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Tariff and Rural Depopulation .

By

l'wt.,n;n no country in thie world
offers al the present Lune such Gppor
tunities for wide and varied agricul
turnl development an does ( anada. Situ
ated in the colder portion of the north

temperate zone, her clitnte nediptod

in the highest degree to the production
of the finest fuality of the more
portant agrcultural product A n

prroducer of Lhe cereal griains no country
i wuperior, and few equal; Manitoha
whent and Ontario barley set the stand
ard of excellence, at least for America
Fow elimates are better suited to the
aus hivestock; and

production of high el
already made a name

Cunndinns b
for themselves o this hine In fruit,

too, while the rigors of the winters tor

bid the production of the more southern
kinds, the most stable and useful frui
in the world cemehies its highest and
finest development, and the apples of
Canada are known almost the world
over. Our bhright northern sunshine and
long wummer days insure quality in all
linew of farm produece, while a fairly
willicient and  well distributed  rainfall
to the farmer a generous harvest
lnbhor In addition to the best

for his
of elimntes, Cannda is blest - with an

almost limitless area of fertile soil, and
into the heart of

pives

penetrating almont
areas, hringing to the farmer the
at hoon of cheap transportation uf
products to the markety  of  the

great natural waterwiys

world, are the
of the St Lawrenee with its great lakes
and Hudwon by with its still unutiliz
by nature, Canada has

prossiblities
beon destined to bhe a great agricultural
nation.  But beyond these great natural
ndvantages we still have the wonderful
Wessing of free  land The landlord
wystem  which crushes the agriculture
of England, i unknown In the settled
portions of the country the farmer al
most invariably owns the land he tills,
while there are still many milhons ol
neres of the most fertile soil to be had
for the asking in the newer sections of

Caunndn Canadn presents advantagos
of woil, elimate and free land whieh are
found nowhero else I'nder these cir

cumstances wo should naturally expeect
nogreat expansion of agriculture, and n
great inerease of rural population In
wtend of this we find agriculture languish
ing, and farm population dwindling in
all the older provinees, while in the
great West the growth of towns and
cities 1w proportionately greater than
that of the rural distriets,  These facty
enll for some explanation. In themselyves
they are a striking indication that some

thing s wrong
veranl wavs by whiech at

There are
iv customary to explain these e aliedy
tions. One, and o very widely acvepted
one, is that the movement away from
the soil and to the cities which is so
npparent an Canada, s n part of a
world wide modern movement, due in
part to the modern liking for eity life,
and in part to the introduction of Inhor

paving machinery on the farms This,
to my mind, s n very superficial and in
ndequate explanation and fails entirely

to anecount for the facts
City Versus Country

In the first
self to heheve tl
being, city life s more attractive than

lnee, I eannot bring my
int, to the normal human

that of the countr) It is true that
NOIMG Conveniencs ind  pleasures  ar
found in the city that are not, and ean
not be found in the country fbut coun
tey life has also some advantages. The
married farm Iaborer, with hi eparate
house, his garden his cow, and

fowls: with wholesome freedom for h
wenized place in the

children, and o re
rural neighborhood, is surely hetter off,
other things being equal, than the fa

tory hand, whose home must nec o

be in the poorer sections of the t

whose children must find their  play
ground on the streets, and who has no
neighbors, and no recognized place in
the great community of which he forms
L part 'he unmarried farm laborer

living Wwith his emplover, treated in
=~ .

In The Farmers' Magazine

GHEY 1% one of the family, is un

hetrer Iitunted thian TE!

mnterpart o the eity, domicited in-the
cap boneding houss Around all our
LT thes ar ihurbs composed of the
humble home of warkingmen treteh
ing usx far into the country as the daily
e ' of the Jaborer to get to s
work will allow [t scems to me that
thig *‘shacictown’ movement utterly

disproves tho-assertion-thiat the workiny

not-hve 4 the couptry

uiin W
Maore futile still, 1o such a country as
ours, 1 the attampt to explain the rural

exodus by the autroduetion of  labor
saving machinery on the tarm A year

or two apo the writer, at a gathering

of nuriculturists, had oceasion to draw
attention to thig rural exodus as it |
manifpested dn the Provinee of Ontario
The next day a city daily, commenting
on the discussion said, ““1t s useless to
complamn of the decrease of farm popu
Iation.The men who used to cradle and
bind the grain are in the factories mak
iny welf bhinders Fhis remark-by a
Jeading daily serves to illustrate the

drort sighted view which many people

tuke of these question The man who
wiote that comment simply did not
know what he was talking about The

introduction of laborsaving machinery
muy  and doubtless does, explain mueh
of the rural exodus in Furope, where
agriculture 0% already fully developed,
and where the man displaced by the
machine s no longer wanted,  But this
ase in older Canada.  Here,
of labor saving machinery

