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PERFORMANCES

L L. THE FINANCES S
The Conservat1ves were in powér 18 years,- 1878 to 1896 and 1n the last e
j.v'ﬁfteen years of that pertod 1881 to 1896, they had’ srx deﬁc1ts S T

The L1berals came"into’ power in 1896 and dur1ng the past ﬁfteen years i
,/-_'(1896 1911) they have had but one (deficit, and that was the first: year ‘after’ - .
"{gettmg into, office. and before the’ tarlff was readJusted When the Tariff was -
_rarranged on'a revenue bas.1s deﬁcxts vamshed and, up- Went the surpluses and:»:"v o
1n the last ﬁscal year the surplus Was over 3o mtlhons el L e

THE TARIFF

nr In the L1beral platform adopted in 1893 1t was’ declared that the tar1ff,_' o
e should be so arranged as to promote freer trade with the. Whole World more' L
{'-‘partlcularly with Great Br1ta1n and ‘the United States.”, R A A

7

‘ The general 1ead]ustments inthe tariff whlch have taken place (1897 and .
rgo7), since” 1896, ‘the denunciation of the- Belgium . and German. Treatles,';'_V
. “which stood in the way of. trade negotlattons with Great ‘Britain, -the British™ ...~

C f‘preference, the French Treaty, and the rec'1proc1ty agreement Wlth the Umtad o .
States, now. before the people of Canada for’ acceptance or rejection as.it has" T o
g "'fbeen passed: by Both Houses of Congress and - sighed by the Presudent of the' . - . 7
- Utiited States, all tend to the fulﬁlment of the pledge glven in 1893 by the: . [
“5:"L1berals O S
4 The L1bera1 Government had a dlfﬁcult cond1t1on of affalrs to face m_‘;'g e
N 1896 The industrial interests that came into existence as a result of a h1gh cS T
" L taxation® pollcy had to be considered.’ Capltal had been 1nvested " The. in- '
terests of the Worklng classes had to be cons.1dered A sudden change m1srhtv, ,
‘ ';;‘brlng disaster to many,. Indeed there Was no more potent factor in keepmg
~ the Liberal party out-of power for years than the fear of a radical. change in
o tariff condltlons which was sedulously developed by the1r opponents But" 1
t;fthe records show" that without dlsturbmg the commerc1al and buslness con-. - - .
: drtrons that had arlsen, the Liberal Government made a wise reductlon in the -

'u_ ftaxatlon s0° that customs dut1es are on the average more than thlrteen per
' “cent. less than they were in 1896 the year the L1berals assumed the reins of

s ofﬁce : - : ' '




THE. 'TA\_R,I’FFN POLiCY OF THE GOVERN4 | |

THE TWO TRADE POLICIES COMPARED. \
Y ~ - - _ - o ’ . .(‘-.

SPLENDID RESULTS FROM THE LIBERAL POLICY.
The purpose of this chapter is to review the business policy of the Lib-
_eral Governntent, to compare it with the results of past Conservative Policy,
- and to discuss the present attitude of the two great political parties on the
" trade question. - S : : '
o THE HISTORY OF FISCAL LEGISLATION. N
+ " In 1879, what was known as the National Policy, introduced by o N

the Goveriiment of Sir John MacDonald, became law. As most people know,
what that policy had for its chief object was to inc¢rease duty on importation
. .- and thus assist native manufacturing industries. Taxation on importations was
) , - declared to be necessary to enable infant manufacturing concerns to secure. ,
;- a sure footing. The promoters of the policy lieralded it with a'gredt flourish , : ‘

} of trumpets. It was.to make Canada a great manufacturing nation; it would =~ . |
“develop a large home market, which would greatly benefit the farmer; the
land was to be dotted with the tall chimneys of busy factories; immigration .
would be attracted, and the Great North West would be rapidly peopled.. :
Business men were advised to “clap on all sail,” and take no heed for to-
morrow, for that was assured. - o ‘

WHAT WERE THE RESULTS?

. . For afew years all went well. Business prospered and considerable ac- -
I tivity was -manifested in manufacturing circles. Men with money, tempted
‘ © by the bait of large profits to accrue from the policy of stiff protection, in- - -
vested freely in manufacturing concerns.” A return of general good times all f*
over the world helped the policy along, and all the . indications seemed to /. "%
point towards the fulfilment of the promises held out to the people. But un- :
fortunately for Canada the policy did not wear well. = Afer the first four or - .
fivé years there came a lull, and to a certain extent, a re-action was witness- . |
~~ ed. The promise of a greatly enlarged home market was not realized, but- ) N
~.the ‘bait of large profits from manufacturing had been too tempting, and as '
a restlt too many factories in certain lines had been established. Over pro- _
duction followed, internal competition became very keen, and institutions ¥
unable to stand the strain went to the wall. It Was a Case of Being Pro-
tected to Death: From then down to 1896, the country made some progress,
“~good progress the champions of the National Policy called it—but com-
pared with the recent past, it was very slow, and certainly not in anything
like the proportions the great natural resources of the country warranted.
The manufacturers themselves, who were supposed to be the parties
who would ‘benefit most by the policy, while fairly well employed, did not
seem to make the progress that had been anticipated. They were practically
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extent for which -preparations-had in some cases been made, . ,

‘As'time went on the dimmer grew thé hope that there would be a coms |
plete realization of the promises made for the National Policy. In the middle -
. nineties_the Conservatives themselves became alarmed, and made.an- attempt

?‘_ ist tree.-

draggm they finally hacked at.their main mast “High Protection” -iri - the,
. ‘effort to save themselves, rather than go down tq defeat “sticking - to- their - -
p11nc1ples The evidence of this, as:many manufacturers know, is to - be".

_found in thé Tariff of 1894, as compared with the prévious one. ' v

natronal accounts

1y,

THE FAILURE OF THE NATIONAL POLICY

v The Natlonal Policy. Had Certamly Not Made Us Rich.. We made pro-r ’
‘gress during its lifétime, as'wé have.said—the great natural wealthoof the "
' ¢ountry being bound to make itself - felt, even :under - the “most - dlsadvan-‘l )
tageous circumstances—but the progress was not what it should have heen

past it was snall lrke 1ndeed : ST e

THE LIBERAL POLICY OF A REVENUE TARIFF

e leelals came into” power in June, 1896 W1th a declared policy,. to.‘ ,
substrtute for the Conservat1ve Tariff a sound fiscal policy, which, while not -

‘Government, that it should be so ‘adjusted as to make free or bear as-lightly
niote freer trade with the. whole ‘world, partrcularly wrth Great Britam and.

‘After-an’ exhaustive - enqurry by a commlttee of the Government a new_y
Tarlff was introduced ‘which in ‘1897 - :

(1) Materlally reduced duties on’ many necess1t1es and staple commodl-,
tles used’ by consumers generally. : ’

farmer the miner, the ﬁsherman, and the manufactirer. LT
(3) Rediiced duties-on iron and steel, which form -the staple raw ma-/

terlal of many industries; duties on other raw materials were also lowered. .
(4) .Simplified the classification ofrarticles for’ duty. purposes, and there—

by énsured more uniform administration.

. ' (5) And last, but not by any means. least, gave a substan‘mal preference

L el 2 to the products and manufactures of Great Britain over the rest.of the world.

DEPE -+ As . most fair minded people recognizeé, the Government in" 1897 made an .

conﬁned to. the- home market Wh1ch Thad not enlarged apprec1ab1y, or to the', S

to lop off What they termed moulderlng b1anches on. the ultra p1 otectron—

They had, to a: great extent lost faith in their pohcy The facts were_'
aframst them. - Driven about in. the storm_of - pubhc opinion with their anchor

: ‘The conditions prevailing in' the country- then could scarcely have been ~

. ‘much worse.: Business was ina stagnant state. .The spirit of entérprise was. - .
* .notably lacking. Our population ‘was dwindling, there being a steady exodus™. -~ ..
" to the United States: Deﬁcrts were 1ecorded ‘WIth frequency 1n} the ahiual - ‘

* in'this young-and inherently wealthy country—and compared W1th the recentr .

dorng irijdstice to any’ class, would promote: domestic and fore1gn trade and . '
“hasten the, return of prosperity to our people. - Theéy had also declared that * ‘
.- the Tariff should be reduced to the needs of ‘honest; economical, and efﬁclent; Yot
as possible upon the necessaries of life; and should be so arranged as to pro-: - ]

the United States. . = CoT

. (2)" Placed ‘on the Free List certain artrcles of prlme necess1ty to the s

5 L . earnest -and -honest effort-to solve the Tariff problem, and give the people : av, -
Lo law Wthh aimed at equality of treatment, which endeavored to reconcile con- '~ .-

ﬂlctmg mterests, as far as poss1b1e with- Jut doing 1n3ust1ce to any class, andp’,

L -
Lo
’ . -
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: W‘hlch fulther had for its ob]ect the: pnfomotlon of the ge11e1al Welfale No.

. class or interest was-singled out for undue favor, “The Government recog-

nized to the full that the varied producing interests of Canada necessitated.

