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EY CoOMMBROLAL,.

to the farmer., United States makers, who had
enjoyed long experionce in catering for
their own prairie country, similarin its ro.
quiremcnts to our own, were then turning out
a suporior class of implemonts, but the high
tariff provonted our farmers from obtaining
theso implements at prices which would
then have been considered reasonable. Can.
adian monufactnrers have sinco then made
great advancomoent in the class of goods they
turn out, and thoy aro now offering splondid
farm machinery, suitablo for prairie farming,
at a vory low prico as compared with tho ex.
travagant cost of such goods a few ycars ago
The prejudico in favor of United States farm
machinery, which wasencouraged by thoinferior
quality of the homo goods some years ago, still
exists to o limited extent, though Tug Cow
MEROIAL believes there is no rteal causo for
auch prejudicae to exist at the present day. In
most lines wo belive tho homo goods are quite
equal to tho best United States makes. But it
moy bo added that tho home manufacturers
havo perfeoted their goods at tho cost of the
farmer, who purchased their wares while they
were cxperimenting in tho production of
machinery suited for prairie farming,

In tho discussion now going on, the claim iy
gsometimes put forward by those who are
opposed to the implement duty, that
prices are highor hore than in the states
to the south. Tue CouMERCIAL has in.
vestigated this feature to some extent, by
making enquiries as to theZ selling price of
principal implements in Minnesota and Da-
kota, during a recent visit of o ropresenta.
tive of the paper to those states, We find
that there i3 some misrepresentation in this
matter of prices, by some who claim that
prices are higher here than in the States.
This misrepresentation comes in by quoting
cash or catch prices in Dakota or Minnesota,
against regular credit prices here. Times
have been hard in the States this year, and
farmers who had the cash have :n some in-
stances been able to obtain machines for cpot
cash at cut prices. Thesame thing has happened
in Manitoba, in zome cages machines having
becn sold away below regular list prices for
spot cash. It is misleading, however, to quoto
a cut cash price in Dakota against regular list
prices here. In bindors, for instance, Tue
CoMMERCIAL representative learned of actual
sales in Minnesota and Dakota at from $115 to
$130, according to make of machine, Oae far-
mer was meot with who stated that he had pur-
chased anew McCormick binder, large sizo, of
this seasoa’s make, at $126. These prices, how-
ever, were cut spot cash figures, and they could
be duplicated in Manitoba in the same way,
Altogether the Manitoba farmer has not os
much ground for complaint in a comparison of
prices here with adjoiniag states south of the
boundary as some would tiy to make out,
while wo believe our standard machines are as
good as those used on the other side of the
boundary.

There is one point in this teriff agitation in-

the matter of farm machinery, which may be
briefly referred to. Our manufacturers put
forth the argument that it would be unreason.
able to subject them to open competition
from the United States while they are shut
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out of that market, Our home market is
limited, and if we throw off tho protection and
gave United States makers a free hand hero,
the business would be badly cut up for our
homo manufacturers, while they would bo un
able to competo in tho United States with
the makers of that country, who would bo
taking their homeo trade. 7This theory of re.
ciprocity of tariffs is very cntioing, but what
aboat the home farmer?! How much does it
benefit him to have his imploments made at
homo? How much more does tho Manitoba
farmer receive for his wheut and oats and
barley because the imploment manufacturer ia
yroteoted ? Tne Comysroian would not like
to undertako to prove that prices for theso
commodities are cnhanced a fraction as a re.
sult of such duties On tho other hand, if
our farmers can procure 88 good a machine
for approximately tho samo price as that
charged under similar conditions in the United
States, then they aro not suffering so much
from tho implement tariff as some would try
to make them believe.

THE WINNIPEG VAOANCY.

Winnipeg is without a representative to
Parliament, through the resignation of Mr,
Hugh J. Macdonuld, and un olection contest
will no doubt aoon be in order. Mr. Macdon.
ald’s resignation will bo received with regret
by his constitnents hero. Ho was clected.by a
very large majority at the last general election,
and his course in and out of Parliament since
then has been such as to increase his pop-
ulerity. During his brief torm as a member of
our chief legislative bedy, Mr. Macdonald gave
promise of proving a very useful member tu
his party and the country at large, and his
early decision to retire to private life, for
rensons best known to himeself, is a matter for
rogret boyond the confines of his own con-
stituency.

