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cas¢ that has not been touched at all. 1 find that cash
wheat was quoted at 97 %4 cents in St. Louis yesterday.,
The flour made from that wheat would cost $5.29 per
parrel delivered hete.  That is the price it would cost
to lay it down here, duty paid. 1 find it would cost us
jocents for freight, which is certainly very low, and
this, with the duty added, would make us pay for the
wheat $1.2215 cents lud down here.  $5.63 would be
what it would cost us to make the barrel of flour out of
the same wheat the American makes his flour out of,
making the cost to us 24 cents dearer than to the Amer-
ican. Hear, hear), Now, they have already paid the
duoty of 50 cents per barrel.  1f they pard 24 cents more,
or 74 cents net duty, we would at present prices of wheat,
be on exactly an even footing with them. \What does
this show 2 Simply, that if we get the Government to
incre. se the duty to $1 per barrcl, we will have 26 cents
protection on our $5, or about § per cent., and 1 think
our milling industry ought to be protected more than
that. ‘The woollen manufacturers are protected to the
cxtent of over 1-5, and here we are nnly asking for less
than 5 per cent,, and can’t get that. (hear, hear) ltis
a mghty queer thing, if with our fifteen milllons of
good, hard, cold cash invested in Canada, we have not

suflivient mfluence and power to get a protection of 1-5.

of what other manufacturing industries are getting.  All
1 have to say is this, that if such 1s the state of afiars,
God help the millers of Canadal 1 find by turning
over my books that six years ago, tn March, 1882, we
were paymyg $1.32 per bushe! for our wheat, and had a
margin of 34 cents on our flour. To-day any of you will
be able to say what margin you have, and will agree
with me that we don't get a quarter of that amount. Sir
L.eonard Tilley said in reply to a deputation of which 1
was one of the spokesmen, “It may be a question,
whether or not this question should not be taken im.
mediately into our earnest consideration,” Last year,
900000 barrels of flour were imported into Canada and
here we are to-day, paying something like $456,000 per
annum to the Government, for the privilege of having
Canmadians use American four in Ontario. What are
we to do about 1t 2 Gentlemen, if any one of us builds
a $10,000 mill, we have to pay a duty of $2,500 to do so.
{here is just that inuch protection on the mill furnish-
mgs, materials and machinery. True enough, the ma-
terals are manufactured in Canada, but the tnanufac-
turers are protected to the extent of 25 per cent., and we
pay that duty. (Hear, hear). 1 had the pleasure last
summer of attending a millers’ convention i Buffalo,
N. Y., and heard an address by President Sebyt ; and
he said this : “ If a mill is built, 1t is built to stay there.
You may give such opposition to the miller as will
kill haim and crush him out of business, but the mill is
there all the sume, and every ime one man is crushed
or crowded out, some other man will come along and
tike hold of that mill and work it, and make flour.
You may kill the miller every time, but the mill remains
there just the same.”  (Hear, hear). Now, just another
thmg.  Instead of one lot of millers meeting here and
another lot meeting there, and one lot wanting and ask-
w; for one thing, and another lot wanting and asking
for another, the American millers, with whom we come
o ¢ompetition, are organized every time. Why, it
was surprising, at that meeting in Buffalo, N Y., there
were millers present from all over the United States.
Same had come all the way from California to discuss
nullers’ interests. The result is, they are a power and
an intluence in the States, and their power and influence
™ felt and respected. 1 don't know any reason why we
fan't have a similar ot yanization right here 1in Canada.
Then, if we can't get what we want, and what is rightly
and justlv due us from the Government, we will take
other means adapted to that purpose. As has been
satd, i's votes Governments are after ; and if we can’t
#t what we want by asking for 1t, then we have just
£otto go to work and show what we can do, and wiil
do, and then we'll get what we want.  (Applause),

Mr. Gibbs said : * Although I am not a miller, yet I
handle Aour, but it isn’t a matter of any particular
moment to me whether I handle Minneapolis strong
bakers or Canadian flour. It is just a question whether
it nould not be better to consider the matter more care-
futly before proceeding further. There is no use asking
nwre from any Government than you are entitled to.
The difference between the duty on flour and the pro-
1= tion afforded to other manufacturing industries, is not
Just exactly as Mr, Brown has stated. 1f you get a duty
of 25 cents per barrel more than protection against the
American flour, it is a direct tax upon the people, and
you can’t get over it. Now, on woollen goods there is a
ditference, for the money is paid out to the country again
m wages, and that’s the principle of the National Policy.
4 per cent. duty on flour is a great deal higher tax on
the people than 4o per cent. duty on woollens or on any
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other article where a large number of hands are cm-
ploved in the manufacture. But, on the other hand, if
you ask for an ad valorem duty of the same extent as
the Americans have against us, then if the Government
doesn't grant this, the sympathics of the people will be
with us, for they will see we are asking for only what we
are entitled to and should have, and what won'’t be a
direct tax on the people. There is no use urging the
Government to put up the duty to make a direct tax on
the consumer. for they won't do i, and ther+'s no use
asking them. Quebec and the Lower Provinces will be
arrayed against them, and it wiil be no use asking $1 per
barrel, Better ask 75 cents and get it, than $1 and be
refused.

