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But there was another promise we 1made.
We promised our farmers free binder twine.
and 1 remember well, in days gone by, how
the charge was thrust in our faces that we
were not sincere, that we were simply mov-
ing resolutivns and making speeches in
order to compromise the position of the Gov-
ernment on the trade question, and that if
we c¢ame into power we would never cry-
stallize these promises into law. Well, for-
tunately, we came into oftice. Fortunately
for the c¢ountry we are here, and for-
tunately for the farmers we carried out the
promises which we then gave, and have
placed binder twine on the free list. How

much did the farmers realize from that ? It :
is estimated that the farmers of Ontario

used. in the last harvest, 6.000,000 pounds
ef  binder twine. and by taking off
the - luty. you will find that we have
cffectvl a saving of nearly $40.600  to
the farmers of Ontavio alone.  And
the  North-west  Territories  there is  a
large quantity used. though I have not the
mwenns of ascertaining what the number of
pcunds s,
sunis of meney will be saved to the farmers
of the North-west and Manitoba as well as
cother parts of the country through tiis policy.
But this did not end the promises of tlie
Libheral party. The Liberal party promised
10 place corn on the free list. This after-
ncon an hon. gentleman (Mr, Wallace) took
fifteen minuts to prove that we ave all
wrong upon the corn question, True. there
are ddifferences of opinion upon it even
among farmers themselves in different loea-

lities as to the wisdom of placing corn upon

the frece list. But you will understaind thar

when the Government is called upon to]

frame a peliey. they de not frame a poliey
fcr one section of the country. but they form
a policy whiech they believe is. on the whole,
in the interests of the whole Dominion. I
claim that free corn ig in the interests of
the whole Dominion. Why is free corn ad-
vantageous to the farmer ? Because the
farmers of Ontario particularly. and of other
parts of the country also, go largely into tie
raising of cattle and into dairying. and. in
crder that they may feed their catile and
fit them for the foreign market in which
they have to compete with corn-fed cattle,
it is admitted by the best authorities in this
ccuntry that corn is an absolute necessity.
It is asserted that free corn will reduce the
price of the coarse grain produced on the
farm. It cannot do so because the prices

in:

But, undceubtediy. very large.
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'that corn could be purchased in Windsor
‘at 18 cents. and oats at from 16 cents to 18
'cents per Dbushel. Supposing a farmer in
:the neighbourhood of Windsor wished to
‘feed his cattle, would it mot pay him to
:sell 3¢+ pounds of oats from 16 to 18 cents
"and buy 56 pounds of corn at 18 cents ?
. Will not 56 pounds of corn go further to
‘sustain and fatten an animal than 34 pounds
‘of oats 7 It is thus plain that it is of ad-
‘vantage to the farmers of the country to
rhave the food which is their raw material
os cheap as possible. so that they may make
itheir finished articles as low as possible,
‘and thus realize the highest profit in ihe
British market.

But the Liberal party made other pro-
mises. We promised that we would remove
cspecifie duties. and we have largely suc-
‘¢ceeded in doing so. I am sorry that they
swere not all removed., but, no doubt, that
would be difficult to do. We have always
contended that the specitie duties bhore
cheavier upon the cheaper goods purchased
"by the poorer classes of people than upon
the goods used by the rich. et me give
-vou an example : Take the case of a shoddy
;blanket,  The old duty was 20 per cent
cand 109 cents per pound. The blanket I re-
ifer to would weigh about 8 pounds and
jwould cost at the factory about $1. The
,specific duty at 10 cents per pound on 8
pounds would amount to 80O cents and the
fad valorem duty of 20 per cent would
amount to 20 cents, or a total of 81, That is
J100 per cent on that blanket. Now take a
Jfire Freneh blanke=t that weighs 5 pounds
and which you buy for $5. The specitic
fduty amounts to 50 ceits and the ad vale-
rem. at 20 per cent, amounts to $1. a total
fof $1.70, or 30 per cent, as compared with
'100 per cert on the fisherman's or lumber-
‘man's blaaket. That is how the principle
workad. Take any article on which thers
is a specific duty. not wines., spirits. beer,
“and tobacco. with which T have no concern,
;but take the articles used by the people—
‘ar:d apply this principle and you will find
‘that the specific duties bear very heavily
fypon 1he geods used by the poorer class. The
: Liberals promised to remove this form of
“duty. and I am glad to say that in the
cvesolutions before us they have been re-
imoved to a very large extent, showing that
.thie Liberal party has carried out reasonably
‘well the promises it made. its action thus
Ifar being an evidence of what is to be don2
iin the future.

are fixed upon the export prices of these: 1y also promised that luxuries should be
articles. We send a large quantity of pease . iayed higher than they were before. From
to the old country and the price in the the public platform we proved to the peo-
English market regulates the price here.|pje that many iuxuries were imported into
We sell a great quantity of oats in Great|t}is country which bore a lower duty than

Britain, and it is the price obtained there
that rules the market in Canada. Therefore.
if the farmers find it more profitable to use
corn for the feeding of their animals they

!many of the necessaries of life, and we
[ contended that taxation should fall more
rheavily upcn those parties who were willing
"and ready and able to buy the luxuries they
And what has been the result ?

will sell their pease and oats and their other | ywanteq.

coarse grains and buy corn. The advantage, Op silk velvets, and all manufactures. of silk,

iIs very easily proven. I was told to-day|embroidery, laces, jewellery, gold and silver-
Ir. MACLDONALD (Huron).