- and Demanded a Fiscal Policy Framed, as Far as Practicable, In a Spirit of

Moderation,-and so adapted- as-to. dlstnbute the burdens of” taxatlon as WeIl )

-as the beueﬁts auslng therefmm, as equally as poss1b1e :
Look at our position for a moment: we.have five gleat sotirces “of na—

e

tional wealth, namely, the farm, the forest, the fisheries,-the mines; and our "

'111'11111fact111111g industries. ” We keep natlonal ‘house on-the income derived-

" from them, 'Now it will-be apparent that the interests and needs. of these

various ploducmg branches are not identical. They conflict in some in- :
stances very strongly. “"The farmer, fof instance, has to pay lnghe1 prices for
his articles of necessity. and comfort by reason of Customs. duties bemg im-

"posed thereon—whereas, on the other hand, the prices of his principal pro-
ducts are largely determined in the markets’ of the world. So far as the sell-
-1ig value of his p11nc1pa1 products. are concerned, a Customs Tariff cannot

- assist him. : The miner, too,. could buy most of his supplies and machinery :
~ cheaper if they ,were, free from, duty. Then, again, look at the case of the -

- fisherman., They are chiefly located in the Provinces forming the extreme

boundaries: of the Dominion, and by reason of distaice from otir centres of
popitlation, are unable to supply the markets there; and consequently are
obliged t6 export the bulk of their catch to foreign markets ‘easier to reach, -
“but where they have to encounter stiff competition.  The lumbenmm, too, is

affected by the Tariff on his commodities. -
: Now we want to conserve and develop all otr income ploducmg 1nter~

ests, manufacturing, farming, mining, fishing, and lmnbenug We require

. them all—none can be spared. We submit,’ the1efo1e again, that the-true
‘fiscal policy for Canada is one of reasonable modelatlon, and where assist-
ance of protection by means of a Tariff be necessary to any interest, the
measure of such State aid should be carefully considered, if in its natire there

is a tendency to diminish . the productiveness of any.of éur-other sources of .

national income, by decreasing the ‘purchasing power of the producers. The
aim should be to promote the utmost development in all industrial pursuits,
pa1tlculally such as the country is most naturally adapted for, and provide
‘f01 the people generally the mammum amount of ploﬁtable labor. -

MANUFACTURING AND THE TARIFF

Manufactuung interests always bulk lalgely in Tariff. dlscussmns and
deservedly so, but though they are of tmmense benefit to the country, they
are not more so than the agricultural industries. Indeed, if we take the pop-
ulation engaged, and- the cmpual invested in farming and ranching, these in-
dustries bulk greater in the national wealth. No one wants to hurt the

N

-thanufacturers, on the contrary, there is a ge11e1a1 desire, irrespective of poli- -

tics, to see them prosper. Everybody recognizes -that manufactuung insti-
tut1ons .(of a varied character, too) are necessary to build up a great natlon,
and acknowlcdoes that it \vould be undesirable to contlnue our '1ttcnt on to
purely pastoml pursuits.

Liberals claim that it is equally 1mp01t'1nt to make the falm enticing and

to encourage manufacturing; and in making the farm eiticing you help

111'11111f'1ctm1no in the best possible way. One of the greatest handicaps the
Canadian manufactulel labors under is the smallness of the home market.
. How better can you enlarge that market than by populating the hitherto un-
settled f'u ming- aud ranching districts; and how better can you do that than

.6

<
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‘by mak1ng farmlng and ranch1ng l1fe as ent1c1ng in‘a ﬁnanclal sense as pns-.‘ ' L \
sible? . Ly
We conﬁdently subm1t that compared Wlth the Nat1ona1 Pol1cy, the- L1b

.. -eral Tariff is an- immense improvement, that it is based on better and truer =~ . . R
" principles, and that experlence has proved it to be the best 'I‘ar1ff that Canada SR
..\has ever had.: ‘ , ,

A DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE TWO POLICIES

. At ‘this stage we wish to point ‘out one very 1mportant d1st1nct1on be~v
‘tween the pohcles of ‘the two ‘great parties. It is this: when the Conserva-

- tives, were 1n _power’ they considered the Tariff to be almost eve1yth1ng 'I‘hey

“introduced 'the National Policy, blindered through-the construction of- the - S

"'C.'P. 'Ry., and then fell asleep, waking at 1ntervals only to quarrel among P T
“themselves in true 'I‘ory fashion. = T

‘The Liberals, on the other hand, have backed up and supported the1r '

’ sc1ent1ﬁc Tariff pol1cy with*a sound, . ,vigorous and  progréssive - business -

~ policy. 'I‘hey realized that the farmer could not bé benefited ‘much; if any; .

" by protective duties on his products, but they also-saw that they could bene- -

* fit him by cheapenlng the ccost of transportation, and they devoted their best’ o

, '»energles towards 1mprov1ng and enla1g1ng transportat10n facilities all over - L

- the’country. ; A most vigorous policy in this, réspect was pursued wiih first-, ‘ . l

“class results. ‘They saw, too,. that the’ manufacturer .could be’ g1eat1y bene— PR

- fited by enlargmg his home market, and they 1nst1tuted ) v1gorous 1mm1gra- !
_tlon pol1cy which has been” marvellously successful N L)

‘Cold ‘storage facilities of an excellent character Were prov1ded for the '

K 'products of the farm and. orchard also for bait for the fishermen of the Mar1—- REE I
~time. Provinces.' Postage rates were substantially redticed, and many reforms . j Sl

- in the Bost Office: Department were instituted. Combinations in ‘restraint of -

. trade were checked. The country’s credit -was “bettered. . Postal rates ‘were ;-

- réduced. - Agriculture was. aided. - The great North West was developed: -

- The country was made fayorably known throughout the -world. The Canal .
system--was rushed to completion. ., ‘Crow’s. Nest . Pass’ Rallway was huilt,

" "The Intércolonial: Ra1lway "was extended to Montreal and; modernly -equip-

ped. Ocean ports, -harbois and rivers.were vastly 1mproved Constructlon

‘- of .a National Transcontmental Railway was’ entered ‘upon, - Colonization: :

- .. ‘and ‘other rallways were, assisted all over. the country by subsidies and guar-

" :antee of bonds. ~Canal tolls and steamboat dues were abolished.” Rallways,

' Telegraphs ‘and" 'I‘elephones were. placed finder the complete regulatlon ‘and’
control of a- Ra11way Commission. : Labor, strikes were averted.’, Commer= - "7 *"
cial’ dgencies were appo1nted in.a great many. countries... The resources of _ S

"the country were splend1dly exh1b1ted at every expos1t10n held throughout R
/the world. .- - A Qo LT

S To -carry out their: plans the Government needed large revenues——-the S \
Tarlff was designed.to produce them, and it has achieved its object. Thein- .

o creased moneys hdve been . - freely but wisely expended; and. the Gov- .
#l4 e’ ernment were enabled thefeby.to assist the producing interests: of the coun-’ A
o7 L try by providing necessary public works,:railways, etc., and in many other- '

--useful ‘ways ' It is-undoubtedly true that the. prosperlty of recent years. has ;
to a considerable extent been brought about by the action of the Government™ o

- Y in these respects. When the Conservatives were. in . office - they defray— .‘
0. ed the cost of public Works by adding to the public debt S
R : Under the prom1sed Conservative Trade Policy of complete exclus1on, o

large revenues would not’ be obtalnable, and’ consequently, if great pubhc

”»A ) o S . " :7:0«*
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~ works Wele to be carried on, we Would have to go mto debt agam to pay for
jthem . - . L
THE STRIKING FEATURES OF THE GOVERNMENT’S
. " TRADE POLICY.
Peihaps the most striking features of the Government’s. T1ade Pohcy

‘have been its progressiveness, originality and adaptabﬂlty Sir Wilfrid .

Laurier and his colleagues are imbued with the progressive 'spirit of the age,
“and they have adapted their policy from time o time to meet the changes in
. circumstances and conditions, They have boldly faced new conditions, anid
. dealt with them not theoretically, but in a careful, practical, business-like

way. ~ They have, moreover, cut out new paths in ﬁscal leglslat1o11 for them- .

selves
PREFERENTIAL . TARIFF

Flrst -they. p1omulgated the policy of giving a plefele‘nce to'the manu-

Afactured ploducts of.the Mother Country and her colonies over all other
countries in the world. This was admittedly a splendid stroke of business,
which has redounded to the great advantage of Canada. :

' ‘Not only did it berefit' Great Britain—a great - customer for our agncu]

tural and other natural products—but it directly and inderectly helped the
- Canadian consumer. The Conservatives talked and theorized for years on the

sub]ect of Preferential Trade, but never got within-a hundred miles of the fir-

ing line. The Liberals acted promptly, wisely and Well In Lh1s g1e'1t ques-

tion Canada has led the way to the Empire.
THE SURTAX.—BUT REPEALED IN igro.

* 'The next important and radical step taken by the Government was the -

imposition of a Surtax, in addition to the ordinary Customs Duty, upon the
p1oducts of Germany. That country had attempted to intimidate us by class-
ing our products under their maximum or penalty Tariff, because, forsooth,
we had given a preference in trade to our Motherland. Such a position was,
of course, absurd for a country like Germany to take, but notwithstanding
the protests of otr' Government, they. maintained it. FEvery possible effort
was made by the Government to get the Germans to take a more reasonable
view, but without avail, so retaliation was resorted to, a stiff Surtax of one-
third the ordinary | Customs duty being imposed.: Here again the Government
scored a triumph, not only for Canada, but for the whole British Empire, It

was an excellent Canadian Roland for the German Oliver. ‘The trade of Ger- .

many with us had fallen off 50 per cent. while the Surtax was imposed. The
German attitude was an attempt to thwart the movement for Preferential
“Trade relation within the British Empire, which; if submitted to, would per-
‘haps have been the death blow to the movement. In 1910 Gernnny took a
different view of the question and did not discriminate.against Canada with
the result that on March 1st, 1910, the Surtax was 1epea1ed

THE ANTI-DUMPING LAW.

