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pesides material benefit that has probably escaped
the majority of my readers, namely, that these
peautifying improvements not only increase the
value of the farm, but they also increase the
value of the man. Who has not noticed the dif-
ference in the man who has a love for the beauti-
ful, the good and the pure, and the man who is
lacking thesc qualities. Who has not himself ex-
pern‘n(‘“d the elevating emotion when he thinks of
peautiful things, or when he views some neatly
and trimly kept lawn ?

When using this spiritual faculty, we are prac-
ticing practical idealism, and who has not ex-
perienced the joy derived from it and the incentive
to do better in the future ? Practical idealism
can and should be practiced on the farm far more
than it is. It should be used in the stable, in
the milk-house, in the Kkitchen, and, in fact, at
every work that comes to our hand. We should
first imagine in our mind how a thing should be
done, and what a job should look like hefore we
attempt to do it, and when we have pictured in
our mind how it should be, then let us work as
near to that ideal as it is possible, and success
will be ours in whatever we undertake.

Bruce Co Ont. A. k.. WATHN.

The Wool Question and a Revenue.
Tariff.

Advocate "’

Fditor =~ The Farmer's

In your comments on my letter in ** The FFarm-
er's Advocate ' of Sept. 8th, you ask if I have
essayed to compute the staggering cost to the
United States of fostering its woollen industry ?
Let me say 1 do not hold up the United States
woollen tarifi as a model for Canada in any othel
respect than its principle of giving protection to
the wool .grower, as well as to the wool manufac-
turer. The framers of that tariff went to excess
in the degree of protection given to both, and the
result is that the industry is handicapped by the
needlessly high cost of certain classes of wool
which will never be largely grown in that coun-
try That mistake will not be made under the
more moderate tarifi ideas prevailing in (Canada

Now, as te your question The woollen indus-
try ol Great Britain was built up by a series of
radical protective measures extending over a
period of seven hundred years, and in the United
States the same industry has been the subject of
various experiments in tariff legislation for about
one hundred years, but in neither case has any
well.known economist attempted to assess the

cost of these developments The attempt would
be vain, for the reason that protective duties were
never confined to wool and woollens alone, but

also, on other commodities Lo
which these items were directly or indirectly re-
lated: and to try to estimate separately the cost
of promoting ecach would be a hopeless work.
What I can state is this, that both Great Drit-
ain and the United States set about the task ol
indus

were immposed,

developing their woollen and other textile
tries as a mmeasure necessary to achieve their 1In
dustrial independence, and if such independence
was necessary to those countries, 1t 1S even Imore
necessary to a country with the rigorous winters
We ought to be able to fred as well
Irom our own resources,
little, if we are to

of Canada
as to clothe ourselves
whether the cost bhe much or
stand on our own feet as a nation. It required
two wars—that of 1812 and the Civil War—to
bring this home to the people of the United States,
and the history  of the wool industry ol that
country is the history of its industrial emancipa
Lion irom the

Your question  can best  be
statement of the achievements of

world
answered by a
these industries

in the last half century, since the adoption of
their national policy I'he introduction of the
census report of the United States for 1905 mahes

Some instructive statements. It says ‘“In the
grouping of industries hy the census hureau, tex
tiles rank third, according to value ol products,
food and kindred products ™ leing
steel and their  products
when  the

the group ol

first, and iron and

second It coes on to state that,
clothing branch is added, ‘‘ the number of wawce
carners in the textile and allied industries are lar

reported the
which 1s

other group They
Imipressive number of 1,156,305 hands,
bhut little bhelow the combined nuimber employed in
“food and kindred products ’ and ©iron and steel
and their products.’ The capital employed 1n
thi [ nited States textile mmdustries 1n 1905 was
N1.0343,3924.605, and the increase in the short pe
19000 to 1903 was over $300,000,000
calue of the products of these indus
was S1.215,036.792 The million
hands employved n
hare three ov four million others 1n
them. not to speas of  the
in the duvestufl and
machinery

noexcess of any

viod 1Trom

1

he annual
T n 1905

vdd hundred

thousand
these trades
: dejpending on
people  employed
4l trades. mill  supplies  and
dependent on the textile indnustries—and all

OS5 ol

peaple arve fel iy Tarmers (i YO com
aveering cost to the nited States
ho |>|(\(1mv ]n-l!\hﬂ-il- 1 f these

vere wiped out ?
icnore the fundamental fact that
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protective.” I am sorry if what T have said
seemed to bear this construction In my last
letter 1 said the purpose of a protective tarifl was
to check the inflow of goods in order to create
industries within the protected zone. That is its
purpose, and customs revenue from a particular
line of goods is reduced according to the extent to
which foreign imports are curtailed, and home in-
dustries substituted.

