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1tel HOW, &S representing 4 rura
nstituency, to take a brief for the
turmers  of that constitueney The

vheat farmers of the Prairie Provinces
ontend that they are at a disadvantaye
ompared with thé wheat farmers of the
'-~Y‘ of the United States, with whon

ey nave to compete 1n the markets
f the world, and that that disadvant:
s now unnecessary. They say that the
mu jority of the Canadian electorate re
ccted reciprocity on the ground that

t would have hindered our development

1= a free nation, as an integer in the
dritish Empire; that it would have sub
ected us to the fiscal control of the
["mited States and made us an adjunet
thereto, and so would have been an in
ury to the whole of Canada in all its
sections and elassess—Fhesvcontend that
now, without any fiscal entanglements
with our neighbors, without anv inter
national agreement, they can at the
sweet will of our Government have a
free market tor their wheat in the
United States by a small tariff change
ind that the Government cun, without
consulting any nation, alter again that
tariff as it likes, and <o have opened to
them all the markets that their com
petitors have, thus removing this pres
ent disadvantage. Thes cluim that the
nited States Government, hy its pol
ev, has established inits west large
milling industries at  Minneapolis and
that distriet; that the United States
Govermnent has so developed and cor
trolled its transportation systems
which carry the wheat from Duluth
ta the seaboard and from its ocecan
ports to the world wheat markets, - that
there is a hetter price to the farmers

of the  Dakotas ind  Minnesota  for
vheat, aand a better price at their-west
ern mills and at Dulut And T ehiirg

that the dicsadvantag

Western farmers n

inw
lower priced wheat warket s ti
the neglect of the late vhmimstratyon
nonot fostering and estahbli e o
" industries in the West duringe thejr
ne fifteen yvears of er, and an not
roviding  ¢he er  transportation  for
heat to the ean | rass e oeent
to Liverpool e Vestern farmer
now suffering us re<ult of that ne
et The wheat of Minnesota, the twe
Dakotas and Montar ! marketed at
the same time and with the same ex

pedition as he wheat of the Prairie

A Better Price

It ecannot hbe controverted that for

he former a better price is received
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! ur ‘\\.‘ .'rH \'_)' i1 as “rll” \.l’”'”
» to the end of the lendar vear
' 1 T ri i I 1 ‘ { 1 re
~ t \ A Minneap for the
TSt grade X7.1 il v‘ for the first
rade, not Vinnipe ¢ Fart Wil
A for the ( t grade, 84.¢
Xevor @ & Ty 4 of twe
“nts nd of Mi 1 f three
“1 Fhe Winnipe Fart W ol
ire pract t i I have

| n these . fr 1 tate

1t hieh T} nd exter

g over the period o ! !
' ned \ } + faor the
Yoront o ¢ 1 otr } the

o ) Iir o1 taterment | R
W ! ' J t the
f ;A I t 1 1 of a
i rican first
sl 1 4 r f twe
¢ gener re fair the
P o2 ’ 4 PR g for the

: & a $

.l ) i Mo < 4

9 W, s svor of
‘ ¢ ] 1
’ gher at
hos St 5 e

THE GRAIN GROWLERNSN

Case for

An

N \
GUIDE

(663 7

“Free Wheat

Fxtract from a Speec + delivered in the Housc.of Commons, on Apnl 17, 1914

By J. A. MYAIKINS, K.C..'MP. for Branden, Man.

[he! Western farmer claims that b
should have the opportunity of getting
that higher price And why should he
not? Are there anv sufficient grounds
igainst giving him the opportunity?

One reason assigned against i1t 18 that
if the Canadian wheat had free access
to the Minneapolis market, prices would
be equalized on both sides of the hne
There is considerable force in this argu
ment and anyone who reads the debates
in the Senate of the United States on
this subject when the reciprocity

ment was being considered, particularly
the speech of Senator Gronna, and of
other senators, can see that there s
foundation for that contention The
cqualization, however. does not mean
that the Minneapolis  market  prico
would fall to the level of the, Winnipeg
price. The probability is that the Win
nipeg price would rise some dind Ahe
Minneapolis  price lower; thus they
would be on the same level. The prairie
farmers ¢laim they would, in any event
get-a higher price than they at present
receive,

They point out in this connection the
important circumstance that it is well
known that the three States immediate
Iv to the south of the Prairie Provinees
are ‘“hard wheat’’
growing practically the same variety of

producing  States,

wheat that 1s vrown—in-the Prairie P'roy
nces. A large percentage of the Upited

product shall he retunded as drawbacek

I per centum of snch duties

But that 1s not all. There 18 this fur
ther proviso:

““Provided . . if, however, the prin
cipal product is exported, then on the
exportation thercof there shall he re
funded as drawback the whole of the
duty paid on the imported material used
in the production of both the principal
and the by product, less one per cent,,
IS )ll‘l’l'illln‘rlirl‘ [‘ru\l-ll"‘ H

Which means this That f flour
manufactured from the imported wheat
is exported; the by products, bran, ete.,
remain free of duty, and notwithstand
ing that tariff provision there 18 no
practical demand in Minneapolis  for
the whent of the P'rairie Provinees for
the purpose of muanufacturing for ex
prort

\s the .“illlnl':l]nlw miller can select
trom an abundant supply and leave a
surplus to be sent out via Duluth, our
farmers contend that any addition to
that surplus would not reduce the Am
erican price, and thict 1o no event would
it be reduced below the Duluth price
Iruluth s the point where the grain
leaves the West and becomes ‘ll!»]l'n" m
respect of price to Eastern and export
market influences.  There secms to he
no doubt that the Duluth price s higher
than the Winnipeg or  Fort - William
prreeas b have pointed s ant s and o