I not the «
the new
finds our farms in o transition stage,
of prain growing and

from the old day
grain selling to the new agriculture of
dairying and meat growing,  of  ever
inereasing areas of orchard  and hoed
crop, enlling, not for less men, but for
more. The change from the old waste
ful practices to the new is slow, much
slower than it should be, and the difli
culty of procuring suflicient help is the
chiel reason To elnim, under the ecir
cumstances, that the introduction of
lubor saving machinery «can account in
any way for the rural exodus, 18 an
nhsurdity The constant  demand, at
higher and higher wages, for farm help
iv a thorough refutation of this theory.

Is the Farmer Asleep?

Another theory by which the rural

exadu s necounted for assumes that the

farmers of this country are too stupid
and dgnorant to adopt and practice
proved systems of agriculture Aceord
ing to this theory all we have to do iy
to get the farmer to double his output,
to grow two blades of grass where one
grew  before, when presto! the whole
question is solved,  Cheaper food for the
cities; higher wages for farm help to
olve the farm labor problem; more
nttractive country homes to keep the
bov and girl on the farm:; all these
thiny iree possible if only the farmer

will wajoe up And he is constantly be

ing told to wake up by millionaire
por packers,  hanl presidents  and
manutacturer I'hiese well meaning
andvisors sometimes grow quite petulant
hecause he does not wake up and do
the thing which appears so simple and
easy, which would solve all these que
tions, and aneidentally take the farn
or mind vay from the study of econ
" problen where, all agree, he 18
quite out of his sphere

But, seriously, are not the farmers of
this country awake, and are they not

wdvancing as fast as thi ean alony

nprovement!?  IHave the not
tnken gladly, and profited by, the ex

onal work of our depart

culturs ind our agricul
ges?  Look back at the old

davs of grain growing ind 1

fullowing and ha ' ny, thirty vears
o, when the, bacon hog and the dairy
cow were almost unknown, when corn for

e and alfalfa were quite unknow:
when agricultural education was searce
wuse the farmer, and
else for that matter, thoueht

there was nothing to learn about farm

Iy Compare those

with the pres
ent, and vOou can, that tue tarm

“rs ot

e and willing to advance,

Lt us piv I due eredit to gur depart
ments and colleges, but let us do the
farmers of this country mple justice;
by acknowledging that they-are willing
to learn Avricultural advaneéement s
b nees ity low It takes a year to
pgain a single experience PPerhaps the

furmers of this country may be forgiven
il they ;‘r-vl-r"Al-wx. and safé advanece
ment rather than to rush in_ on horrow
and with high-priced hired

©

ed money,
help, and try some system of intensi
furming to which they are urged by
wen who never farmed,  For it is not
able that this sort of eriticism and this
advice 18 never given by our most pro-
pgressive farmers, but | those who for
the most part, never had any acquaint
ance with the problem of making a Hiv
ing on the farm, | think it is true that
in this country most farmers know how
to farm far better than they are farm
g but cannot  put their knowledyge
into practice through lack of suflicient
lubor and capital.  We cannot in any
atisfactory way explain the rural exo
dus by assuming that it is the outcome

s und carelessness of the

of the 1gnorand
farmers themselves,

Only One Explanation

There is to my mind but one explana
tion for rural conditions as they are;
and that is lack of comparative prosper
ity amony the farmers as compared with
other classes in The community, We say
the voung people leave the farm because
of a lack of conveniences and comforts
in the farm homes, because these homes
are not attractive, or because there is
little leisure for pleasure in country life,
This may be true, but these things are
not impossible in the country, and the
farmer is not constitutionally averse to
them.  He does not have them simply
because he cannot afford them., We say
that the farmer must employ his hired
help the year round if he is to keep a
sullicient supply.  Most farmers would
like te, but it is necessary to economize,

*We say the farmer should farm more

intensively, and so increase the output
of hig soil. But it requires a good deal
of extra capital and labor to do this,
and these are not at his disposal.  But
the farmers of Canada, farming under
best of conditions as regards soil, el
mate, cheap land and comparative easy
acceess to the world’s markets, should,
wo would naturally expeet, be prosper
ous enough to enjoy every convenience
and comfort in their surroundings, and
to solve the problems of the farm labor
supply and the improvement of their
methods of farming. That they are not,
and from no lack of intelligence and in
dustry on their own jart, indicates the
working of some eause or camiscs exter
nal to the farm itself One of these
causes, and to my mind, the most pow
erful, is found in the protective tarit

I'here 1s no doubt as to the cost of <l
the farmer buys being inereased to him
by the protective tariff, and in most
cases by the full amount of the tariff
we no doubt about this fact
)

There can |
th 1o the vwriter had occa

\ few mon
on to investigate for himself the prices
of several hines of goods of both domes
tic and foreign manufacture, and almaost
uniforml the prices of the domaestice
ool W ust equal to the price of
the foreign goods with freight and duty
wlded.  In some eases the prices of Caa

vhian goods were greater than the for

cign g with freight and duty added
his is explained by the following ex
tract from a letter from a leading Cana
dian wholesaler and importer:  “‘Con
tiguit n the part of Canadian manu
facturers to the Canadian wholesaler,
| ' fauect t it the “r n W each « 1
\ ti thir put the Canadiar tnu
facturer in a | ition t wetu \ ‘
v higher price for his goods than the
Britisl Is st ever th dut vid
ed I'his ref t text u
but t} thie I
‘ ttle reasor to

E. C. DRURY, B.S.A., Secretary Canadian Council of Agriculture

doubt, not that implements may
bought in free trade countries cheaper
than in Canada, that 1s certain, but that
Canndian manufucturers sell these coods
to competitors of the Canadian fareer

in outside countries at less cost than
they are sold in Canada. Quoting from
J.ooJ. Harfell's recent excellent bhock on
the question, we find ~the following
statements:  ‘‘The cash price of a
Canadian made harvester in Alberta is
$155,in Ontario —it—is-$132. _But the
same binder can be bought in Great Bri
tain for $121, cash . . .* It would
pay the farmer in Alberta to buy his
Canadian made machinery in Liverpool,
and ship it back into Canada, if it could
be imported free of duty.”” If this state
ment is not true, it admits of easy dis
proof by the Canadian implement mak
ers, but the fact that no such disproof
has been attempted, though the book
containing the statement has been pub
lished for several months, is a very
strong  reason in o itself  for believing
that the statement made by Mr. Harfell
15 absolutely true. The same faet i
true  of cement, hardware, groceries,
leather goods, even flour, in_ fact of
evervthing the Canadian  farmer con
sumes except those things which he pro
duces on his furm. Assuming that the

average price of dutiable goods is raised
to the extent of
average enhancement is  pather more
than that —and that the average farmer
buys $600 of these goods per year, we
see that the direct cost of purchase is
raised to the extent of $150 per vear
Some may doubt that the farmer spends
as much as %600, but from figures col
leeted by the writer from several aver
age Ontario farms, from his own experi
ence, and from the opinions of many

» per cent.—and the

representative farmers, it would ap
pear that this is rather below than above
the average. In the West, the average
1-\"ulillu‘v is much greater, due to
greater cost of transportation. Thus we
see that the cost of running an average
farm is increased direetly as the result
of the protective tarifl by about %150
per year,

Indirect Effect of Tariff

jut this is not the whole cost. There
is also an indireet cost, due to the fuact
that the purchasing power of money is
reduced in proportion to the enhance
ment of prices. Fyus the services of
everyone the farm& employs, directly
or indirectly, must be more highly paid
The luwyer, the doctar, the teacher, the
preachier, the employees of the transpor
tation companies which ecarry the
wds, the farm laborer—all
many others, must receive

farmer’s
these, an
more for their services, because their
cost of living is inereased by the tarifl

The whole cost must, in the end, he
borne by' those industries which take
our natural products of forest, mine,
fishery and farm and sell them in the
world s markets. Of this cost, the farm
bears the brunt, Just what this indirect
cost is, is diflicult to determine, but to
put it at $£50 per year for the average
farm is at least within the mark If
this is true, the direct and indireet cost
of the tariff to the average farm is at
least $200 per year—the interest of a
$4,000 mortgage at 5 per cent Could
this amount bhe spent, as it would be,
if available, in improving farms and

farm houses, in better stock, more in

Sar

plements and more labor, there is 1
doubt bhut the lition of the
farm would be greatly i f
1ts production very greatly inereased

But, it will be urged, the tariff is of

tue in raising the price of
farmer must sell, in protecting

mproved,

mark et I'his, however, is not the case,
except in one or two instances In the
is¢ of some of the more southern
eties of fruit as peachs ind grapes,
tol v oand of earlv vegetables,
tariff does operate to raise prices to th
rodd r Fhese pro ts. however. are
\ ' " The area w wkieh ¢

v be produced are very limited, not
ipable of producing « sh to supipl

—
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