
I his diagram, reprotiucod from K B. Biggar "s 
I»ami»hlt‘t, The Canadian t'armer, the ( «encrai
( OnsunvM and the Wool Tariff,** shows the genesis 
of wooden and worsted fabrics and knitted goods. 
The main difference in the process of manufactur­
ing woollen and worsted \ urns is that the card 
mg machii.v us«h! in making woollen yarns tends 

l'i'oss t he individual wool libres at every angle, 
which explains why 
ii‘lteti ,*r fillh d

t «
woollen cloths are so easily 

The combing machine, which 
prepares the wool for worsted sj inning, separates 
t he long libres from the short and lays them 
paralhi. and those fibres, being longer than m 
the carded wool process, makes possible the spin 
ning oi a much liner and relat i\ ely stronger \ arn 
lienee the great«*r versatility of the fabrics ob­
tainable le w oi'st tsi inning which is adapter! t o 
t lie ctvarsest as well as the finest yarns “ Tops 
a • lie first product of t he worsted combing ma 

1 r tie. being the long* M and 1 .vst of t he libres
dre u n iron, long 

« u si ed y a ms
am-' wool dropped fr.mi the cotnl

spinning w o. >1 !. n iainv. etc
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Our second question, Mr Biggar must have
overlooked, as lie makes no mention of it in his 
letter to hand. In the absence of such answer.
we fall back upon his statement, made at the Do­
minion Sheeji-bn^eders’ meeting, w here he advo­
cated a protection of 25 j>er cent. on wool, with 

a corresponding net protection to the manufac­
turer on the labor ex ] tended by him. ” How much 
this “ corresponding net protection *’ would be, 
goodness knows—probably enough to run the duty 
on manufactured clothing up to 50, 75 or may­
be loo }Ku cent. And yet Mr. Biggar submits
that this will probably not increase the cost 
woollen clothing 1

of
This scarcely coincides with 

the assertion of Mr IJoyd-.Iones at the meeting
above mentioned. who exhibited a suit of clothes 
purchased in Kngland for $15, the like of which, 
he claimed, could not be bought in Canada under 
$25. Ii our present protection on woollen goods 
adds bf>§ per cent., or even 30 per cent , to the 
( ost of a suit of clothes, what would happen under 
a tariff twice or three times as high *

lo make some attempt to arrive at probable 
totals, we recall the statement made in Toronto 
last February by the special committee appointed 
by the Dominion .Sheej e-hrveders* 
look into the wool question 
feronce with some few oi the manufacturers, this 
committee ha<i concluded that, in order to satisfy 
the manufacturers with a readjustment of the tar- 
ilT. the duty on the finished goods would have to 
l>e raided to such a point that, for a prospective 
hone ft of four and a half million dollars 
to

Association to
At an abortive con-

a year
t h<* wool-growers, nhout fourteen millions per 

annum would come out of the pockets of Canadian 
consigners, of w hich ( lass, of course, the 
growers form
mil tee con id not meet their demands.

wool-
Nee<Hess to say , the com-,t part

1 anadinn farmers and Canadian consumers gen- 
ernllv would be ver\ foolish to consent to another 
dollar t t he woollen industry. But 

present nominal duty of 
on raw wool should be col- 

• •quiv aient dut v on imj>orteri 
being imported displace more than 

1 wool and several worst«h! spin- 
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b(H*h 1-st.abiished in Canada 
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woollen industry, even though in this instance the 
farmer did stand to participate in a minor share 
of the benefit. ‘ Don t make the same mistake
twice.* *

The causes of our decreasing exports of certain
lines of farm products have been partly set forth 
by Mr. Flavelle. 
ample, the retroactive effect of our long-established 
system of tarif! protect ion—hav e b»*en explained

The outstanding fact

Some more of them—for ex­

edit or ially by this p«|>er. 
is that production has not Itocn keeping pace with

The cause of this is not—save, perhaps,demand.
in a few instances—lack of tari IT protection on

Such piotCv tion would not ramfarm products 
edy the trouble, but would at times impose a real 
hardship on consumers, as the American tariff is 
now doing on consumers across the line 
we have not enough eggs or fruit or vegetables to

W lu n

supply home item and. it is fortunate that we 
able so import Of course, a narrow margin of 
duty is nil light as a sort of buffer against dump­
ing by other countries, which might otherwise dis 
organize om business by taking advantage of 
price fluctuations. That is all t ht* probation pur 
farmers want

Tue main trouble with sheep raising is not 
t ht* low price of wool, but failure of t annli.in 
farmers to appreciate fully the profits and ad­
vantages of sht*vp husbandry under present con­
ditions. coupled with failure to meet the sjhh ially 
lucrative seas*mal demands of the lamb trade Moat, 
and not wool, i^ the main soy rev of revenu» from 
t ht- hivetis of sheep kept in t'anada. and would 
still be H the pilot' of w t h » I were doubled n
Ontario bulb tin. Fsuod in 1VU7, summarizing 
plies from ot nr. s;‘«indent s, st at os that, instead ot 
3 1 per cent of farmer keeping an average of 13 
breeding out* ,i^ was found t «> he t h« ease, there 
should be lb - k 
( en! t‘, tie !