- At a recent session of Parliament a still more important and striking de-
parture in fiscal legislation was made. We refer to the adoption of what is
popularly known as .the “anti-dumping law.” THere again the Government
had to face changed conditions, requiring bold and drastic treatment. Under
this law Canadian manufacturers ‘are effectually protected against the
- sllaughtenng of manufactured goods in Canada in unfair compet1t1on with
them




Y

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS S

The attitude of the Government as rega1ds trusts and combmatxons in

* be remembered, ‘they took the power to punish trusts and combinations that o

1cst1a1nt of trade is also worthy of attention. In their tariff of 1897, as will
“unduly enhance the price of any article or that by any other method undaly

consumers.” ~ The method. of punishment or retaliation adopted was the re-

. duction of the duty on the article in questlon "In 1902, it was established by
Royal Commission that a combine existed in the paper making trade of the

country, under the operations of which prices were undily enhanced, and

". the Govérnment accordmgly 1educed the duty on Prmtmg Papex from 25 to
) 15 per cent. . .

A law was a1so passed 1estra1nmg the monopohstlc p1act1ces in_ Canac.a

: of the Atnerican Tobacco Company.

In 1910 a law was placed on the statute book prov1d1ng for thorough in-

"Vest1gatlon of. compames by judicial procedure

’

. TARIFF REVISION 1907,

and a complete revision took place againin 1907. In these changes the Gov-

PREFERL‘NCE EXTENDED TO BRITISH COLONIES

South Afrxca, and Barbadoes.

Y Asa result of the Preference in “New Zealand the. Cannerles of Br1t1sh :
-Columbia captured almost the eitire trade ‘of that country, and shut the cafi- -

' inenes of the Umted States out oo o -

FAVORED NATION TREATMENT WITH ]APAN

By tleaty with’ Japan Canadian products were guaranteed favored na-

" tional treatment‘and placed upon the minimum tariff of Japan. This was re-

- pealed, but in consequence of -an act passed by the Canadian Parliament on ’
- the 1g9th of May, 1911, and proclaimed to be . in force on July 17th, 1911, for
‘two years, it has been agreed on the part of the Imperial Japanese Govern-

ment that the Government accord the most favored national treatment to

“Canadian goods as contemplated by the said act. This. fav01ed nat1ona1 treat-

ment’ therefore contmues for two, years.

CANADA LED THE WAY TO THE EMPIRE

The example of Canada in estabhshmg the Pleferentxal Tarncf has been -

'followed by nearly all the Brltlsh Colomes BRE

CANADA NOW PRACTICALLY MAKES HER OWN TREATIES ‘

- In 1907 the Hon, W.'S: Fielding, Migister of I‘mance, and the Hon.' L: P
' BI‘OdGUI, Minister of Marme and, Plsherles acting for Canada by virtue of

g

promotes the advantage of manufacturers or-dealers at the expense of.the -

l‘he Tauif was changed from- time to time after the first revision in 1897,

erimeént kept steadily ‘in view the one object, to deal farrly by the whole peo- -
 ple, and not favor unduly any partxcular section. ,

The Preferent1al Tar1ff was extended to most “of- the Butrsh Colomes,_
and in return Canada secured a P1eference m the markets of New Zealan(l



" plenipotentiaty powers ngen to’ them by the British Govemment concluded
_ a trade treaty with Frauce, which was approved by the Parhaments of- Canada '
. and of France and amended in. I909 , .

This Treaty is of advantage to Canad1an t1ade The list o{ a1ticlé$'
covered by the Treaty is very much larger than the list of articles specified
" in the old French T1eaty, and it is*in evely way a much better Treaty for
Canada. : o -

It is worthy of spec1a1 note that this is the ﬁlSt Treaty ever made by ne-

gotiation of Canadian Statesmen without the assistance of Statesmen 1epre—
 senting Great . Britain, our Mother Count1y ' L

In connection with this Treaty’ the British Government took the Wlse‘
view that Canada ought t6 know her own business best, and should be left.
free to negotiate her own Treatles, subject, however, to the concurrence of - -
the British Government. This is undoubtedly a lgng step fmward in the
: Nation-building of Canada. -

INTERMEDIATE TARIFF

‘The adoption-at the last revision of the Tariff of an Inter medlate Tal iff
places a lever in the hands of the Government to batrgain forfavors in other.
countries. Favm for favor is the pr mc1p1e under lymg this legislation:

' REDUCTION ‘OF TAXATION.

,In t896 under the Conservative Tar iff, $18.28 was the average amount
of Customs duty paid upon every hundled dollals wo1th of goods 1mpo1ted
-into this country. ,

Under the Liberals theaverage rates have been as follo'ws“:——

I807 . e v e e e --$17.87
1898. ... ... ... e " 16.05
I800. ottt e e 16.70
6 0T S P P 15.08
0o ) PP SR 16.06
TQOZ. . ottt i T ©'15.99
R0 S 15.87
TOOG e v e v et e e 16,28
o '16.04
I000. o i e e e, 16.07
D007t ettt e e e 15.66
L0008, o ot 16.27
0o T 16.11
0 T o FO O S 16.24

If since the Liberals have been in power the Conservative average rate
of taxation in 1896 had been levied upon all the imports, about 75 million dol-
lars more duties would have been collected. That is the fair measure of the
1eductlon of taxation brought about by the Liberals,

10
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The Followmg is .a Companson of /the Rates of Duty Under the Conservatwe
Tariff of 1896 and Under the Present Tariff, on Certa1n Well~
Known Articles.

CONSERVATIVE .

TARIFF.

ARTICLE. LIBERAL
- ’ “TARITF. ‘
: ) British -~ |Intermediate General
Preferential Tariff. “Tariff.
- - Tariff, B ‘ : Co
Indian Corn...... e 7 / c. per bus., Free . Free , - Free . .. _.
-Rape Seed, sowing.......... 10pe....n i, . FPree Free -~ " Pree
‘Seed Beans from Great Brltam 15c. per bus.._ ceoof . Pree - Free - Pree
Binder Twine........ e 12X p . Free Free. FPree
Cordage........... e 1Yc. per lb and- ., - Lo
S d 10 p.c., equiva- ‘
. lentsto from 28 L ) : - L
N t0.35 p.c.. 20-p.c. 22 Y% p.c. 25 p.c.
Books on the a plication of P /}vp : . P .
- Science to Ind%strles ‘of all ) ) :
kinds......... .. ... . 6c. perlb........ . Pree - Free .Free-
Books for the use of Mechanics’ o - ) . '
- Institutes, Libraries of Uni-| .~ - N . o N
versities, Colleges or Schools 6e.perlb........ _Pree Pree Free
Cream Sepa1 ators........... 279pc.iv e, . TFree Free Free’
Barbed Fencing ere of iron| . T _
orsteel..........:....0... / c. per lb ....... - TPree Free Free.‘
Galvanized Wire, iron or steel _ S L T
" 9,12 and 13 gaug,........ 25 PClii . Free Free Free
- “Wire Pencing,” woven wire . o o Sl
fencing of iron-or steel.. 27/pc 10 p.c. . 1224 pic. 15pc e
* Wire of all kinds, n.o.p......[25 p.c.. 15pc. : 17 % .p.c: 20 p.c. :
PFerment Cultures for- Butter . ‘ S
making......... e Rates var y in g v .
- * from 20 p.¢. up-f - : .
: : wards. e . FPree”~ | - Free . Tree -
AGRICULTURAL Imps. B S ' L
: v B N :
. Farm, Road or Field. Rollers. 35 PCoveniennn. 15 pec. \22Y pe. | 25p.c.
PForks, pronged......... .. 35pcCuiivniinny 15pec. - 20 p.c. 2214 p.c.
Hay Tedders ......... PP 35 PCoeeiiiini.. 15 p.c. 224 pe. | 25 pe. -
- Hay Loaders............... 35 p.c.... 15 p.c. 2235 p.e. |0 25 per
_Potato Dlggers . 135 p. c 15 p.c,’ 2234 p.c. 25 p.e. .
" Hoes....:. . ov ol 135 p.e 15-p.c. 20 pc. - 224 pe.
Spades and Shovels lSOc per doz, and o . o . T
. 25-p.c., equiva- o -
lent to about : o . / .
o S ) - 38pe......... - 20 p.c. 30" © 321 p.c.
* “Panning Mills..........:....|35 p.c... 15 gAcA : 221 pc S25 pI,)c. )
Grain Crushers.. ‘.,......35pc 15 "22/pc © 25pe., L
CCWindmills.. L e 30pc..../u_....’ pc 7% pc.. | 20pic.’
" Threshers and Separators....[30p.c.......... 15 p.c. 1734 p.c. 20 p.c..’
PFodder and Feed Cutters. .. .|35 p.c.. (. 15 pec. © 224 p.c. 25 p.c..
Mowing Machines, Ha.rvesters . . . i . L
and Reapers.......... . ... S 12 ¢ 17 .c. - 174 p.c'
Stoves of all kinds.......... /ppc 22? II; c. | .25 p.ec
Table Cutlery of aH kmds 20pet 2714 p.c. 30 p.c. -
Pumps........... PP L 130"D. 15 p.c. 25 p.c. 27%. p. C
Locks. s oLl . 32% PCoonin il 15 p.c 25 p.c - 21X p
. Nails, wire of alt kmds ....... le.'perib.. . ..... 4-10c. 1b 5-10c. 1b. . 6-10c. lb
_~ -Butts and Hinges e 32 DG 15 p.c. 25 p.c. 274 pi;
© . Sleighs............ TP < [ 25 « X e 1714 p.c. 2234 p.c. 25 p.e -
Coal, B1tummous ........... >, 160c. per ton.. ... 35¢. per ton. 45c. per'ton | 53c. per ton
Coal 011 ....... e ~.16c. per gal ....... 1%4c. per gal. 2/c per gal.i2 K. pe1 gal.




canning fish............

