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I bolieve that upon many agricultural pro-
duets the duty ought to be ixicreased. I want
to eay fthat a country like Canada, posseas-
ing agricultural posobilities second to noe
in the. world, should net be handicapped in
oompetition with the United States, and
ehould not be obliged te import f rom that
country nearly $28,000,000 worth of agricul-
turnl and animal produets. The farmer is
g roteoted in this country to a certain extent,
ohehould be protected to a grea;ter extent, and

tiie Consýervative. party will be prepared, upon
attaining power, to give him a fuither mea-
sure of protection which in its opinion the
intereste of the country demand.

I think that quotation is sufficient to
prove to the country that there je a vast
distinction between the policy of the gov-
ernment and the policy cf the opposition
with respect to the farming classes of Can-
ada. I repeat that the farmers will be dis-
appointed in the right hion. gentleman and
in the Minister of Finance, when they con-
sider the proposition -which. the government
are asking us to accept, a proposition which
involves the removal of almost eveiy ves-
tige -of protection the fermer has on the
producte hie raises upon his faim.

Now I want to lock at the other side cf
the tariff. 1 want to point eut that there
are a large number cf articles that the f ar-
mers require that aie net touched by thiq
new proposition. I want to point out
that while this goverument have taken away
protection on the produets of the farmer,
and reduced protection on some of the pro-
ducts they raiýse upon their farms, they
have ieft a pîetty strong tariff protection on
the articles they require in their houses
and the implements they use on their faims.
When a f aimer wan.ts to buy a wagon, he
finds there is a tariff of 22J per cent upon
it; a buggy, 35 per cent; a piano, 30 per
cent; boots and shoes, 25 per cent and 30
peT cent; f urniture in bis bouse, 30 per
cent; harness for his horses, 30 per cent;
whips, 30 per cent; gloves and mitts which
the farmer wears, 30 per cent; braces and
suspenders for bis clothing, 35 per cent;
collais and cuffs, 371 per cent; scythes,
forks, hees, rakes, axes, ail of whicli the
fariner requires, 221 per cent; self binders,
15 per cent; mewing machines, 15 per cent;
sewing machines that his wife requires in
the hoeuse, 30 per cent; field reas, 25 per
cent. I am only mantioning a f ew cf the
ar-ticles the farmer requires te use on bis
faim. The faîmers cf thie country will,
therefore, see tbat the government, while
taking the duty off wheat, baîley, cats,
peas, vagetablas and fruit, taking away
the protection the farmers have, bas
at the samne time, aIlowed protection
te remain upon ahl these articles- that
ha requires tc use, and upon a f ew
luxuiries in which he may wisb te indulga.
That shows the diffarance between tha two
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parties in respect te the tariff as it affects-
the faîmer.

Now I want te say a 'word about ,&iade-
conditions. For the fiscal yeax ending 30th.-
Maich, 1910, oui total purchases from the
United States amcounted. te $223,501,809;:
their purchases from Canada amounted to,
$113,150,778, showing a difference of $110,-
351,031. For the past decade the ratuins,
in round numbers, shows importe from the
United States cf $ 1,000,000,000 a.nd, exporte
te the United States cf $500,000,000. In other
woids, 7,000,000 Canadians purchased twice
as much from the United States as 90,000,-
000 people in the United States purchased
fromn Canada. That is the position cf the
tariff at the preýsent moment. Now [et me
consider the question cf the tariff as it af-
fects manufacturais. I am one of thosa
whe believa that there can be noe tariff in
Canada for the manufacturer, that; does net
help the farmer, and the mechanic, 'and
avary other man; and there ýcan be ne tariff
upon faim products or upon animals cf the
faim, that is not in the intarest cf avery
othet man in this country. Therefore, I say
that a protective tariff whîch is a uiniform
tariff, and gives every class a fair field and
an equal chance, muet be the best -policy
for the people cf this country. There is
invested, in the manufacturing e.stablish-
mants in Canada at this moment $1,200,000,-
000. Thay have an annual output cf the
value of $1,000,000,000, emplcying 435,000
worki.ng men, and paying ini wages annual-
ly, $250,000,000. I declare heaie, as repiesent-
ing tbe people, that an interest sù valu-able
shouki be talken care cf by any government.
The ' Monetary Times,,' cf Toronto, is re-
sponsibla fer tbese figures: There are at
least 200 manufacturing establishments,
branches of United States industries,
now located and operating in Canada,
wit an invastmaent cf United States
capital of $24,000,000. That is seme-
thing worthy the consideration. cf the
governiment and cf the people of Can-
ada. Thera is no doubt in the wooeid,
thart had it not been for the pro-
tective policy inaugurated by the Couser-
vatives, and ganerally speaking, centi.nued
by this gcveînment, net one cf these es-
tablishments wculd be to-day in Canada,
and the wages tbey psy, wculd be axpended
in thea United States. Lat me read what
l3resident Taft expects, for the United
States frosu this agreemnent. At page 8 cf
bis message to Cengress, hae says:

The banefit te oui widespread agricultural
implement inslustry f rom the. reduction cf
Canadian duties in the agreement is clear.
Similarly, the new widely distributed and ex-
Panding inotor vehicle industry of the United
States is given access te the Dominion mar-
k-et on advantageous terms.

At page 9 cf bis message hie says:


