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THE N1GCER IN THE WOOD FILE
The follow in* i* one clause from no Or<l«T 

in-f’ounril |'»wil hy the Dominion Govern 
roeni on July 1. 1904. and mill in force. e 
ropy of whirh we have just received from 
the Coromimioner of (’udorai

*• Wkea l*|mtle«| material' <m which dellee 
hate been |»id are aamt, wmagh, late or at 
larked l« any srllel# ma»afaelar«4 le 1‘aaada, 
there way be allowed oa the Mportati»* of 
•erh art K le» beyoed the liailt* ef f'aaade a 
draw heeh ef w per real. of the detlee |<eld 
oe the material* *wd, wroaght late or ettaehed 
to the «melee ettMirled. parM. however, 
that *eeh draw haei* «hall Bet he peid a a lea* 
the daly ha* heea |eld oe the Bltrtlah ao aee»l 
a» aforeeeld within three yeere of the dale of 
the eiportatloe of the t'aaadiaa aiaawfaetwred 
a rile le. a or walere the claim* a* preaeated. at 
aey owe time. aggregate tea doUara.'*

This is s section of the Cuitoma Tariff Idtw 
whirh dors not appear in the Art. and whirh 
we* not rnarted hy Parliament, by which 
Canadian manufacturera hare free trade in 
all materials they buy in eaae they after
ward* export the manufactured product 
Thu* we wee that our beneficent protective 
tariff ia only enforced when the people of 
Canada are paying the bill; but when it ia 
the people of other countries who are pay
ing. they get a free trade price on what they 
buy from Canadian manufacturers. By thia 
Order-in-Council the manufacturera buy 
their raw material for their export huaine** 
free, while the government doe* their book
keeping for 1 per cent. The farmer* of 
Western Canada buy their raw material in 
the aha|»e of manufactured article*, and they 
export the product of their factories in the 
shape of grain and other agricultural pro
duct*, but they do not get any such conces
sion as the manufacturera get. If the export 
of manufarthred goods ia a good thing for 
Canada, then certainly the export of agricub 
lural products ought to be equally a* good 
Why should the manufacturera enjoy thia 
Special Privilege, which i* withheld from the 
farmer* who arc engaged in an equally im
portant occupation! Hy the working of 
this Ordcr-in-Council the manufacturers of 
Canada arc able to well their products more 
cheaply to consumers in foreign countries 
than here in Canada. That ia, the people of 
Canada not only pay the tariff tax on what 
they buy, but they glso pay a bounty on 
good* that arc exported. If our Canadian 
manufacturers can live on a free trade basis 
on their export huaine** they certainly could 
live equally aw well on a free trade basis in 
Canada. What objection can our manufac
turers have to free trade if they get their 
raw material without paying any duty! Not 
only do our manufacturers get the benefit 
of thia famoua Order-in-Council, but the 
people of Canada in addition pay for the 
maintenance of a, big staff of Trade Com
missioners in all the countries of the world, 
who are kept for no other purpose than to 
find markets for our manufacturer*. Another 
big tariff tax ia in the form of the wuhsidie* 
that we pay to steamship companies to carry 
our manufactured goods to the people of oth
er countries. Everything is handed over to our 
manufacturers and to foreign consumers, 
while the whole hill ia laid before the people 
of Canada to he paid. And yet thia ia build
ing up “a well rounded Dominion," and if 
we do not agree with it we are disloyal and 
unpatriotic. Judging by our laws the fanner 
ia a sort of noxious weed, to be discouraged 
aa much as possible.

Some farmers have expressed the idea that 
it ia not worth while for the farmers to 
organize because they never get anything 
they go after. Thia ia a dangerously plaus

ible suggestion The organised farmer* 
have gained a great deal. They have aba» 
loai in many rase* lint all the llig Intercala 
are praying that the fanners will ceaae to 
organize They eee danger ahead aa the 
farmers become better informed ami better 
organized for mut iitbgpHfrtion It ia no 
time to lie down when things look dark. We 
are making progress that we know not of 
l/d ua keep up the struggle. Rome waa not 
built in a day

