grain
Growers should set sl
1o organize itsell into & party for political
and that te this end
the members should cut themselves
loose from any present party allegianee,
and having made this propesal be invokes
anily m & porlic quolalion apparently
sl secing that his stalement
amounts to this, “All agree with
then we shall be united.” It is not at
all surprising that many who join the
Gmin Growers' movement hold
this view. To them 1 would like to
point oul that they are not advocaling
son-partisanship at all, but the formation
of a party whose program shall be purely
industrial. Now | would seriously ask
what chance is there for such a party?
And what would be its effect upon our
Grain Growers' organisation’?

For one thing, we might make
of its receiving the antagonism of both
the present political parties. It would
bave to formulate a policy and if that
policy was confined strictly to malters
affecting farmers it would probally
anlagonize most other interests in the
province, not only so but would anyone
seriously contend that such a party would
bave the ghost of & chance of winning
Ball & dozen of the provincial seats
out of the furty-one? 1 most certainly
think not, and while this hopeless outlook
confronts us it would entail wpon our
movemenl an odium vne does not like for
& moment to contemplate. It is unfor-
tunately Loo true that no one can become
tonnected with polities without en-
Countering things in the last degree
unplensant. Can anyone suppose afarm-
e party would escape this usual penalty,
or does Mr. Kirkham suppose we could
have a farmery’ party that would be en-
tirely free from the men whose first and
":h"‘l"l"h" what is there in it for me?
it ild hardly suppose even he thinks

possible. My experience has taulht
me that we farmers as a class are certainly

Wecssed  of qualities that compare
avorably with any other class of the
ommunity, but we should scarcely be
Justified in expecting nothing but santli-
‘l'u even from our own class. To sum
':m'bnl'| matter up the endeavor to
(,n,v:y.?‘“l"“' party out of the Grain
the movement would be just about

most hopeless undertaking to which
men cvuld put their hands.
an Ill: think of the likely result of such

» to WPt upon the movement ilsell.
'-2 - now ve‘:.v_clnypulrd w all think-
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ever been asked any man about his politics
or his politienl afiligtions. Al we have
lended was that as & tiller of the soil,
e had & common interest wilh the rest
of us whe bave lormed vurselves into this
asmsociation. | deo not think there can
be any doubt that twothirds of the pres.
eal members are coither
or Liberals. This may be very unflortunate,
but then, Mr. Editor, every theury must
take inte arcvunl common, ordinary
evpry-day facts. It may even be &
Mr. Kithham appears to think very sad
or even wicked, but i his opinion »
correct it does ol alter the fact. One
might go further and state that when these
hiberals and Joined  the
Grain Growens” Assuciation they had no
intentiovn by so juining lo forswear their
party allegiance
murement

Conservalives

cunsetialives

Now imagine an aclive
within the Gmin
Association, baviag for its object an
orpanization on politienl matters. The
intistion of such a scheme would be an
apple of discord. | am sadly afraid-that
instead of unity we should have a disrup-
tion, in the presence of shich Mr. Nirk-
ham's invocation of unity, even though

Growens’

GUIDE

That some things esach side say need st
be Laken seriously goes without saying,
but outside their eviticiom of ench other
A quite convineed that there s o
wuine desire on the part of both »
Put in the
of administration and leghslation
fepresentative men are largely indebied
for their knowledge upon the information
supplied by the parties interested. I
any of the corporate interests want any
thing they press that something upon the
sttention of the legislature and the gavern
ment I s hat o govern.
ment whatever s party name, pors
swarching anvionsly for additional
work, and it is undeniable that in the rast
the farming community has done little
more than grumbde. Their grambling
rartely takes o dellgite form, until, &
we know, it has paseed inte & proverh
the farmers

e
o do uselul public
work

ervice

" nolor

very

will grumble anyway.”

One of the things that have weighed
wpon me sinee | have hoen & member
of the legislature, is the lack of apparent
interest taken in the work of the leghle
ture by even my own larmer constituents,
and this is, | feel cortain, the chiefl reason
why farmers interests have nol received
the amount of attention they should have
done. low many of the loral branches
of the asnwiation have thought of sending
their resedutions to their M. L. A7 Neot
many | feel sure. The point of all this,
Mer, Editor, is, that it is futile Lo create
new machinery when you have plenty
already which you do not try o wlilize

My hope is that as an organisation,
we shall, as far as ible, keep to those
Industrial matters that alfect us in our
ocvupation as farmers, upon which we
may reasonaldy hope that there will be
8o serious division among us, or atl least
no & n that ennnet be removed by

friendly discussion among ourselves. As

Lo thase things upon which we may desire
begal reet

® enacimenl we may assured,

i our organization is sufficiently strong
and aggressive the politicians will be found
bidding against each other lor our sup-

-~ “Idyl Wyld,” Seuris, Man

he gave us more poetry and further quota-
tions of scripture, would be worse than
useless, and if this would be so what would
be its effect on the work of gaining more
members? Why, where touday we are
winning six we should be lucky il we
gnined two. In short, if at any time we
think the Grain Growers' Association
bas no more usclful work to do than start
a movement Lo “organize non-partisans,
80 as Lo get a unity of votes,” my belief
is you will at the same time see Lhe be-
ginning of the end of our industrial
movement.

This may appear to men of Mr. Kirk-
ham’s cast of mind a somewhat hopeless
furecast because he never tires of dwelling
upon the bossisms of our political parties,
and the juggernaut-like machinery con-
nected with them, the whole of which
wants improving off the face of the earth;
but for myscif | take an altogether dif-
ferent view of these things. The reason
I think is, that Mr. Kirkham only sces
these things from the outside while |
have had some little opportunity of secing
them from the inside, in consequence
of which I have been privileged with
opportunity lo give & more im
appraisement. The men with wh
bave come in contact on both sides of
politics will bear fair comparison with
those who undertake to eriticize them.

port, and we shall realize this most de-
sitable result, that instead of the farmers
being the touls of the Licians, as they
too often have been in Lhe past, the poli-
ticians will be made what indeed tLhey
always should be, the useful servants of
the farming community

GEO. LANGLEY
Maymont, Sask., April 2nd
eee

WHY GOVERNMENT ELEVATORS
WILL PAY

Editor Guioe:—In your issue of March
80, Mr. Geo. Steel, M.P.P., of Glenboro,
is reported as saying

“If the advocates of this bill could
show me that, as a competitive system
the grain passing through these elevators
will pay interest on the cost and the run-
ning expenses | would support the Lill.”

Now, Mr. Editor, the pouint raised by
Mr. Steele is very important; of the very
highest  importance, and it should be
met and answered. It is a question that
has arisen in the minds of a great many,
and they want it answered, hence |
take tius opportunity of asking the
question, ** Who pays?’

But first, let us get a clear idea of what
“pay” means. I | work for & farmer for
seven months, and he pays me $200 at
the end of my service, he is said to have
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peid me my wages. But what e *
00 that he has given ! s It st
simply s0 murh of the erop—wheat,
ontthe, hoge, ote, ote, that my labor has
helped him 1o produce’ That is, | gave
him so mach labor, and he gives me
in exchange, so much hbor in the shape
of “labor cortifientes™ that will exchange
st any time and ot any place for other
people’s labor in the shape of poods,
surh s shoes, overslls, lumber—labor
and products genemslly. A dollar Wl
s really so much corn, wheat, —
things labored for. A dollar bill means
more than the dirty bt of green paper
with printing on. It represents human
effort, human fesh and blood. In this
sense all money 1o blood mine So that
the farmer does not pay me with mon-
ey, but renlly with the things wewd
by labor. He has given me labor for
labor, and this exchange of lnbor bet ween
me and the farmer s  an enchange of
mutual benefit. Al buying and selling
is only & matter of “enchange of labor
for labor.™ Lot us gt this clenr iden of
money in our minds & and then per-
haps we can find out, “who pays”, and
how™ the paying s done. Most
bave & very hasy iden of what money
and what it is not.  Gold and silver are
sl ot all necomsary as many prople
suppose. We are supposed 10 pay opr
debits in gold, but the fact i, we seldom
see & gold evin. In the time of the war
in the U, 8, between 1881 and 1808,
the government imued paper money in
denominations of 10, 20, €5 and 30 conts,
and Linculn pointed out one of the most
r, namely,
people could get along withowt
old and silver, as money, and could
sctually create millions of “flat” mone:
5 paper, as easily as o prister can run
dodgers. A dollar, then, s & labor
certificate, being & medium of exchange
and & mensure of value. When we pay
our MLP.P's & thousand dollars sessional
indemnity we really give them & thousand
dollars” worth of wheat, sattid, and store
goods, that others have labored for
When the federsl government bousts
that its customs receipts for the your
ending March 31, 1910, is one hundred
million dollars, it means that the
of Cannda have had o work and eamn
one hundred million dollars’ worth of
wheat, and theh hand it over to the
povernment lor the fun of being "' govern.
el.” So it is ensily seen that it s st
“money™ that “pays,” but the “labor™
of the people that money represents.

Whe Pays for the Elevators?

That being the case, we can now see
who “pays™ for the clevators. An ele-
vator is & product of labor. It is human
labor that_culs the trees into lumber,
seasons it makes the nails, paint, every.
fhing that goes into its construction,
and puts it together. It is not capital
that erects elevators, but labor. Capi.
tal itself is & labor product and ocould
never have existed if labor had not frst
existed. The capitalists are men with
money, the stored up labor of other peo-

ple.

It is the labor of the farmers that
duces the crops. W ol'honl Ui labsor t
would be no ot any elevator to

ke

handle. The ays would have no
f'-m to be havled. The implement
actories would shut down the minute

farmers ceased to raise grain. Seeing,
then, that it is the labor of farmers that
keeps guing, and makes pay, all elevators,
railron actories, elc., then is it not
their labor that pays for all these things

in the lung run?
none of these

But farmers “own™
things, although it is their labor that
produces them, furnishes business for
them, ete. I the milrund company gets
money is it not out of the farmers that
they get it, in the last analysis?

Now, il & private individus! can erect
an elevator, run i, rﬂ interest on his
investment and pay for his labor, ¥,
out of whom is he getting i? hose
labor is paying it? Seo, if the government
erects an elevalor, and makes it pay,
is the “pay” not coming out of the erop?
Out of the larmers? Private individuale
have been known to leave the farm,
move 1o town and buy grain, and seon
bave homes and lusuries that they never
cvuld have dared Lo indulge in on the farm;
but was it not the grain growers that
paid for all? An elevator erected out
on Lhe prairie, far from a railroad, would
be a losing proposition, but an elevator
in a town, beside Lhe track, where elevators
wsually are, with a lot of grain growing
farmers Lributary to that Lown, could not
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