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dlea-lers liad asked thiat the iari if on f ruits bc
rcduced.

_Mr. Smithî urgcd tie fruit growers not to
ctit thiciiselves loase from lici sympaties
of those cng«agrd inii mixcd farniingr by en-
deavoring to ]lave the tariff incrcascd, and
pointed out that the agricultural population
should work tog-ethier. E acli -ear finds so
miuchi more e\partcd froini Canada thian is
inîportcd tlîat the foreign miarket governs
the price. H-e clairned that as far as f ruit
Igrowing is canccrned it is impossible to ini-
crease the sclling price by itîcrcasitig the
protection. Therc arc fcw Amierican fruits
that corne into conipetition wili tlic Cania-
dian praduct, and if thie hione-grawn crop
is hiandlcd in as carcfnl a maiincr as the
fruit froni the States, Caniadian grotvers will
be able ta balance up Iater in the season.
Mile tender fruits f roiii the States corne
wlvhen we have none, and as soon as flic
home crop is ripe tlie iuuported goods are
nat wantcd becanttse tlic quality is itiferior.

According to Mtr. Snmith. a ighI tariff ini-
creases the price of %vý'ha.t is to bc bouglit
ivithout increasimy tle ie of what is be-
iug sold. H-e cited the case of baskets.
Less .than thrcc years ;ago logs werc takenl

*across the fine, miade inito baskets. wlîich
werc shipped back and sold at a iowcr price
thian C-anadian inanuiiifactuirer. chargcd, de-
spite flic fact that duty hiad ho bc paid. Onue
man iii the St. Catharines district wvas $300
out of pockc. on1 a«ccnunit of the dulty on the
baskets.

It W-as p)ointcdl mi. that ;,u1 C.,Zlort trade
is requircd for Our cauncid gd. To gC t
this trade it wvill bc lccssary ho reduce tuc
cost of'procduction. A\ r-cduciil ini tic
price -woulci, also, iincrcisc honue consuilip-
tiou. The tariff on iugar hindcrs the de-
velopnîe:ît of this inidustry. Thec cash of
sugar uiscd in canning aniaunts tc> Onle-third
flic total coet of t'lie goocîs. Under a rea-
ýqoiiabie tariff stuganr would bc imichi clicaper.

~ttsisfrc.u tdie sugrar nmaking countries
in thec southi show thiat tie rawv sugrar can be
pradu~ced at one anîd one-hiaif cents a pound.
.it tluat pricc over $ioo an acre cauî be real-
iz.ed frouu thce land devoted to sugar cane.
'l here 15 no0 reason xvlîy rcfined sugar sliould
iiot retail at tlîrc cents, or slighitly more.
'l'lic encouragemient of the 1,ýet sugar indus-
trv iu Canada %vas ternied a mîisfortune, as
it camnot prove a succcss xnîilcss under a
igcli tariff or a lîiglîi bointy.

Mr. Sinitl concluded by inupressing on
tuie growcrs tlic fact thlat a decrease ini the
price of sugar would cause more fruit ta be
prcserved anld canncd and shininlate the de-
ian(l for fruit, wv1uic1i is a hicalth-giving
food. Hic urgcd tlîat ut is îîot possible ta
incrcase the price obtaincd for fruit by put-
tinug Iluc tariff wxall hiighier, but that such ac-
tion nuierely imposes a burden oui the con-
sumiiers.

Ili theî discussion 'làlr. 1-1. D)awson, comn-
mission dealer, of Toronho, claiinued tluat it
i«; iwcl ta have the conisuniiers acquire the
h1abit oi cating our tender fruits before the
homle crap is rcady for markict. Ne poiuited
oui. that aur chief inmports of fruit atnd vegre-
tables a.re nmade iii June and July, aid that
ur epNI.rts arc 1.000 lier ccent. morc thiai

our imlpor.s. 'fic faci. fluai the ycar of !ow
tariff was the yeair strawbcrries %vcrc clîcap-
c-i. wvas. rcfr, 1' . zznd l t v:s- noted thait
loir priccs incan enlorniaus comnmiliption.
I letter traiil)ort-ii.oui facilities xvcrc mlcii-
tionici as bcing more de;iraible thanl increas-
cd tari ff.

Ir .L Hiilborn. of Lcanington,
thmoughit the tariff shiould bc snici that it
would hiclp ta even up for the duty paid oui
certain inlceents tliat have ta bc uscd by
fruit groiwers.

Tt w-as sugsclby Mr. W. Aulilstrong,
(if Quccilstoii. thlat ii it couid bc arrangcd
to admit Anuerican products frcc up to a
certain date and shiut tlienu ont aftcr Cana-
diani fruit is rcaulv for sale thlat the Cania-
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