SOUTH AFRICAN FARMERS AND THE 
TARIFF

A cable dispatch from Cape Town states 
that the Commerce and Industries Commie 
eion appointed some months ago by the Oov- 
•mount of South Africa, has presented a 
re|»ort in which heavy increase* in the pro 
Irétive tariff are reeommended. South Africa, 
like Canada, ha* a Manufacturera' associa 
tion. and evidently like their Canadian 
rwuwin*. the member* of thia aaaoeiation 
realize that the easiest way to increase their 
profit* ia to arcure the -mtection of a high 
tariff whirh will enable them to raiar the 
prier of their good*. Mouth African papers 
rontaining reporta of the sitting* of the 
Commerce amt Industries Commission show, 
however, that the Mouth African Manufac- 
Hirers' aaaoeiation ia much bolder in ita de
mands than the Canadian Manufacturer*' 
saeociation. Aa a result of the demands of 
the Canadian farmers for lower dutiea and 
for reciprocal free trade with Ureal Britain 
and the United States, presented to the Gov
ernment at Ottawa by 8(10 farmers from 
every part of the Dominion in December, 
1910, and reaffirmed since by the organised 
farmers at all their convention*, the Cana
dian Manufacturers' association is now on 
the defensive, and instead of asking for a 
higher tariff, ia devoting all it* energies to 
the effort to maintain the dutic* at their 
present level. There ia a considerable sec
tion of the jieople of Sou’h Africa which 
is in favor of low tariffs, but unfortunately 
many of the farmers are supporting the 
manufacturers in their demanda for more 
protection, under the belief that a higher 
duty on wheat will be a benefit to them
selves. If the South African farmer* knew 
aa much about the reault of high tariff pro
tection a* the farmers of Canada do, their 
influence would be on the aide of Free Trade. 
At present Mouth Africa ia a wheat import
ing country, and the consequence ia that 
South African fanners are receiving the 
world’s price for their grain plus tranepor- 
tation charges, and the duty, which ia now 
one shilling (24 cents; per 100 jmunda under 
the British Preferential tariff and one shil
ling and two pence (28 cents; under the 
general tariff. The farmers of the coastal 
districts of Ca|ie Colony are now receiving 
#1.06 to $1.08 per bushel for their wheat, 
while the grain growers of the interior, being 
nearer to the mining districts, which are the 
large consumera of wheat, are receiving con
siderably more. The wheat production of 
South Africa has increased much faster than 
the consumption during recent years, how
ever, and statistic* indicate that within a 
few years there will be a surplus production 
When thia occurs the position will be re
versed. and instead of securing the world’s 
price plus tranajiortation and duty, the Mouth 
African farmer will have to taltc the world’s 
price less transportation charges. An 
import duty for the present increase* the 
price of wheat to the South African farmer, 
but it is clear that it will ceaae to be of any 
advantage whatever a* soon aa South Africa

lie,-«Hue* a wheat exporting country There 
is a duty of twelve rent* a bushel on wheat 
entering Canada, but thia does not affect the 
price of wheat in thia country, which at the 
iirraent lime ranges from 56 to 96 rent* a 
bushel at Fort William, with a deduction of 
6 rente to 18 rent* a bushel for the coat of 
transportation from iglaring point, to the 
lake front. In' order to yam a temporary 
sd, siitagc lie South African farmers arc 
consenting to an increase in the protection 
given to manufacturera, which, in the light 
of t’ansdian experience, is astonishing. The 
manufacturers ask, to take only a few in
staures, for an increese of duty on general 
household crockery, sanitary earthenware, 
etc., from 15 per cent, to 40 per cent. ; 
on school furniture and fittings from 3 per 
cent, to 25 per cent.; on carta, wagons and 
other vehicle* from 25 per cent, to 35 per 
cent, or 5 pounds ($25 00) per wheel; on 
ready-made clothing from If, per rent, to 
W 1-3 per cent., on agricultural implements 
from 3 per cent, to 15 per cent. ; on printed 
matter from 25 per cent, to 100 per cent. ; on 
flour from 5* cents to 96 cent* per 100 
pounds, ami on leather goods from 16 per 
cent, to 25 lier cent. In addition the manu
facturer* ask for an export duty on hide* 
and other articles which are at present ex
torted from Mouth Africa. We cannot be- 
ievc that if the farmers of Mouth Africa 

realised the burdens which these dutiea will 
impose u|ion them, that they would for one 
moment conaider that they were in the slight
est degree compensated for by the doubling 
of the duty on wheat which they ask for, and 
which ia evidently only a bait held out to 
them by the manufacturera in order to secure 
their support. If the farmer* will obtain a 
higher price for their wheat by reaaon of 
the duty, it must be plain that the manufac
turers will alao be able to charge them higher 
price* for their goods from the same cause, 
and whereas the fermera will obtain the bene
fit for a few years only, while Mouth Africa 
continue* to import wheat, the toll which the 
manufacturer* will extort will go on aa long 
a* the duties remain. Another surprising 
feature of the situation ia that the Mouth 
African farmers *p|iear to believe that their 
interest* an,I those of the miller* are identi
cal. Our own experience prove* this is not 
the ceee. Farmers are consumers of flour, 
and though flour should be cheaper iu Can
ada than in any other country in the world, 
it is actually dearer here in Western Canada, 
where it is produced, than it ia in England, 
where much of the surplus ia sold. The farm
ers of Canada sell their wheat at export 
price*, hut the miller*, being comparatively 
few in number and thus able to combing to 
fix prices, base the selling price of flour in 
Canada not on their own coat of production, 
but on the price of flour in the United Mtatee, 
with the Canadian import duty added. If 
the Mouth African farmers assist the manu
facturer* to secure higher tariffs they will 
simply be delivering themselves up to the 
exploitations of the trusts and combine*, 
which always grow up under the protection 
of a tariff wall. What the farmers of South 
Africa want, what the farmers of C&nada 
want, and what all producers want ia a lower 
coat of production, cheaper implementa. 
cheaper building material, a lower coat 
of living—which can be secured under 
free trade condition*—and cheaper transpor
tation for their produce. The Government of 
Mouth Africa owns practically all the rail
ways in that country, and it would be far 
better for the Mouth African farmers to make 
an effort to secure a reduction of freight 
rates than to play into the hands of the manu
facturera by asking for higher dutiea. We 
would like to see a deputation of Mouth Afri-