Mr. J. L. Spink said : 1 don't think there's anything
in what Mr, Gibbs has said atall. No miller in Canada
is going to charge the 99 cents every time beciuse he
has $1 protection against flour coming in from the
United States. There may be an idea that we would
keep up the price of flour, and so I guess would men in
any other branch of trade, but 1 cun tell you that so long
as Canadian mills can in 45 days jraanufacture all the
flour consumed in Canada, and can in 65 days make
fluur of every bushel of wheat grown in Canada, there's
no danger that I can see of any one having a huge mon-
apoly on a protective tariff of 26 cents, (Applause.)

Mr. Macdenald, of Collingwood : * We are here to-
day for the purpose of considering the milling interests
of this country, and it seems to me we ought to do so in
a quieter and more business-like manner. 1If you go
down to Ottawa and ask for $1 per barrel specific duty,
it seetns to me you will be defeated. 1 am inclined to
the opinion that we could get a specific duty equal to
what the Americans have against us. Let me just say
here, 1 would a great deal rather you got $2 ver barrel,
but, of course, no one here would ask for that much.
Now, if this meeting asks the Government to put just
the same duty on flour coming into Canada as the Amer-
icans have put on our flour going into the States, I don’t
very clearly see how they could refuse. The Gevern-
ment must look at this question in the interests of the
whole country, and not in the interests of the mullers, or
the farmers, or of any one body of people. It wust be
recmembered that the present time is one at which it
might not be wise of the Dominion Government to
assume an aggressive stand against a Government now
in power in the United States which has shown itself by
no means friendly to Canada and to Great Butain, and
on the eve of a great change in the American adminis-
tration, it would be hardly right to allow any question of
tarifl, such as the present one, to embarrass the Govern-
ment at Ottawa. 1 think if we ask for an ad walorem
tariff of 20 per cent,, we will get it, but of course if the
majority of those present want 2 specific duty of $1 per
barrel, I am willing to go in for it to make it unani-
mous.”

Mr. J. L. Spink : “1 have attended similar meetings
of this kind before, and have taken the matter up and
discussed it with the Government on a delegation to
Ottawa. As Mr, Plewes said, there has been no denial
of the fact that we have been treated unjustly, Butit is
simply, as has been said, a question of votes. I remem-
ber being told while at Ottawa, that if we brought a
deputation of 1,000 down there, the farmers would prob-.
ably bring down 20,000, It i simply a question of votes,
and nothing more. There is one point we have now we
did not have before. The Government is interested in
apening up the North-West, and I have no doubt some-
thing might be done by the C. P. R. interests down at
Ottawa, if the arguments were put that way, aud it were
shown how much more Manitoba and North West wheat
would be required down here mn Ontario if American
flour were kept out.”

Mr. Caldwell, M. P. P, for Lanark : *“ Let us ask what
we have a right to have, and no more, and then it we
are refused, we can do something, for the public will feel
we are under an injustice. 1 we make a moderate re-
quest of the Government, we will probably get it.”

Mr. Plewes : “1 don't advise being moderate. That’s
the way we did be-ore, and we have paid for it, too.
(Applause). Let the request we are making of the
Government be a unanimous one, and we will have it
granted if they see we are in earnest, for there can be no
denying but that it is a moderate one.”

Mr. Macdonald, of Collingwood : * If the majority of
the meeting want the $1 per barrel specific duty, | am
perfectly satisfied to let it be so, and in fact would rather
have it, but it would be better to ask for just 20 per cent.
ad valorem, the same as the Awmericans have against us.”

Mr. Snider, M. P. P., of St. Jacobs : “20 per cent.
will be enough duty for us, and will give us a show
against the Americans, for I think with that duty, we can
compete with them very favorably.”

Mr. Edmonson, Oshawa: *“1 favor the $t duty.

The Farmers’ Institute of Oshawa held a meeting and
expressed their opinion that we ought to get it. They
were to have brought the matter vp at the Central
Institute here for approval.  \WVith respect to the 20 per
cent. ad walorem, that would be inSome cases less than
50 cents per barrel specific on low grades, and some low
grades would even get in at 35 and 4o cents duty. 1
will vote for the $1 spealfic duty.”

The discussion here closed, and the resolution asking
for a duty of $1 per barrel was unanimously adopted.