Free

ARTICLE. CONSERVATIVE LiBEraL TARIFF.
) TARIPF. - K o
British Intermediate| General
Preferential Tariff. Tariff.
Tariff. :
Lubricating Oil, composed i
wholly or in part of Petro- . . :
lewm . vo.ou i ...|6¢. per gal.......|1c. per gal.|2k5¢c. per gal.|234c. per gal.
Candles.................... 30 pc.i.. e 15 p.c. 221 p.c.. 25 p.e. -
Common and Colourless Win- ’ .
: 20 pcie. e o - 7 pec. 1214 p.c. 15 p.c.

‘ ; 25pCni iy 15 p.c. 1714 p.c. 20 p.c.
Grey Cotton Pabrics......... |22 p.co..vovn .. 15 p.c. 221 p.c. 25 p.c.
Cotton Sheets............... 32 pCoen ... | 17% p.c 2214 p.c. 25 p.c.
Cotton .Shirts, costing more :

than 83 pet doz........... $1 per doz. and}] If dyed, If dyed, . If dyed,
o 25 p.c., equiva-| 25 p.c. 30 p.c. 324 peo
) ) lent to 37 p.c.| If undyed, | If undyed, | If undyed,
S . adval.........} 1734 p.c. 221 p.c. 25 p.c.
Cotton Sewing Thread....... 25 pe..... IR 17y p.c. 221 p.c. 25 p.c.
Cotton Fabrics, undyed... ... 2S pCi vt 17% p.c. 2214 p.c. 25 p.c
Socks and Stockings.... .. ...|10c. per doz. prs
) an& 35 pic. ... 25 p.c. 321 p.c. 35 p.c.
Blankets............... ..., 5c. per Ib. and 25| If wholly of : )
' : ' S I, pure wool, | .
Bquivalent to 39 2214 ?.c. 30 p.c. 35.p.c..
PCoevnn AP If not of pure
. ' . wool, 30 p.c. 35 p.c. 35 p.c.
Woollen Socks and Stockings.|10c. per doz. prs. )
' s and 35 p.c..... : 25 p.c. 32Y¥ pc. - 35 p.c
- Undershirts and Drawers... . /35 p.c..... e 221 p.c. 30 p.c. - 35 p.c.
Woollen Cloths............. 5c. per Ib. and 25 :
‘ ' ‘ PoCrvevinnnnn 30 p.c. - 35 p.c. 35 p.c.
Equivalent to : .
‘ad val duties
ranging from 39
C : too0 p.e.......
Flannels, plain.............. 5c. per 1b. & 25 p.cf 2235 p.c. 30 p.c. - 35 p.c.
Wheat Flour............... 75¢c. per bbl... ... 40c. per bbl. | 50c. per bbl. | 60c. per bbl.
Rice, cleaned......... N 1%c. perlb...... | 50c. 100 Ibs. | 65¢. 100 1bs. | 75¢. 100 Ibs.
Oranges..................n Specific rates, C
T equivalent to 15 .
S . PCovininiiiiny Tree Free Free
Wall Paper................. Average rate, abt. : '
. 39 pCoiveno .| 2234 pec. 3214 p.c. 35 p.c.
Head Ropes for fishermen.. . .|1}c. per Ib. and o .
10pe......... Iree - Free Free
Refined Cotton Seed Oil, for
20pCee e, IFree Free -

~ Very many more items could be added to this list, but as it stands it
conveys a fair idea of the character of the changes that have been made by

the Liberal Government.

"In the foregoing list no reference is made to articles used by manufac- -

turers. A great many reductions were made in the duties on raw materials
or semi-finished products used by manufacturers.

In considering the Liberal Tariff, and comparing it with the Counserva-
tive Tariff, the fact should be borne well in mind that the British Preferential
Tariff rates, which are, on the averagé, about one-third less than the General
Tariff rates, are the determining rates in the matter of price. Such British
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Preferentlal Tariff rates are very. much less than the old Conservative ’Iauff"

- rates.
“T'o 1Ilustrate operat10n of the Br1t1sh Prefe1ence and the effect it has in
. reducing prices to the Canadian consumer, we submit the followmg —_ .

Assume, for the sake of argument, two Commercial I'ravellers, one from

_Great Britain and the other from the United States, interviewing a merchant

in .Montreal or Winnipeg, with the object of selling him goods. T'he articles

. they have for sale are identically-the same, but the rates of duty are consider-

ably different, the rate from Great: Britain being one-third less than-the
_rate’ from the United States.  The Montreal or .Wmmpeg merchant. nat-
- urally will figure the laid down cost of his goods, and, if he gives the order to.
.+ -the United States traveller, he will certamly make h1m feduce his price to

cor: respond to the’ 1educt10n in duty under the Br1t1sh Preferential Tariff.

| S THE CONSERVATIVE ATTITUDE ON THE TARIFF.

-~ . What has been the Conselvatlve attitude in regard to the Liberal fiscal-
Ny policy? The question is not an easy one.to answer. So many differ ént posi-
% 7 tions have been taken by them, that it is difficult to say just “where they are

“at”’ The truth-is that they have been . wvery much disappointed. ‘Their ideas -

have -been shattered by actual .experience. They expected that the Liberal.
Tariff would operate “disastrously and when experience, showed that it'was -
AT the bést Tariff Canada ever had they Were at the1r W1ts ‘enid to know What:
el e Clll.lCISl‘ll to offer, " -
S ' -In 1897, when the leeral Tarlff was lntroduced it was’ met W1th a Wall
. of woe” from Sir Charles T'upper and his colleagues Here are the Words of
Sir Charles as reported in Hansard :—

. “The result is that this Tariff goes. 1nto ope1at1on and the "hon.
‘ gentleman knows that the industries of this country are already. para-
»“lyzed in consequence, while honorable inembers gloat over the destruc-
“tion’of.Canadian industries, 1 was ieading the wail, the sorrowful wail,
“of these industries in the Montreal Gazette, where one manufacttuer
“after another declared that those industries were ruined, that their mills
“must-close; and that they saw staring them in the face a retirn to.the de-
. “plorable state of thingsthat existed when the hon. gentleman who last/
s “addressed the House was.-in c¢harge of the.fiscal policy‘of this’ country:
. .. “I say that a deeper wrong was never inflicted upon Canada. .
A T “T-feel that so far from rejoicing at it from a palty staridpoint, 1
. ' "‘deplore from the bottom of my heart the ruin that i$ going to be inflict~

“ed upon the best interests of Canada, and upon its great ‘industries: - -

Sl T unhesitatingly-say-that, from a party point of view, the houn.
', gentlemen are doing our Work they are showing the people of this’
country that no reliance cdn be' placed upon the most solemn-declara-

- “tions that they make eithér in"the House or out of it; they are showing -

“the people of this country that, having obtained’ power, ‘which was all,
“they wished for, they are now prepared to abuse that power at a-cost ..
“of sacrifice of the industries of Canada.” o

. The next position taken by the Conservatlves was that the Government
had retained the National Policy practically in its entnety, and that that was

‘the reason why the country had been so prosperous. ‘That is excellent Tory . ‘_

. " doctrine. It is the pet notion of Conservativés that they were sent on earth
" with a special mission to govern, and that none other have the capacity to do’

so. With such ideas, it was no doubt easy for them to persuade themselves .

even in the face of adverse facts, that the National Policy had been retained. -
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Not only was the wish father to the thought, but they believed the Grits could ~

not possibly frame a policy which could ploduce prosperity, consequently
when prosperity followed the Tariff, it was. quite apparent to them that the
National Policy had been retamed To them that was as plain as that two
aud two make four.

Absurd though such a posmon is, if the Conselvatlves had stayed by it,
“we. could know where to place them, but almost in the same breath, they

.abused the Government for 1educmg duties, and- theleby, as they alleged'

rumed certain industries.

They voted, spolke against, and denounced the Pr efe1e11t1a1 Tariff, claun—
ing’ that it was injurious to Canadian manufacturing interests, yet they pro-
fess to be advocates of Preferential I'rade within the Empire.

Onmne of their leaders fought a campaign in Manitoba -during. the general
elections . of 1900, chiefly on ‘the cry of free agricultural nnplemeuts, which he
declared he was in favor of, and. that notwithstanding the declared Tory pol-
icy of protection.

What do you think of such 1uconslstent and irreconcilable attltudes? Do
they inspire confidence?

WHERE DO THE CONSERVATIVES STAND?

Where do the Conservatives stand! At the session of Parliament. of
1903, they introduced the following motion as an amendment to the Budget.
“Moved that this House, 1ega1dmg the operation of the recent

“Tarlft as unsatisfactory, is of opinion that this country requires a de-

“clared policy of such adequate protection to its labor, agricultural pro-.

“ducts, manufactures and mdustues, as will at all tnnes secure the Can-
“adian market for Canadians.”
A somewhat similar 1esolut10n was introduced in the House duung the
session of 1902,

“The phrase “adequate plOteCthll is a very specious one, and might mean

’

anything. The Leader of the Opposition when pressed for a definition of it.

evaded the question, but his chief lieutenants have been more frank, and from
their speeches we learn that the Conservative policy is one of high protection
_to' the point of compléte exclusion of imports that would conflict with Cand-
dian manufacturers or other products.