HAULING
Scene on Farm of G 8

Stiat sprinye wheat 18 marketed
Minneapolis, or in small centre adjn
nt thereto, but that this milthng Iin
v (o not consume the entire pro
1101 15 fron th fact 18 1t
given to me, that  during the erog
car 1900, speaking noround figures
1 00 bushels of wheat were shig
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THE WHEAT
Morrison, High Bluff, Man

farmers elaim that if they are allowed

<!l their grain on the Ameriean mar
it the will receive the American Du
ith price The rate of freight to
Duluth corresponds to the freight rate
to Fort Williwm,  There s a great dif
ference between selling at Duluth and
sending thru the Btates in hond I'n
the ane ecase the American denlers can
ell in the Eastern States and ehooss

their own time and vessels and quant)

ties far shipping to ar point in the
["uited State or fron there 1o ocean
ports wheren the Canadian  dealers
innot do 0 n the and imee at all
r as well 1n the other

I'he ecause for the higher price at
Duluth —may  be acceounted  for -at -all
vents partially by the reasons just am

iwwned the market of the FLastern Btates

/!
ind womewhat lower ocean rates to final
tarket ['ndoubtedly when the United
tates censes to ;‘rwi‘.w more whent
than 1t consumes 1t will hecome an
porter and the price v, rise [t has
ot vet reached that stupe When 1t
does it will open its dors to world eou
petition Already Argentina, whi In
Canada’s biggest eompetitor in the

production of wheat, has mhde 1tx tarif

aws conform with the conditions of the

["pited Btates tarifY and wheat and
flour from that country will be admitted
froe of duty into the nited “m
Effect on Rallways
Another argnment used against a
r ( tedd Stutew market for wheat s

that it would involve Toss to our ratlway
transportation system. Undoubtedly the
lines of transportation in Canadn are
cast and west, and if the removal of
duty would in a marked degree remove
the traffic from those hnes it would he
o cconomie loss to Canadian railways
and Canadian vessels and to the many
people employed on them in Canada
But would it cause such diminution of
traffic over Canadian hnes?  The West
ern farmers c¢laim that in the three
States producing hard wheat adjoining
the Prarrie 'rovinees, the cost to the
Dakota, Montana or Minnesota farme
to madve his grain over Ameriean routes
to the Fastern States s substantially
the same _as the cost to the Prairic
farmer over the Canadinn routes to the
East.  If, as pointed out, the Canadian
grain s not o onecessity to the Minnen
polis maller it ean find ity way to the
Fastern States as cheaply over the Can
adian as over the American routes and,
therefore, the Canadian hnes will have
no difficulty an oretaining the traffie
The average rates on whent from Cen
tral North Dalaota tao Duluth s 15 cents
per 100 Ihs corresponding to a similar
distance te Fort Williwm from Canadinn
grain fields. 1 shipped by Minneapolis
the rate will he 20 cents per 100 1hs
for stopping and transfer, and to un
load, 1 cent o bushel more Thus, the
Barmers contend ot s clearly ampossibile
for the Minneapolis dealer” to hring
Canadian wheat to that market unless it
isorequired for milling there To ship
by Duluth docs not eheapen transporta
tion 1o the Fastern States market o
compared with shipment by Port Wil
lim If that be so, the farmers ax)
what have the transportation COTPATTeN
to fear? Indeed, the farmers say 1 our
rafes were .hr,.'ml«..l H -ll;'L'l';‘lu“I iy
the Finanee Minister why should not
Canadian railways carry Western Am
crrenn wheat from Minnesota, Montana
wnd Dakata to the Kastern States? Lt
e eall the monistor uttention to this
that the all water route for grain during
the open season  is by the Walland
Cannl I'or this water route there are
not ufficient hant of cannl wize ¢
irry the prain that would he offered
for the all water route and large ves
sels are used for ity transportation to
I'ort Colborne, where it is transferred
to the river hoats Port Colborne lies
ihout twenty miles west of Buffalo, The
rate for wheat to Buffalo wns at the
opening of  navigation 114 eenty per
bushel, The rate demanded to Port Col
barne, which port ean only bhe used by
Canadian bhottomw wiy 2 conts  per
that the wame
v alwo  demanded  for Georgian Bay
[ortu It i waid that Canadian bonts
femand more for hauling grain to Can

bushiel I am informee

wdinn ports than do the American hoatx
to Americean porta, and the wame grain
an be carried a longer distanece in
American hoats cheaper; but the coast
viwe lanws prevent our using Ameriean
boats to PPart Calbiorne

I'he Western farmers also point out
the new market in the Eastern

oy would have a N'I‘;l"_'yllly effect up
o the price of wheat; and as we pro
duee the best hard wheat, the Eastern
tatew an woell uy Furope would compete
fur it They also point out that the
business in Canadian wheat s largely
entralized and controlled by one Eng
lish firm to the detriment of the Canas
dinn  producer wnd  another market

would aid in checking that
The Millers’ Objection

Another argument urged agninst free
wheat 1 that it would injure Canadian

milling interests I understand from
gme millers who visited Ottawa that
they would not seriously objeet to free

ent if they could get bhetter ocean
freight rates for flour.  The farmers
ny [foow will the Western millers be
niured? [he Western home market g

Cantinued on Page 24