SOME ADDITIONAL OPINIONS.

Gatt, ONT, 2%hb Jan., 1889,
MESsks, STARKR BRros, ‘Toronto,

AR Sirs, Your petitions were received tusagnn We think,
however, that thes do not go quite tar enongh, Our senfor has
teen appomted s @ delegate o go 1o Onawa b the Western
Milters Assocation, and we are of gpmivn that the tanff should
be equal to that of the United States, vz, 1 per barel, Do you
not think it would Ix well for you to amend the figures w your
pettions by making them equal to the amount charged Wy the

American Goveenwient 2
Yours truls,
Tobp MinLise Co,

Losbox, ONr,, Jan. 26th, 1384,
Missks, Srark Bros, Toronto.

GLNTLLMEN,  Your aircular letter dated 2md st also Blank
petitions for sgoatres cune duls to band We will try and get
them hiled up and tetarned to yo odarg the st week i Fobrn
an. You deserse the thanks of the nillees of Catario for the
arcat trouble vou buve put sourself 1o in ther bebadf, and, if sue.
cessful, we will send son to Pardiament, provided you promise 1o
heep all Amencan flour out of the Dommion of Canada in future.

Yours truly.
HusT Brorigks,

.
—

ZURicn, Jan, 24th, 188q.
MEssgs, Rrark Bros, Toronto.

DLAR SIS, We have yout letter, absy petitions, of 23ed, inst.,
which 1 quite undestand. You say, have all these petitions
sgned. Now, (proposition No, t) where duty on wheat is reduced
3 cents, an advance of ten on flour is no good.  This w il not keep
Atriericans out of our market.  Proposition No. 2 js abont right in
my estmiation. Weare wiling to spend time and money on this

objeet to make it success,
Yours tralv,

o WiLavs & Co.

WaLkERI0N, FRB gth, 1880,
MEsses, STARK Bros., Toronto
DEAK Stks, -1 return toaday o sonr address the petitions.
Sendthem to He Cangill sq., Ottasa, our member. 1 hase spoken
to hin about them, and he s m Linar of the abiject, being himself
annller. 1 hopae it may do something for us,
Yours truly,
) Lk,

Hawntox, Feb, 16th, 1889,
Micsks, SUARK Bros . Toronto,

DEAR Sties,~Your card to hand and soted Thanks for your
kmd inutation. Sorry Twill be unable toattend  Hope you will
have a goad mecting, and appoint delegates that wall hase the de-
sired effeet when they go to Onawa,

Yours traiy,
Jas, bestor,

SHERBROOKE, QUE., Jan, 28th, 1886.
MEssks, Sravk Bros,, Toronto,

DEAR Siks, —With reference to the petition sheets yoit sent us,
doyon wish them fitled on both sides? \We have secured the
names of ali the prominent men in town, and of you want both
Ndes tilled, or would prefer the rames on another sheet, let us hear,
or send us tew sheets and we will do a< son wish at once,  We
heartily concur with this movement, and will do all in our power
to make it a success as far as this district goes,

‘ours traly,
Macrartase Mitase Co,

. Osnawa, Feb, rath, 188q.
MEssks, SrakR Bros , “Toronto,

DEAR SRS, Ao petstion. The Oshawa Farmens [nstitute passed

A unaninous resolution asking the Governient to place a duty of

20 per cente o valorent on flour. The resolution will cotme out in

the daily journils on Monday,  Uhe Centrnd tnstitute will meet in

the City Hall, “Toronto, on “Tuesday.  “There will be proesent dele

ates from every Farmens” Institute an the Provinee. Would advise

that von get the very strongest depmtation: vorr passibly e, aned

press our petition on them for adoption,  1If you think it well 10
have the fanuers co-aperition, you may obtain it in this wav,

Yonur truly,
1. 8, Eovoxnsoy,

DUSKVILLE, Feb, t8th, 1880,
Mussks, SrakR Bros., Toronto,

DEAR Sk, - regeet sery much 1 cannot be at sour meeting
on Tuesday, as e scheme s o geerd one, and shoutd e worked
wath alt force powible.  When l:tough with it T wish you or
some of the millers present will form an Association for millers,
clecting necesaary officers. 1 doubt if there is a miller in Omiario
who would not become a member. We wonld, through an As.
sociation be able to tope with the ** bear ™~ clement which exists in
the provinces ;. also acquunt cach other wath wany grivvances now
enisting.

Yonrs truly,
Jous Moovr.

. FERGUS, Feh, 181h, 188
MEssks, STARR BRros,, Toronto.

DEAR Siks, ~] regret exceedingly that 1 shall be unable to at-
tend the wiflers” mecting on Tucsday, as 1 sympathize with the
object in view, The present tarift is not only unfair to the Cana-