a re

; «» 2< 1 ewes1 « • per
t h l*i ov in< t 1 aok < ap 

he p pn the farm 
* i eat cause of t he de« rease

alst* of

I tie grow t h of t ho dairy 
have foolishly t\mbai k«*d in 

aln » ' ; • lb. e \« 1 us it >n ol all other brain hes but
hogs a 1H; iMlIllt rv 
ot hei

ot
indu* ! r h

and not manv «>f them is an 
Dt‘gv have also had their oiTevt.

What Would a Worsted Industry 
Cost ?

An ont h:s communication, published last week, 
and commented upon in the foregoing editorial, 
we hax e asked Mr. biggar two questions First, 
whether he had ever considered what a stupendous 
sum it had cost the United States (ki sacrifice of 
revenue and heavy premium in price of woollen 
goods to the consumer, made possible by tariff) 
lo establish its present somewhat imposing wool­
len industry ? Secondly, what scale of duties he 
would consider necessary to establish a worsted 
industry in Canada To the first question, he 
replies that he is accumulating data on the sub­
ject, and will tie pleased to deal with it later, re­
marking that he considers the present United 
States woollen tariff by no means the best that 
could he devised, high as it is. On this point, 
however, we ma\ he permitted to cite a fart 
brought out in Mr Biggar’s own pamphlet oil
"The Canadian Farmer, the General Consumer,
and the Wool Tariff." On page 25, this pamphlet 
states “ 1 Trough there was only one period of 
free wool in the United States sinre 1865, there 
was a short period, tieginning in 1883, when the 
duty on wool was reduced ten per cent., and even 
this was a disaster to the wool-growers, as the 
number of sheep fell from 50,500,000 in 1884, to 
11,500,000 head in 1888 " The decrease in shi-en 
husbandry following such a small tariff reduction 
would seem to indicate that the whole Uniti-d
States woollen industry, from the keeping of the
sheep to the manufacture of clothing, was an ex­
tensive, pap-fed business It is the artificial en­
couragement of such extraneous industries that 
has run up the cost of living across the line, de­
spite probably the most magnificent diversified en­
dowment of natural resources possessed by any 
country under the sun The Americans have 
pretty nearlv done their best to commit commer­
cial suicide, and have only escaped more serious 
consequence® because of their great resources and 
vast belt of internal free trade.

To tiemore by far than they 'need have had 
sure, a hie her price for wool would stimulate ex­
tension of the sheep industry, hut the chief eco­
nomic advantage to the Dominion of artificially
enhancing the price of wool is that it would en
courage what is already a profitable branch of 
husbandry, but neglected for want of appreciation 
There is a measure of. force in this argument, but 
hardly sufficient to justify a tax of fifteen or 
twentv million dollars a year.

There is, further, the fact that prejudice in 
fa'or of imported goods now operates to the han­
dicap of Canadian woollen manufacture 
only fail" that this should tie countered hy a small 
percentage of import duty; but then, it is already 
so countered by a duty of 30 to 35 per cent, on 
knitted goods, tweeds, worsteds, and the like. 
Similar duties are collected on wearing apparel, 
but in tlie cas.' of some goods, to be finished in 
Canada, such as serges, dress goods, buntings, 
etc., duties as low as 15, 17$ and 15 per cent , 
respectively, are levied under the British preferen 
tial tarif!, while our manufacturers 
further privilege of importing shoddy at 7$ and 
12$ per cent.

Mr. Biggar seems to take it for granted that 
the establishment of a woollen industry in Canada

It would not be unless

It is

have the

would lie advantageous, 
within a reasonable time it became able to con­
tinue busini ss w ithout tariff aid, earning sufficient 
profil, to recoup us for the initial loss incident to 
its establishmc nt Not the number of industries
a country has, hut the profit they earn, and 
the liberality of the wages they pay, make the

We already havecommunity truly prosperous, 
liberal protection on woollen goods in Canada—

To increase the duty sub-too much, it anything, 
slantiail\ . even for the sake of giving some small 
protection to the Canadian wool-grower, is not a 
reasonable proposition 
goods is high enough, but, w ithout increasing this 
tariff, it is onlv fair to collect the present nomi­
nal duty of 3 cents a pound on Canadian wool. 
an.I to collect a proirortionate duty on tops, noils

The tariff on woollen

The elaborate tariff proposition Mrand yarns.
Bigear has been advocating, looking to the est ah
lishment of a Canadian worsted industry, is not

As we observed before,judiciously considered. 
the whistle would cost more than it is worth It
would be very much more advantageous, if pos­
sible to obtain free or freer admission of our 
wools into the United States through reciprocity 
negotiation with the United States
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