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I shall, theretohe nut i«'«llately appaivnt 
■ io make my 

manufact uivrs of woollens, 

ha\

,v> give 
I .ike the

I hev
a (vilain tarilï protection on their finished 

w hereby i hev are enabled to charge so 
for their wares than t hey could do 

But . if their raw

ofders of the helpless consumer, with the efhvt 
increasing the cost of living, which is already 
higher in Canada than in almost an> other coin 

The fanner will le mm red in 

two ways First. by having his own lining 
pensas increased; and. second, hy having his mar 
ke*t injured by the greater ennomies which must 
he practiced in city homes to meet t he increased 

Further, and worst of all. theiarm

I Hiring the year just closed, 1 have sold from 
my dock $1234.80 worth of mutton, $39 worth of 
wool, while fixe lambs, valued at $0 each, have 
been uscxl for food on the farm ; total returns 
$303.80, of which $1201.80 has lieen for mutton, 
and $39 tor wool. Had the proposed duty been 
m force, 1 would have received ,5 cents pe*r pound 
more for the 135 pounds of washed wool pro­
duced, or, in total, $9.75 more* for my year's re­
turns ; that is. the total returns of my tlock 

would have been increases! by 3.12 per rent 
sheep-raising pays well, 
pays better, and my profits are not cut 
to depend on t he addition of 89.75 
one fut iamb—to my receipts, 
additional duty in raising t he price of t he clothes 
of my household would probably far more 
offset the gain on the wool 
figures of my own thick from anv ch sire to intro­
duce personal experi -ne*, but - imply as an 
am} le. for the» truth of which 1 can vouch ot such 
a flock as could and should be kept on the a v e*r- 

The ligures given for last > ear 
I think, rather below the average yearly pio-
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the
wa1 without such proti vt ion. 

rial. I neir i-<|ui|iinviit. their labor, is similarly pro- 
lletter otT than they would he 

And surely the 
ducers of their raw material are entitled to 
left ion, and their employees, also, and the manu­
facturers of their plant and machinery ’ 
reader lake any ease he likes, and he will see that 

oijuai protection is not, and can not. in the 
oi the ease, lie any cllicient pent ect inn at 

I in i in practice there n -ver is an e putable

mate- sal
tatterted, I hey are no 

with all liH-ilfs abolished.
flu l lung bill. 
mg < ominim 11 y will bare lost that jewel, consist 

envy . and will no longer be able to meet 
parions demands of the 
turers with that st at run nt of in 1 icy 
become a set t led ipiestiou to the .‘{I t t H HI orga n i/ei I 
lancers ot t'anada. ‘ The entre t 1 i -ninat ion 01
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which Inis
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lint nr,; lie protecti ve principle from our tarilï.' 
be clear

I .vt us 
The farmers of Canada

adall.
sharing ol 1 lie nth ant apt s and burdens

■ ' V t ban
I ha v e* not used i hr

this »luc*st ion
are already s 1 Her ing gre. tlv fiom the e*fU*e't>s 
cur protective ! ai ill, m proof of which siatcincni 
we liav e onlv to point out lfi.it the decrease in 
rural population, which is now rousing such con 
ecru, is co incident with ’ h 1 application of a pro-

The*re is. and has been.

on imof pro­
tect ion . and when once the policy is established, 
: t is those industries which are best organized, 
most aggressive, or maintain t he most influential 
lobby, that swing the pendulum in their direction 
and obtain the bigger share of public aid.

he
-n ex- do1

wh
onIf it

were not for this inevitably unfair discrimination 
t here would be no protect ionist propaganda, be­
cause it would lose its whole* underlying motive. 
The only safe* thing for the Canadian farmer to do 
• s to persistent lx work for t he abolition of 
the plot ei live principle, and. incident ally, as 

be. for the substitution of direct for

t ect i v c tarilï in t'anada 
a persistent demand from all independent tariners 
organizations for t he cessation of this policy, and 

now . just as success is in sight. comes this pro­
posal for increased woollen duties, which 
rivet our fetters more firmly than before 
i he farmers <>f Canada beware of strengthening in 
anv wax t he hands of those who are alreadv work 

mg them so much injury.
I ha v e every syinputhv -with the efforts ot the* 

sheep-hrevders to revive* an indust rv which shou’d 
be* a gri*at factor in Canadian agriculture 
however, leaders in this matter come out in 
port of a measure of such doubtful value to sheep 
raising as a protective duty on w < ol. espeviall\ 

where t he support of thC .measure* 
the weakening of t he whole* position ot t he farm 
ers on t he tariff ouest ion, t hex appear hef re the 

public oi a verv doubtful light 
x cr\ I adlv-informed on the sheep 
easily duped, or arc* influenced hv 
sinister influences 
of education establish if i ece-sarv—more* demon 
st ration finds, and rouse the* Department of Farm 