" "Mr Rufus H. Pope, Conservative M.P. tor Compton, is reported on page

2419, Hansard, 1902, as follows:

(1) The resolution that I would have preferred would be a. resolutlon-

for'a Chinese wall all round.

Mr Blain, the member of Parliament for Peel, durmg the same. session,
made use of these words, vide p. 1499, Hansard.

“I hold that the T'ariff should be so arranged that every institution

“in this country which is manufacturing goods to be consumed by the

: “Canad1an people should have sufficient protectmn to keep out the same

“class of goods made in any foreign country; and I have no hesitation in

“saying that, if that country should be England the policy of Canada

“should be f1amed in the interests of the Canadian taxpayer as against

“the people who are: p1oducm<r the same class of goods even in the old
“country under the same flag.”

Mr Henderson, the old time Conselvahve member for’ Haltou is report-

ed on page 2384, Hansard, 1902, thus:
“It was said in ‘the ear ly days of the present Tariff, that the Liber-
‘““als had stolen our .clothes. I have never said so, but, of course, when
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.‘—‘t"heW’preferential.duty was only 1224 per cent., and when on colored cot-
“ton goods and many. other goods the duties were piactically the same
" “as under the.Conservative regime, here was some reason, for perhaps,
" “coming . to the conclusion, without due cc.isideration, ‘that the Liberals
: “had stolen our clothes.: But I do not consider that they have done any-
“thing of the kind. T am only sorry that they Jdid rot, for 't would have
“been better for the country if they had. Thelr Tariff is mstead ]ust the:
S “antipodes of ours’
o  Mr. George Taylor, the Conservatxve Whlp, durlng the Budget debate of
1902 said, page 1986, Hansard:

“Now I am willing to go to an amount sufﬁcxent to protect the T

1ndustr1es of the country éven if it is roo per cent.”
- Speaking of agricultural 1molements he said, Hansaxd page 1988

- “Thus we sent to ‘the United States last- year nearly $2, 000,000 to
- “purchase these implements. - In a very. few years there will he nothmg
“left of 'them but a heap of iron; and the Americans will have $2,000 ,000,
T . “whereas, if we had a Govexnment that would have given adeqiiate pro- .
T L7 “tection, every one of these articles 'would have been made in this coun-~:
o Mtrys Employment -would have been given to our working men, Cana-.
“Adian farmers would be’ supplymg a home market, and we would have -
“those $2,000,000 in Canadafas a, natlonal capital to help on- our progr ess
. “and” development 7
During the same debate Mr.. T—Tenderson of Halton spoke thus (page
2o87, IIansald) . : g
[ “But we say we will put a Chlnese ‘wall rlght around thrs country,
“and we will not allow those Arner1cans to come in and rnonopohze the
“markets of thiscountry.” :
" The Hon. Mr Paterson, Liberal, Mlmster of Custorns in hlS speech on’
the Ludget quoted the foregomg statements of Mr. Blain, and the. followmg
’ dralogue ensued: |
S (Mlmster of Customs)—“But the hon. gentleman said more than
that he said “T'his is in"accordance with the pr1nc1ples enunclated in the
amendment that Mr. Borden has nioved.”” R . S
> '(Mr. Blain)—“Hear, hear. "I stand by that.” ' i
ST Icfcumg again to Mr. Rufus Pope, MP we ﬁnd on page 2425, Han-
o sald 1goz2, he is reported as saying: = - . .
A‘(\ _ . That policy which we shall- propound w111 be one which will cafry
po Yout, only in a‘more extended degree, the. oObjects almed at by the pohcy -
: whlch otr pohtlcal fathels adopted in.1878.” : o

N
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‘Total Trade of Canada.

'Under Conservative ;Rule.

(See Report of, Customs and Trade and Navigation Returns, Blue Book).’

Fiscal Years. Imports. Exports. Total Trade.
§ - .8 $ :
1882, .ttt e e 119,419,500 102,137,203 221,556,703
1883, i e e 132,254,022 98,085,804 230,339,826
1884, i e 116,397,043 91,406,496 207,803,539
1885 i e e 108,941,486 89,238,361 198,179,847
1886. . vl e 104,424,561 85,251,314 189,675,875
188 i e e e e 112,892,236 89,515,811 |. 202,408,047
1888 e e et et 110,894,630 90,203,000 201,097,630
1880, vttt et e e 115,224931 80,189,167 ' 204,414,098
1890, e oo e 121,858,241 | 96,740,149 | 218.607.390 -
T SRR 119,967,638 98,417,296 218,384,934
1892, oo 127,406,068 | 113,963,375 | 241,369,443
1893, 129,074,268 | 118;564,352 247,638,620
1894, .o e 123,474,940 | 117,524,949 240,999,889
1805, 0 e e e 110,781,682 | 113,638,803 224,420,485
1896, . v 110,781,682 113,638,303 224,420,485
1896, . et 118,011,508 | 121,013,852 239,025,360
Total, 15 Years.. . «vouveererneenn.. 1,771,022,754 {1,514,898,932 3,285,921,686
Under Liberal Rule.
1807 i e e 119,218,609 137,950,253 257,168,862
1898, . v v e 140,323,053 164,152,683 304,475,736
1899, i i e e 162,764,308 158,896,905 321,661,213
1900, .. i e e e 189,622,513 191,894,723 381,517,236
1900 i 190,415,525 196,487,632 386,903,157
1902, . o i e e 212,270,158 211,640,286 423,910,444 -
1003, . o, 241,241,961 | 225,849,724 | 467,064,685
1004, o e "259,211,803 213,521,235 472,733,038
1905, o e 266,834,417 203,316,872 470,151,289
1906, . i i et S 294,286,015 256,586,630 550,872,645
1907 (9 months)* .. ..ot 259,786,007 205,277,197 465,063,204
008, i e e e e 370,786,525 280,006,606 650,793,131
1909, . it e e 309,756,608 261,512,159 571,268,767
1900, i e e e e s 391,852,692 301,358,529 693,211,221
L N 472,247,540 | 297,196,365 769,443,905
Total, 15 Years. ... vv e enaenneen.. 3,880,500,734 | 3,305,647,799 |7,186,238,533

*In 1907, the end of the Canadian fiscal year was changed from June 30th to March 31st,
hence the first fiscal year under the new arrangement covered only a period of nine months.
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Trade of Canada w1th Umted Klngdom.

Under Conservatxve Rule

e

(Merchand1se only ThlS omits Coin’‘and Bulhon)

RN o Imports for Expmts Cana- Yo :
- TPiscal Years. Consumptlon dian Produce. | Total Trade.
$ R 8
50,356,268 39,816,813 .| * 90,173,081. :
51, 679 762 39,538,067 - 91,217,829 , -
41, 925 121 © 37,410,870 |. 79,335,991 .
40 031 448‘ 36,479,051 . 76,510,499
39,033,006 36,694,263 75 727,269 -
44,741,350 38,714,331 83, 455 681,
. 39,167,644 33,648,284 72,815,928
42,251,189 33, 504 281 75,755,470
- 43,277,009 41, 499 149 -~ 84,776,158
42,018,943 . 43,243,784 ' | - 85,262,727
© 41,063,711 ) 54 949 055 96,012,766
42,529,340 . 58,409, 606 .| 100,938,946
37,035,963 - 60 878, 056 97,914,019
-+ 31,059,332 . - 57,903 564 88,962,896
- 32,824,505 62, 717 941 ) ‘05,542,446 .
618,994,591 |-1675,407,115. 1,294,401,706 -
. _Under Liberal Rule. - - )
1897 ittt 29,401,188 69,533,852 08,035,040
. .32 ,043, 461 93,065,019 - 125,108,480 |
36, 931 323 85,113,681 122, 045 004
44,279,983 96,562,875 | 140,842,858 .
- 42819995 92,857,525 | .135,677,520™
.« 49,022,726 109,347,345 + | 158,370,071
58,793,038 125 199,980 183,993,018
61,724,616 - 110 120 892 171,845,508
60,342,704 | 97,114, 867 157,457,571
69,183,015 127,456,465 | 196,640,380
. 64,415,415 98,601,186 | 163,106,601
04,417,314 | 126194124 | 220,611,438 . .
$.70,682,101 126,384,724 | 197,066,825 -
1910t e o 95.336,427 . | 139,482,945 | 234,819,372
1911 ................................. *109,934,665 132,156,924 242,091,589
Total 15 years ..................... 919,328,871 {1,629,282,404 |2,548,611,275 ~

A * Tn 1907, the end of the 'Canad‘ian“ﬁscal year was changed from June 30th to March 3 1st,
hence the first fiscal year under the newlarrangement covered only a period of nine months,
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Trade of Canada Wlth United States.

Under Conservatlve Rule.

(Merchaudlse only. This omits Com and Bulllon)

Fiscal Vears.

" Imports for

Exports Cana-~

’fotal Trade.