To my mind, the creation of home industries 1s
the only justification of a tarifl \ purely rev-
enue tarifi is indefensible from any point of view.
In order to see this matter in a clear light, let
us suppose that the seven million people of (Canada
were suddenly bereft of a fiscal system, customs
houses and all, and were put to work to devise,
out of whole cloth, some means of raising money
to carry on Government. In order that the
products of Canada may not be aflected one way
or the other, suppose the Government decides that
it will not raise money by direct taxation on land
or capital, but will impose a purely revenue tariff
on articles imported, but of a kind not produced
in Canada—say, bananas, oranges. lemons, pine-
apples, jute, manila and sisal fibre. cotton, ivory,
silk, diamonds, Tndia rubber, and other foreign
products. There being no question of home
manufactures or home production to complicate
the problemn, is it not plain that both the cost of
maintaining the machinery of the customs depart-
ment and the amount of the duties collected will
have to be paid by the people who import and
consume the foreign goods ? It is, then, only a
question whether it is cheaper to raise that money
by building customs houses and maintaining the
expensiva machinery of the customs service, or em
ploving tax collectors, and collecting the money
direct from the people. The direct method would
not only be cheaper, but would he more equitable,
because, under the revenue tarifi, only those who
used diamonds, ivory, Tndia rubber and pineapples,
etc.. would contribute the revenue:; whereas, by
reneral taxation, all would pay according to their
means Of all methods of raising money, surely
a tamfl for revenue would be the most clumsy,
costlv and unjust, even if it were not open to
abuse by partisan politicians. Whether the crea-
tion of home industries is designed, or is only in-
cidental to a tariff, the existence of such indus-
tries is the only justification for such a method
of raising public money It is by increasing the
number of people employed in putting into use the
raw materia's of a country, whether these raw
materials consist of soil and sunshine. or minerals
from the earth, fish from the sea. or forests and
water-powers. that the circle of opportunity widens
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moderately protectionist country, and the former
a high-protectionist country. In some lines of
industry the United States and Germany have left
Gireat Britain far behind.

The word *° protection is a misleading term,
as an expression of g policy of industrial self-
development. A customs tariff is not the whole
of such a policy, and if the Canadian nation de-
cides that it ought to produce out of its own re-
sources such things as are necessary to feed and
clothe its people, and give them shelter, it should
not weakly halt at the question whether each fea-
ture of such a policy will be profitable in itself.
If a series of storms should delay a farmer’s spring
work till late in May, he would not hesitate to
pay such a sum for help and horses and imple-
ments as would seem extravagant under ordinary
circumstances. He knows that the extra cost of
help will be a wise outlay if he can get in the sea-
son’s crop by rushing his work.

The woollen and cotton industries of Great
Britain are considered marvellous achievements.
How was the woollen industry planted there?
When Idward ITI. came to the throne in 1327,
I'ngland was already producing the best wool of
Furope, but nearly all of it was shipped raw to
Flanders—as we are shipping ours raw to the
United States—and the Flemings were selling it
back as finished cloth, and becoming wealthy by
the industry Fdward hrought over colonies of
Flemings to FEngland, and then, to secure the home
market, imposed tarifis on the finished fabrics and
prohibited the export of raw wool, just as the
Ontario Government prohibited the export of saw-
logs to the United States, and as the Quebec Gov-
ernment is now prohibiting the export of pulp-
wood from Crown lands. This you see tran-
scended the idea of customs tariff, but it laid the
foundation of Britain's primacy in the world’s
woollen industry. There was a big outcry in
I'ngland by those whose business was temporarily
disturbed, and thousands of IFlemish sellers were
murdered, but the next generation hailed King
Edward as England’s greatest patriot, and the ad-
vent of the Flemings gave a splendid moral leaven
to the British character. 12. B. BIGGAR.

HORSES

Horse-breeding Scheme for
Great Britain.

ireat Britain has been considerably disturbed
over the insufficient supply of army horses within
her territorv. and, as a consequence, has been de-
voting time and
energy to a study of

Marchioness of Drummond (23028].

Clydesdale
Imported and owned by Alex F.

n the tield of labor or in the acquisition ol

wealth I'lie right use of that wealth and oppor
tunity is another question, and the misuse ol
\w';\l\‘h 1S Comimion 1N every nation, no matter what
i1s fiscal system ] here are tyrannical combina
tions of capital in free-trade Britain, as well  as

the (nited States and the manufacturers of the
Vlotherland have the same habit ol selling abroad
cheaper than at home that characterizes the Ger

man and French manutacturers Britain pros
pered tor hundreds ol yvears under protection:  she
prospered «till more under iree trade when she
Lecame the greatest mnanvracturing nation ot the
world  bhut the prophecs that she would become

unfulfilled, but
comparison
the latter a

workshop is not only
receded, in

1he world’s
ol recent vears she has

th the United States and Germany,

filly First-prize three-year#old and champion
McNiven,

* ~ the situation, with
, the hope of finding a
feasible solution. The
commission which has
been emploved at this
task recently an-
nounced the promise
of a substantial sum
to encourage horse-
hreeding The main
provisions of the
scheme for the con-
ternplated expenditure
are :

To have an Ad-
visory Cominittee for
liorse-breeding (on
which the Royal Com-
mission should be rep-
resented)

To pay a substan-
tial sum in premiums
to owners of approved
stallions, and to en-
courage the latter to
travel the country.

To encourage the
keeping  of  suitable
hrood mares by farm-
ers and small holders,
and, with this object,
rnlist the assistance
of persons locally in-
terested in horse-
hreceding, including
masters of foxhounds
and harriers, and

female, London IR RN

St. Thomas, Ont.

the seeretaries of hunt clubs.

Free nominations to be given tor the service of
the best young mares ol smaller tenant-farmers by
premium stullions

To assist owners of stallions to purchase a bet-
ter class of horse than is now found in rural dis-
tricts

There is food for much thought in this horse-
lreeding plan Ilere is Great Britain, the original
home and the fountainhead of Thoroughbreds, and,
the hunter and army types of horses,
for Kurope, Canada. Australia, 1 nited States, and
practically  the world planning to spend  large
sums of money, and to pass laws for the encour-

consmjuently,

agement  of horse-breeding The bhreed or type
does not matter it is the bresd or type which
Britain stands most in need of In a'l parts of