Institutes until the same* attention is paid to 
ad to bacon and dairy ing

age Ontario farm 
are*.
duct ion. cert a nlv not above it

ha
so

. aft
his senise s mai nt a inNow , w i 1 anv man 

(hat the* addition of 3 pe*r cent, to the* gross re­
turns of our flocks will have* an appreciable' ell ect 
in encouraging the* raising of she*ep 7 
belief is that shc^ejeraising in Ontario would still 
l»e exceedingly profit able* if not hing but 
were* produced, 
consumes e h«*a*> foods; the* capital e xpenditure* ten

in puw ouldIM
de

Bel xv i
M v own tuMion as max

indirect customs taxation So long as Canada 
is mainly an agricultural country, exporting large 
épiant it ies of agricultural products, her farmers 
cannot benefit hv anv protective* tariITs ostensibly 
designed in their favor, and t hex know it And 
I think t na< a good many of the* ot he*r industries 
( including Cm one with which Mr. Biggar is con- 
ne*vteKl > Know it. too. a r<‘ conscious of the* \v«*ak- 

of their claims and the* injustice of t hi ir 
special advantages, and are anxious t o obtain 
such moral support from agriculture as would 
le* involved in their n*<pn t .or protection on raw 
wool. I ,e*t us not fall victims t e> anv such plans, 
let us. rather, maintain resolute* independence, 
scorn Government pap. and 1m* assured success 
will ni t imately crown our c*lïorts.

Mr Biggar gives a great number of figures 
whose* interpretation max be one* thing or an- 
oih*r i.xport s of Canadian farm products to the 
I nitid States h i \ <* c i * *• lined partly due* to the
I nitid Slates high tarilï Granted. What of it 0
II is our misfortune I et us make- rcasonal h* ef­
forts to have* that tarilï reduced and there are 
not wanting indications that - one tiling can lie

n that direction. V n 11 < s 1 States shipments 
of farm products to t'anada have inctvased from 
8r>. 1299,000. in 1881», to $28,<>nu.ooo in 1908. 
But Mr Biggar doe's not specify what products 
t ite*se* a re*. It may be* a convenient omission on 
his part, hut the* re*ade*r is left puite in t he dark, 
and cannot form any opinion until he* knows the 
items Mr 1'iggar states that for 50 years the 
« nited States farmers ha' e* had a larger share of 
protection than Canadian minims have* had. What
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1 Now, what is the explanation of i he decivasi ng 
sleep industry of Canada ? 
it hy a lot of figures 
w hit n may mean
preting which, cause* and e*lïe*ct are very easily 

The* explanation is not far to se*k, 
with the* farmers thcinsi l es, and not
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• frank about it. 

breeders of note*, and
\\ bile* < >ntai io has many 

many grade* floe - s. 
pay well, the* gre'at bulk of the sheep» in this coi.n

I am fairly well

will have* t h * 
heart the* eg 

, i t he re* is little doubt as t <

y support 
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/ S-.. t r\ an \vre*t che*dly handli*<I 
acepiaint ed with conditions in 
k m i v\ w ilel e-of I speak .
sa ing l hat «n t Hit trio t Imre are* not 
cent oi the* farmers who keej

kte t lus I 'rov'ince*. and 
I ha x e* no hesitat ion i m, aitil t \ h i ion • i. wshee| » who ha v e

pro|M*r hotising for the*m. « heap as that housing is 
not twenity live* ; e*r cent who use* pure*-hivd rams 
of any l»re*e*u in t lie * i r flocks, and not t e*n pe*r cent 
who castrate* their male* lambs, or who k«*e*p then 
floe s reasonably free Irom parasites by t he* us«* of 

any sort of dip
I am sure* that it does not e*rr 
conditions as worse than then art*. Ie*t us s<*e* what 

it means to our sheep industry, 
the sheep on half our farms have* no she*lte*r other 
than the* barnyard affords, and an* constantly e*\ 
pose *ei to in airy hy cattle* and horses which use* the 

yard, so that yearly lo. ses by accident run 
It means that three-fourths of our dock
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d)Mr Biggars long le*tter in duly 7th issue* is 

1 think, calcula t ed to befog. rathe*r than to e lari 

fy , i In mind in re gard to l he duty on wool. Know 

ing Mr. Biggars connection with the* manufact ur 

ing end of t he* woollen industry, which has been 

agitating for y e*ars for an incivas * in the* tarilï on 

woollen goods. I would he disposed to re-ael some­

what carefully between the line's w hen he* ostensii.ly 
e,spous«*N the* cause* of the* farmer, a ml advocate's a 
proba tive* duty on raw wool for the* latter's 
spe'eial be*ne*fit In re‘gat'd to the general question 
of prot ee l ion. I am firmly convinced that its prac 
t ice* has bean a curse* to the* masses of the* ( ana 
<1 ia n people ; that, as a se*t t leal fiscal policy, it 
is fallae ious in t he*ory and vicious in pract ice*, and 
thaï tile* ( kmadian farmer has be*e*n the* speeial 
victim of it' ope-rat ions Facts a net argument in 
support of this conte*nt inn 1 have given else*vv lu*re. 
and space* doe*s not Ik*i e* (hermit a re*pe*t it ion t h«*i*t*- 
ol ; lull, looking at 1 lie* matte r as 1 de». 1 regard 
any agitation on the part of tie* farmer foi s|H*eial 

oroter i ion. any joining in the* general clamor
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