-Consumption, d1a11 Produce.
) $ $ ) -8

1882, . i e . 47,052,935 45,782,584 92,835,519
1883, . ot 53147243 39,513,225 194,660,468
1884 o 1 s et 49.785.888 34,332,641 84,118,529
1885, . e et 45,576,510 35.566,810° 81,143,320
1886, . v i, . 42,818,651 34,284,490 77,103,141
1887, o e e 44,795,908’ 35,269,922 | - 80,065,830
1888......... e e 46,440,296 40,407,483 86,847,779
1888, o e 50,029,419 39,519,940 89,549,350°
1890, . o\t t 51,365,661 36,213,279 . 87,578,940
21 N 52,033,477 - 37,743,430 89,776,907
1892, . i e e e 51,742,132 34,666,070 - 86,408,202
1803, . e 52,339,706 37,296,110 89,635,906
1894, s oottt e 50,746,001 32,562,509 83,308,600
1895 oo 50,179,004 35,603,863 85,782,867
1896, . oot et e 53,529,390 37,789,481 91,318,871

Total, 15 years.........0..o v 743,582,401 556,551,837 |1,300,134,238

Under Liberal Rule,

1 57,023,342 43,664,187 100,687,529 -
1808, i e . 74,824,923 38 989, 525 113,814,448 .
1899 . e e 88,467,173 39,326,485 127,793,658
1900, . i e e 102,080,177 57, 996 488 160,076,665
0 107,149,325 67,983,673 175,132,998
1902, . i e e 114,744,696 66,567,784 181.312,480
1003, . i e e e e 128,790,237 67,766,367 196,556,604
1904, . o e 143,010,578 66,856,885 209,867,463
1005, it e e e 152,431,626 70,426,765 222,858,391
1906, e i e e e e 168,798,376 83,546,306 252,344,682
1907 (9 months)* ...................... 148,598,061 62 180,439 i 210,778,500
1908, . e e e 204,648,885 90, 814 871 295,463,756
1909 ................................. 170,056,178 85 334,806 255,390,984
1910, . i i i e e 217,502,415 |. 104,199,675 321,702,090
101 e e e 274,844,858 104,130\,548 378,975,406

Total, 15 years,. .. ovvverinerennnn. 2,152,970,850 3,202,755,654

1,049,784,804

*In 1907, the end of the Canadian fiscal year was changed from June 30th to March 31st,
hence the first fiscal year under the new arrangement covered only a period of nine months.

N
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Durlng the per1od of L1bera1 rule, Canadas trade w1th the whole world e 1
‘as shown by the forego1ng figures, more than doubled that .during the same . \' Lo E
~_ number of years' of Conservative rule. Similar results have followed in the =
" trade with Great Britain and the trade with the United States. In thls large -
‘way has the tariff pledge of the Liberals been’ Justxﬁed and fulﬁlled A l
" The leeral Government of Canada s1nce assummg oﬂ"lce 111 1896 hias el l
endeavored — E S T : : . e
(1) ’I‘o do everythmg poss1b1e to promote the prosperlty and welfare N
~of the whole people. = . o . oo S
"(2). To administer the. affaus of Canada economlcally and to tax the
people falrly and equxtably, but not unduly ; ;

’

‘ - (3) To develop the great resources of the country on sound prlnup‘es
and towards that end to promote 1mm1grat1on and to- prov1de transportatlon _
fac111t1es o ' . ' : L S B UV

“4) To securé. peaceful and harmon1ous relat1ons between the varlous REPOA
' elements of the Canadran populatlon o ‘

I
i
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- The Preferential Tariff in Brief.
. Inintroducing the ongmal Preferentlal Resolutlons, Hon. W S I‘1eld1ng
- spoke as follows :— '
' “But. why should we wait’ for E1 land'td take action? En<>1and has
dealt generously with us in the past. England has given us'a largel “degree
of liberty perhaps than-is possessed by any other country on- the face of the-
earth. - She has given us liberty to tax her wares even when she admits our.
-goods freé, and we have taxed them to an enormous degree. WHhy should
we wait for England to do more? Someone must make a move in this mat-
- ter, and we propose that Canada shall lead the way.” .
.~ In'addition to the foregoing it is therefore interesting to allude to the -
- steps that have been taken by the Liberal party towards b11ng1no the Prefer-
ence about and thus cr eatlng between Great Britain and Canada better coni- A
- mercial relations. : ‘ :

" The British Preferential Tariff as it ﬁlst stood, p10v1ded for the ad'mb—
81011 of all articles except wines, malt 11quo1s, spirits, spirituous 11quolq inaid
medicines and articles containing alcohol, tobacco, cigars and cigarettes, that
may be 1mp01ted from Great Britain and certain of her colonies anid posses-
sions, at a reduction of twenty—ﬁve per cent. from the ordinary rates of duty.
Afte1 July 1st, 1900, the reduction was made one-third. In the case of manu-
factured articles it is- plov1ded that such. items to be admitted under the Pre-
ferential Tariff shall be bona fide the manufactures of Great Britain, and that
. the benefits of such tariff shall not extend to the importation of articles into
. the production of which there has not entered a substantial portion of the
labor of Great Britain, This provision was intended to prevent the entry
under the Preferential Tariff of Belgian, German and other continental manu-
, factures which, but for the provision, might be shipped to Britain, tlience to
Canada, and entered as British goods. :

That in substance is the character of the B11tlsh Preferential Tariff; To
put it bneﬂy———the result of it'is that where goods from the United States or
other foreign countries have to pay $roo duty, the goods of Great. B11t’un
have-only to pay $66.66 duty. :

- At the revision of the Tariff in 1907 the. flat rate of pljeference Was‘
- abandoned and a special Preferential rate was fixed for each article. ~On the
average the preference to the goods of Great Britain is about one-third 1educ—
tion on the rates paid upon the goods of other countnes )

The Effects-of the Preference.
The p1act1cal effects of the Preferential Tariff are, briefly, as follows:—
I. 'The Tariff has resulted in largely increased sales of British goods to
Canada., Tor years prior to its adoption Great Britain’s exports to Canada
had steadily fallen off. ‘The Preference. at once arrested . the decline and
the trade has increased ever since, :
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2. It has also 1esulted in a Wonderful increase in the exports of farm -
products of Canada to Great Brltarn The British heart' was touched Dby the

“action of the Canadian Government, and, although there is no law on the.

Statute Books Brrtlsh merchants are buying Canddian ploducts as they

- never did bef01e The Conservatives tried to bargain in a° ‘huckstering spirit
. for a preference in the British tharkets for Canadian ploduce, ‘the Lrberal '
- Government "did not bargain for it, but actually got 1t thlough their wise '

actrons : L
3. ‘It involves a very large’ d11 ect reductlon in the dutles pa1d by the
Canadian consumer, as compaled w1th the dut1es pald by h1m unde1 the Con-~
servative ta11ffs , , ‘ S L . o

4. It-also operates 1nd1rect1y to the beneﬁt of the Ca11ad1an consumer.

- 'The foreign competitors ‘of: Britaiil in our markets must reduce their pr1ces to’

meet the preference in duty granted to Brltam The Canadlan consume1,
theref01e is benefitted by the 1educt10n 111 prlces ‘
The Record. of the Conservatrves as to the Preference

Let us Now advert toa cons1de1 atlon of the policy and 1ecord of. the Op—
posltron on the" Preferent1a1 Trade questlon, so that by thé' contrast we may

 be the bettel able to f01m an 1nte1hgent opmron ‘oni-the mefrits of the matter

The. Conservatlve palty, when in office, mamtalned a much higher ‘Fate.

~of ‘Customs duty om the 1mportat10ns from Great Britain than they chd on the )

T

1mportat10ns from the United States—Brltaln s great competrtor
“But the Conservatlve party went fulther than that To SllﬂpOI‘t Lhclr -

* Protectionist principles, and combat the alguments agalnst them they algued
‘that Free T1ade had beén a bad thiig for Great Britain. Noleéss a persot,

than Sir Hibbert. Tupper ‘whén he was Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
was put up by his party and made tise of the following- Ianguage in the House-

' »of ‘Commons; in respect to Great Britain :—

“Driyen from the civilized markets of the world, steadlly, and every year
finding their output to those markets decreaslng, they spend millions on their

navy, and millions on.their army to force. their wares and their goods and

their merchandise into the uncwrhzed markets of the World " (See Hansard

Aprll 6th 1894, page goz.) ‘ ,
Slr Hlbbert has learned much’ srnce that date under leeral rule and he

s

does not s0 express himself now.
Everyone has heard of the Conservatlve pet phrase' “So much the worse

for British' connection,” which was made use of in reply to arguments that

the Conservative National Policy discriminated against Britain. =
As noted on a prevrous page Sir Charles Tupper denounced the leeral
tarlff pohcy of redhced taxation and preference.
The, Conservatrve Hucksterlng Resolutron in 1892 _
- The attitude of the Conservative party on'the Preferential Trade ques- . -

. - tion was ‘embodied in the following resolution, moved in the House of Com-

mons, in April, 1892, by . Mr McNeill, one of therr number —
21 . . .
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" Resolved, “That if and when the Parliament of Great Britain and Ire—

. land admits Canadian products to the market of the United Kingdom upon

more favorable terms than it accords to the products of foreign countries, the

Parliament of Canada will be prepared to accord corresponding adv‘antages
by a reduction in the duties it. imposes upon British manufactured goods.”

_ The Liberal Preference Foreshadowed
To that motlon an amendment was made by the Hon. L. H. Davies, \

_which reads as follows —

“Inasmuch as Great Britain admits the products of Cauada into her ports
free of duty, this House is of the opinion that the present scale of duties ex-
acted on goods mzunly mlpolted from Great Britain should be reduced.” :

The Comnservative mot1or1 was carried, and the Liberal amendment de- N
feated by a straight party vote. Evely Liberal voted for the ameudment . *
. )

The Conservative Anti- British Policy.