Bye-elections as a rule do not attract great
intercst, but owing to the political situation
in Munitoba at the pregsent time, the contest
to fill the vacancy in Winnipeg is likely to
be one of unusual interest. The tariff will, of
course bo the great question which will enter
into the contest. At tho last election the
fiasco policy of the Opposition was anrestrict-
ed reciprocity or commercial urion with the
United States. Winnipoy electors, including
many staunch Liberals, took no stock in the
fad, and accordingly an immeuse majority was
rolled up for Mr. Macdonald, notwithstanding
the great personal popularity of his oppon-
eot. The fact was, tbat many intelligent
men included in both political parties, zonsider-
ed the Liberal platform simply a fraud upon
the electorate—a device to catch the votes of
the masses who do not think public questions
out to practical conclusions. The mass of elec-
tors of Winnipeg particularly, and Canada in
general, however, were not of tho superficial
class, as the result proved.

Some Literals seem still to cast a glance
back to the question of unrestricted reciproci-
ty, but it can hardly enter into the coming
contest in Winnipeg to any oxtent. It is s
dead issue~-as dead ag the proverbial door nail,
The graud old trade policy of the great Demo-
cratic party, now in power in the United

“dominant party, who supposed that our pro. | -

States, is opposed to reciprocity. It is direct
1y antagonistic to the old and solid economic
polioy of the Democratic party—a policy which
for a time appoars to have been somowhat lost
sight of by maoy adborents of the party, but
which is again being assorted vigorously by the
great leaders of tho democracy. Indeed, w
stead of entoring into new rociprocity
treatios, it is almost cortain that the
Blaine reciprocity arrangements affected wiwu
o number of countries, will bo abrogated by
the present administration, as & portion of
its wo.k of tariff roform.

With this situation in the United Stalcs, wo
can hardly look for a Liberal campaign here
carried out oa & reciproocity policy. If suchis
attempted, it will simply bo o sham policy
mislead the clectorate. The only square way
to face tho issuo would be for the Liberals to
declaro straight for tarifi’ reform on a practical
and cound economio basis.

What the Conservative party will be willing
to offer the clectorate in the direction of tariff
reform, is the interesting question, Tariff re.
form is in tho air, and unless the government
can offer some enticing assurances in that di-
rection, it is likely to go hard with their can.
didate. The date of the election to fill the
Winnipeg vacancy may he postpened for some
time, but with candidates at all evenly matched,
the olection is sure to bo a more than usually
interesting one,

A GREAT DISCOVERY.

A press telegram from Ottawa oun Friday
roports what is given as a great discovery. it
relatea that government officials who have been
engaged for some time upon an analysis of the
customs tariff for the information of the minis.
tors, have discovered that the-average rate of '
duty upon goods imported from Great Britain
is higher than the average duty upon goods ;
from the United States. The average rato of °

duty upon British goods brought into Canads & -

during 1892 is gi\‘en as 22} per cent, while the
average duty on imports from the United
States is placed at 14 4.5 per cent. In other
words Canada collected $9,074,200 in duly upon
$11,348,435 worth of goods imported from .
Great Britain, while upon 853,138,672 worth cf

goods brought from the United States, the &
duty collected was £9,841,666. This showing .
issaid to have caused eurprise and conster.
nation among the ultra loysl fricnds of the |

tective polioy was cbiefly designed to protect
our manufacturers against the tariff-bolster.
ed manufacturers of the United States, who !
hold their own market to themseives and make : _ -
a slaughter market of Canada.

What a wondorful discovery all thisis. Tue
CoxeROIAL has pointed out_year after year
that wo aro taxing British goods much higher
than imports from the United States, Itseems
to have taken the government a decade or two,
however, to have discovered the real state|.
of affairs. The fact shows the fraudutent

nature of the claims put forward in favorof i . i

protection, Tho policy, we-are told, was ad.
opted because we could not have fair trade
with the United States, If tney would no
give us racig -ocity in trado, we wore to give j»

them reciprocity of tariff, and accordingly the S




