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TARIFF INQUIRY.

THE WORK OF ‘THE COMMISSION, - CONSIDERABLE TIME
SPENT IN TORON10, MONTREAL, HAMILION, LONDON, AND
OTHER LEADING COMMERCIAL CENTERS.  MANUFACTUR-
ERS LARGELY IN F. VOR OF \ PROTECTIVE TARIFF,--IN-
TERESTs THAT FAVOR A LOWERING Of THE DUTIES.—
CONFLICT OF VIEW BETWEEN MONTRIAL AND TORONTO.
~SOME CRITICS CRITICISED.

’ l“ HI work of the tariff commission commenced in “Toronto

on the 18th of November. The commissioners are Sir
Richard Cartwiight, Minister of Trade and Commerce ;
Hon. W. S. Fielding, Minister of Finance; Hon. William
Paterson, Minister of Customs, and Sir Oliver Mowat, Minister
of Justice. Ontario’s late Premier can hardly be considered one
of the commission, but his thorough knowledye of conditions mn
QOntario no doubt intluenced Ins associates in having im accom-
pany them in their travels throughout the province.
Manufacturers in Toronto and elsewhete niide a strong claim,
on the whole, for the continuance of a protective tanfi. It has
been said that the avguments presented by these gentlemen
were of a selfish character.  But it wust be remembered that
they were asked to present the case from a manufacturers’
standpoint. They representalarge
interest in the Dominion, and what
directly affects the welfare of the
manufacturers of the country direcily
touches a very large portion of the
population in the person of the em-
plovees of these concerns. Indirectly
others are affected.

For any reason let the manufactur-
ing interests ofa community be injured
and nat only are hundreds of warkmen
thrown out of employment, but the
commercial interests of the cntire
comwumnity are seriously jeopardized.
Aund any one who bas studied the hise
tory of the 1owns and cities of the
Dominion can point to communities
that are simply a shadow of thewr
former sclf because of the removal of
large industries, cither 10 other places,
ot obliterared through fire, or other un-
fortuniate circumstances.

Where INDUSTRIAL CaNaba be-
lieves there are changes that oaght to
be made in the taiff, and that there
are anufactures protected to-day, in
return for which the general pubilc ave .
receiving comparatively little benefit ; at the same time it has
no sympathy with that political sentiment that would decry
every movement and utterance of Cagadian manufacturers as
inspired by solely selfish motives.

The manufacturer who has his goods to sell is perhaps no
more influenced from personal motives than the man who wants
to buy andisgoing to buy where he can obtain them the cheapest,
without particular regard, too often, as to who is affected by his
purchase. We find an illustraticn of this spirit in the large
cities where departmenial siores exist.  Public meetings are
held and large newspaper discussions indulged in and these
stores condemned as injurious to the general welfare. At the
same time the people who are patronizine these stores are
largely those who are doing the growling.  \When it comes to
spending their money they go where they can buy cheapest.
The selfish spirit, unfortunately, perbaps, 1eaches ail classes of
people. \We are not saying that this is the proper spirit tv ani-
mate men in their dealines one with the other, but we are tak.
ing circumstances as they exist, and which are not exceptional,
und not discussing the ethical view of the question.

HON. SR RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, K.C.M.G
NINISTER OF TRADE AND COMIERCE,

SOME OF THE INTERESTS HEARD FROM,

At the first meeting in Toronto Mr. A. E. Kemp, of the Kemp
Manufacturimyg Co., presented the claims of the manufaciurers of
enamelwaie, stamped tinware, and copperware.  Just here it is
worthy of note that one advantage of the tanf inguiny is the
gleaning of information as 10 the character 1nd standing of
many Canadian manufactutes. We are told that there are
three manufacturers in Canada in the same line as Mt Kemp ;
one in London, one in Montreal and one in Toronw. The
goods manufactured are largely houschold utensils.  The duties
on their finished products vary from 23 to 35 per cent.  Some
of their raw materials were free, while the dwies on others
varied from 5 per cent. to 4o per cent,  In certain parts of the
Company’s business there are innumerable competitors, but in
the enamelware line there are only twn.  Competion in tins
line was now chiefly with Genmany. M1 Kemp claimed that
the Canadian producers sold their goods cheaper in Canada to-
day than they were sold to the consumers of the United States,
Great Britain or Germany. The German manufactuiers had
made a hard fight to hold theit trade. They had ihe advantage
of the Canadian in the case of their labor, which was less than
one-half of the wag es paid in this country.  Under the tanff of
1878 the duty on enamclware was 177 percent.  To-day it was
35 percent.  An anticle that sold for
$1 cight years ago would sell to-day
for 30 cents.  Mr. Kemp was ovposed
to any reduction of existing duties.

An interesting interview took place
with the bicycle manufacturers repre-
sented largely by H. A, Lozier & Co,,
Toronto Juncuon, and Mr. § F,
Evans, of Frvaus & Dodge, Winasor.
Mr. Thomas statea that {or some years
England had a monoplyin the manu-
facture of wheels. In 1884 there were
only six bicvcle factories in the United
Stutes, and there output was about
11,000 completed wheels. In 1893
there were over 300 bivyele manu-
facturers in the United States, each
one on in average making not less
than a thousand bicycles. It was
stated that the esport of American
bicycles into Canada wounld not be
affected by the anff cither one way
or the other. The consumption here
wou'd regulate the disposition of the
output. Mr. Evans and Mr. Thomas
explained the process of importing
wheels in parts and the method of con-
ducting assembly shops. H. A. Lozier & Co. made every
thing except the rims, which were purchased in Canada ; the
tires, which were brought fiom the United States in the face of
a duty of 30 per cent. and the steel tubing on which aduty f
13 per cent. was paid.  The duty on the steel balls and other
accessories was 30 per cent.

The manufacture of <hirts, collars and cuffs was represented
by Mr. J. W, Gale, A. A, Allan, and H. [. Caulfeld. The in-
ability of the Canadian manufacturers to compete with Eurapean
and American producers was pointed out and the reason alleged
therefore. 1t was said that raw matesial and labor cost less in
Europe, and that raw material was cheaper in the United States
than in Canada. Cottons were from 23 per cent. to 30 percent.
cheaper in the United States than in Canada, and thus the
American manufacturer was enabled to make a slaughter-market
of this country. Another consileration which was mentioned was
that the season in Canada be2an nearly two months later than
it did in the United States. In Eurcpe both caphal and machi-
nery cost less than they did in Canada. In Europe raw material
costs 20} per cent. more than in Canada and skilled labor less