. The Conservatives plofessed to be w1111ug to allow British goods to
" come into Canada at.a shghtly lower rate than was unposed on the goods
coming from other countries, but on_ly on condition that Great Britain would
grant Canada a preference in her markets by imposing duties on wheat and

other natural products of Canada which might be imported into Great Britain \
from other countries. They clung tenaciously to their fetish protection, and

~ would not lower their tariff walls, even to Great Britain, without a quid pro

quo. Great Britain had all*along admltted free of tax or restriction, the pro-

duce and merchandise of Canada. :

A Conservative Assertion Exploded

One still hears echoes of the remarkable Conservative assertion that a
preference was offered to Sir Wilfrid Laurier when in England at the Jubilee
of 1897, and that he refused it. : .

On the hustings and in Parliament the Conse1v1t1ve leadels frequently o~ JY
declared that the Premier had basely betrayed Canada’s inferests, that he.was \
met almost on his landing in England to attend the jubliee festivities, by the
laté Duke of Devonshire, who made a speech offering. the great hoon of .
preferential trade in. uunnstqkable terms. -

- It would seem necessary therefore to again show up the dishonest. at-
tempt to gain a political advantage at the expense of truth. Fortunately the
evidence is conclusive to any fair-minded man.

Sir William Mulock in the Housé 6f Commons on July 19th, 1899, read
a copy of a letter that he had written to the Duke of Devonshire, in which
'he quoted Sir Charles Tupper’s utterances.as to the alleged offer made by the
Duke, and asked the Duke whether he made such an offer, or any offer to Sir
Wilfrid. He also read the reply of the Dulke, which in effect was that he had
no authority to offer and did not offer to Canada a 1)1efe1euce in British

‘markets,
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The concludlng part of the Duke of Devonshlre s letter is as, follows

. “But while I congratulated Sir Wilfrid Laurler and the Dominion of Canada
" on the.offer which had been made to admit British goods at reddced rates, ‘as

compared with those on the goods of other nations, as an important step in the
-direction of the Impen’tl “Unity, I had no authority to offer, and did not offer
to Canada, a preference in. B11tlsh markets. You -are at 11berty to make what :

’use you please of this letter.” : . R .

~ /

(See Pages 7843 to 7845 Hansard Sessron 1899)

The Wisdom of the Liberal Government’s Pohcy
The wisdom of the leeral Governments policy has been amply and
_ful]y mamfested The Government saw beyond they looked into the future,

and recognized that if ever the possibility of Canada’ gettlng a preference’ in
the British markets were to become an.actual reality, it would not be bxought

about by any huckste11ng policy on the part of Canada, but it would come as 'f.

the result of a grand Imperial sentiment ‘which would over11de all questlons
of an economic nature. ‘The step talcen by the Govelnment did more to create
and’ develop that sentiment than any actron that had prror thereto been taken
in the hrstory of the. Emprre j S : A

Lo The Growth of Imperlal Sentlment and Market

Although the ILiberal Government. did not bargaln for a preference in

" the British ‘markets, as a matter of fact they got a preférence.” The’ hearts of !

the English people were touched by Canada s “practical exhibition -of loyalty
and good-will, ‘and although there was no law on the statute books compelhngl

"Brltrsh consumers to prefer Canadian gods, it i§'an ‘undoubted fact that’ since .
"-the adoption of the Preferential Tariff the demand for' Canadian produce lias - -

.. greatly mcreased and. strll contlnues to mcrease The trade ﬁgures substantr—
ate’ these obselvatlons ' ’

The Conservatlve Opposrtlon to the Preference

" The- Conservatlve party, "while- stlgmatlzmg the Canadlan p1eference as -

a myth a sham, and a fraud on the British people never by a formal vote ob- -
jected to its adoption by Parliament, probably because. they did not have the .
courage of their alleged convictions, They were, however, forced-to declare.,'
themselves on the question at thé session of Parliament, held in 1900. * Dr.
Russell, Liiberal member of Parliament, moved an amendment ona motlon to

go into supply, which was'in the following terms:—

- “That. this House regards the. pr1nc1p1e of British preference in the
Canadiar Customs Tariff as one which in its apphcat10n has alrcady resulted,
and will, in arf increasing measure, continue to result in material benefit to the:

Mother Country and to Canada, and which has already aided.in welding, and .
~must still more firmly weld togethex the ties which now bind them, and de-

sires to express its emphatic approva] of such British preference havmg been

- 'grantd by the Parliament of Canada.”

. Conservatrve Llp Loyalty RN .
After a long debate a vote was taken which resulted in the L,onserva—
tive pa1ty unammously votmg agamst ‘the amendment
- c /23_




They by that vote declared themselves against the plefelence to British
goods and that if perchance they should-be brought back to power, they will
‘repeal the Preferential Tar iff and deprive the Empire of the splendld achieve-
ment which Canada and the Liberal party has given to-the history of prefer-
ential trade. ‘They declared themselves against the policy which was hail-
ed with the utmost énthusiasm by the British public, press and Parliament,,
which was warmly welcomed and commended by Her Majesty’s Government,
who described it as a measure “which cannot fail to result in mateual'beneﬁt
. to the Mother Country and to Canada, and to weld together still more closely
the ties which now unite them.” They. declared themselves against the policy
Whlch has been of untold benefit to Canada, which materially raised the status
of the country among the nations of the world, and which was declared by
leading public men and leading newspapels of Great Britain, to be the miost
important .step theretofore taken, towards the unification of the. Empire.
'111ey have disregarded the. feelmg of snusfactlon with which the policy of the
Liberal: Governnment was received by all true Imperialists and loyalists in
Ganada... They have disregarded the popular opinion of Great Britain, which
is unalterably opposed to putting a tax on their breadstuffs and raw. matefial,
and have gone back to their old policy of talk, talk, talk, but no action.

Not the Speech But the Spirit Which Glows is What Counts.

#  “London- Times,” (March 15th, 1900) “I'he results of the British
system _of Imperial rule, as applied to territory inhabited by white races of
different origin was never more stukmg illustrated than by the speecl: made
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier on Tuesday in the Dominion House of Commons. The
speech would rank high in any assembly in the world as a model of noble clo-
quence, but it is not the language or act of thé Canadian Premict's address
which will make it live in the annals of the Empire.  The spirit which glows
through it and the thoughts which underlie it are pregnant with great issues
for England and mankind. . Sir Wilfrid Taurier, the French Roman Catholic
Premier of a self-governing federation, in which British Protestants are in the
_majority, has expressed more falthfully and more truly than any statesman -
who has spoken yet, the temper of the new Impeual patriotism fostered into
self~consc10usness by the (South African) war.
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The Rec1proc1ty Arrangement

Is it to the advantage of’ Canada to add n1nety m1111on people to her 11st

Aofcustomers for the products of the Canadlan farmer and the Ca_nad1an fisher-

L man and the Canadlan lumberman.-.

Th1s 1s the sole questlon 1nvolved 1n Rec1proc1ty A
- The - dssue- is' purely a business one. - Sixty. per cent; of Canadas people

’ u.'are engaged in agr1cu1ture These- people each yéar produce more agr1cu1tura1 o

. products than. can-be’ consumed in “Canada. With the special advantages of
+ soil. and climate that, Canada possesses, and the rapid’ settlement that is going’ on -
S ine the Dominion, this surpuls productlon will continue to eXpand at a tremendousr o

- rate. TheCanadian farmer must have a market for this surplus. .- The Canad1an .
,-farmer wants’ to get the highest poss1b1e pr1ce for this surplus. |

=" Up-to the present he has not been able to sell any cons1derab1e quantlty'l'vq
‘ of his: -products to the people of the. Unlted States on account of the proh1b1t1ve1y;"* _
high duty maintained by thé Unlted States. .. Under. the Rec1proc1ty arrapge- -
~~miént. his products can enter the "United States free of duty. Thus the Reciproc: .
L ity arrangerment prov1des anew market and a huge market. Thus the Rec1proc1ty’ L
. “arrangement g1ves the Canadlan farmer a chance to get the h1ghest pr1ces for -
B h1s products. S R I e 2
S p The general features of 'the Rec1proc1ty arrangement are set forth as follows‘:
g,,by Hon W. S: Fielding, M1mster -of P1nance—— S e ' .

”We have arranged that there shall be a large free list,- We have agreed o
' ,upona schedule containing a- large number of articles which aréto be reciprocally,
“ . free. .These are chiéfly what are called ndtural products ‘though there are'some.
~things in-them which would: hardly be c1assed in that way. Some of thess -
- things-are already free’in "Canada, but have beeén subject to duty in the United-
States. . We have béen able to arrange that the United States shall take off .
. the duty, and therefore, instead of having what some of our hon. friends have =
" sometimes ca11ed a lop-sided free trade, there will be real free trade. it this
W ) matter, and the thirg that is free-in Canada shall also be free i in the United: States i
: In another schedule we have provlded a rather numerous list’ of items on e
- which there shall be a'common rate of duty in both countriés. A, very common' S
~criticism on the part of the géntlemen’ who have not viewed: this matter as . -
favourably as we would have wished Tias been:” If ‘the Unlted States want to o
- make a tariff arrangement with yodu, let thein come down to your rates of duty.
- Tt=seemed to be taken for granted that that was what the United States woild
~ mnot do. - But that.is exactly ‘what we asked thém to do, and what they have -
- ‘agreed to.do; respecting a Jarge nuimber of articles. They ‘have not only come
down to our rates, but in some cases they have come bélow them, and in those. .-

" cases; in order to’ reach that common rate, we have had to make reduct1ons

" -But as our tariffis a moderate one, while the1rs in the main, is a high tariff, the -
" result has been that, in order to arrive at-a common rate, we have had to make -
©. only" moderate reduct1onS, vghile they, in many cases, have had to make quite -
large reductions, - There are a few exceptions to this general rule.. We found

- a few cases ‘with which we des1red to deal, but with respect to which we werg

- “not able to agree upon a common rate In some 1nstances it was not so muchv o

e T g |
’ L R . b oo~




N
Y

‘the rate 1tse1f as the class1ﬁcat1on and the ph1aseology Dealing Wlth these" -

" cases as except1ons we have provided one, schedule of articles on which the

United States i impose the rates of duties therein mentioned on the products of -
Canada, and another schedule of articles on which Canada imposes the rates of -
duties therein mentioned on the products of the United States. The idea of

- Reciprocity .is in ‘the arrangement; but it does ot require -both countries to :

adopt the same rate or the same classification. Th_ese,two schedules, hoWevei',

e will be found to contain not many 1tems

“Before I deal with the schedules in detaﬂ T Want to glve an illustration
of how we have been able to reach a commoi. glound ‘For -example, take the
article of wheat. At present wheat is dutigble in the United States at 25 cents

.. d busghel and in Canada at 12 cents a bushel. We make wheat free in both

eountries.. The 1educt10n in Canada is 12 cents’ a. bushel, whereas the United

- States reduction is 25 cents a bushel. I give that as an illastration of the fact

that the tariff of the United States being much higher than ours, in order to -

 ‘meet a common 1ate they have had to make very much 1arge1 1educt10ns than

“sve have.

“ " The duty on our wheat going into the United States will be nothmg As -

another illustration, take the article of barley. It.was a large crop in Ontario

some yedrs ago; and when the American tariff increased the duty on barley it
wasg regarded by Canadian farmers as a rather severe piece of legislation. Barley
s now made free. Canada’s reduction is 15 cents per bushel and the United

\States reduction is 30 cents per bushel. ‘ :

“Take another illustration, an item of importance to many districts in this

' countly, the item of potatoes. Potatoes are now made free. Canada’s reduc-
- \tion is 20 cents per bushel and the United States 25 cents.

Oats are made free. Canada’s reduction is 10 cents per bushel the United

"States 15 cents per bushel.

"~ Flour is now to be dutiable at the common rate of 50 cents per barrel;
Canada’s reduction is 10 cents per barrel; the Un1ted States. 1educt10n 18 about

.equal to 70 cents per barrel.

Rough sawn lurber is.made free. It was already free in Canada, but in .

" ‘the United States, even under-the Payne-Aldrich tariff; there was a duty of

$1.25 per 1,000 feet. That duty is removed, and rough sawn lumber may be

,exported free into the United States by the manufacture1s of the Dominion.

‘In the discussion of tariff items in this House in “by-gone years thele were
two items which were commonly bracketed together, strange as it may appear.
I refer to coal and flour. ~ In the early days of the discussion of the duties on
these articles, it was argued with much force that the coal duty was rather a

‘burden on the peoplé.of Ontario,-and that the flour duty imposed a burden on = -
_the people of the lower provinces, and that, on the principle of give and take,
" the people of the two sections should be willing to have these two duties imposed,

each. section profiting by that policy. I need not now go into the discussions

_which took place at that time.. We are now proposing to bracket them together.
‘We are makmg a small reduction in the duty on flour of 10 cents per barrel, and

a small reduction in the duty on coal of 8 cents a ton. The pr esent duty on

“¢coal is 53 cents, and we propose to make it 45 cents. The duty in the United

States to-day is 45 cents, and our duty, under this arrangement, will be 45 cents, .
But that is not fully placmg the matter fairly before the House. In the United
States the duty is 45 cents on the long ton of 2,240 pounds, whereas, ours is on the
short ton, so that while nominally Yhere is a snnﬂarlty, there is not- actually

Cquite an equahzatlon of the rates. - However that may be, our coal people, who, .

- -were alarmed over this reciprocity matter, will have to bear a cut of 8 cents per
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' ton on their duty ; and I hope 4§ One Who ‘Has warm’ sympathy fo1 the coa1 trade, '
8 that they will be" ablé to stand it-and continue to do business at thé old starid.
- _ There i is no change i in the duty on slack coal coming into Canada, but there S
isavery Irnportant changeé in the’ duty on slack codl going into the’ United” Statés. .
* Black coal is dutiable at 15 cents per ton 1n the United States ~Recently, in the S

lagt amendment to the tariff law, _wotds were used in the definition of slack coal
which led to considerable’ trouble The words used,"if I remember correctly,_

* were that all ‘slack coal shall be-‘deemed’ coal produced in the ordinary way.

And the Un1ted States ‘authorities ruled that ‘coal ‘which’ was washed for the»'

- ‘purpose of preparing it is not produced in the ordJnary way, and therefore, one .

“of our coal concerns, which has large contractsin the United States; and: des1res,

- to build up a-large trade in that ‘country ‘in slack coal, found’ itself subject to " o
- »'this condition, that what it regarded as slack’ coal was regarded by the- United.
" States as coal screened and held. dutiable at the Tate of 45 cents per ton. We -

protested against that and we arrange that the duty of -15 ‘cents per ton on’ ":

. .- slack-coal should apply to slacked coal of all knids, including ‘washed coa1
s Another 1tern is that of coke.’ Coke is free in Canada, but dut1ab1e in.

the United States We asked that it be made free in the Un1ted States as Well- ‘

- 'as free in Canada, and our American friends have agreed. I-think-that, the = -
" hon. gentlemen: interested in the coal fields in British -Columbia will* be very .
“ glad to héar that neéws because coke is an important item, and I have .every ., -
", reason to believe that large quant1t1es of coke will go from B1°1t1sh Colurnbra.,, o
o 1nto the United States under this arrangement,. S
i “With regard to some, of the 1tems made free, T have said before that they o
'.,are largely natural products, but we have made some reductions i in a moderate: .-

list on manufactured articles... I have already indicated that our ‘reductions’

. -are not very large while those of the United- States are'considérable. ~ Qur -
" ‘manufacturers are rather. alarmed at the competition of the Americans. No
", doubt, with the magnrﬁcent organization and- great accumulation-of capital,
" our American friends are in advance of us in most.of the lines of manufactures, -
‘and I do not suppose that in rnanufacturlng\ genefally we can hope at’ present - '
" to send many th1ngs across .the line,  But I do hope that the reduced rates . .- o
of duty. will open up, new facilities to our manufacturers and ‘that we shall be

able to send more manufactured goods ‘across the border, -Our manufacturers,
- whose products are shut- out to-day by prohlbltory duties, may be encouraged .
- tosend. some ‘of therr goods into -the Unrted States. under a moderate tariff:

_Take wire rods which are largely made in Canada.. The y are free in Canada -
“but dutrable in the United States, and thereis a bounty on them here which will -

expire shortly. “We have. thought it desirable that otr msnufacturers in. that
line should have a' chance in the Ameérican market; and therefofe, we cldimed

that wire rods, Wh1ch are now free in-Canada, should be free inthe Un1ted States, g

and. I think we will have a fair chance of rnaklng wire rods for’ Uncle Sam. and .
sending them over from our. steel plants. - ' «

With. regard to agricultural 1mp1ernents ‘the’ House need not -be remlnded'

‘ of the strong. desire on the part of our western farfhers to have better terms

“on these articles. They would be glad to have them ‘free of duty, but, anxious

© 7. as I am to meet their views, I must frankly say to them that we do 'not think

that is fair.- - Like all others they must be prepared to give and take, they must .

be prepared to:bear their share of the burdens of the country, and 1 beheve that
© when the matter is fairly put to the farmers; they will recognize that prlnclple
" We do not propose to make agricultural’ 1mp1ements Aree,. but to make some -
. reductions; and we trust that, while these may not all be the farmers want, they

will be ev1dence of the des1re of the government to meet their views as far ‘as’ A

poss1b1e W1thout d01ng any 1nJust1ce to the 1ndustr1es of Canada We have‘ o
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- ‘made a 15 per cent. list on ag'ric.ulturallimplements, in(":luding“rnovvefs‘, reapers’

and Heirvesters, These were 1724 per cent., and we now propose to reduce them
to 15 percent. - ... : S I
Our negotiations have not touched the question of valuation; that, must
be left to the operation of the customs:authorities of the two countries. Then
_thereis a list of implements: Cultivators, ploughs, harrows, horse-rakes, seed- -
drills, threshing machines, including wind-stackers, baggers and wéighers; these
are reduced from 20 per cent. to 15 per cent. Then, lay-loaders, potato-diggers, -
fodder and feed-cutters, grain-crushers, fanning-mills, farm or field-rollers—
on these the Canadian reduction'is from 25 to 20 per cent.” These are the re-
ductions which are being made in our tariff. On the other side of the question,
the United States tariff on some of these things is 15 per cent. We have pro-

- 'vided that parts of machines shall be introduced at the same rate as the machine

itself.. In the United States, where they had a nominal rate of 15 per cent. upon-

. agricultural implements of a certain class, it was provided that repair parts for

!

\

" these machines should be dutiable at the rate of 45 per cent. We have provided -
_that the machines and the parts shall bear the same rate of duty. Then, port-" -
‘able engines, horse-power and traction engines for farm purposes, hay-loaders,

potato-diggers, fodder or feed cutters, grain-crushers, fanning-mills, manure-

spreaders, windmills, and parts:thereof for repairs—these are now dutiable .
in the United States at fiom 30 to 45 per cent., and we have arranged that the-

“American duty shall be reduced to 20 per cent. , .

_ Before I proceed to take up.the schedules in detail, there are one or two
interesting features which I am sure the House would wish me to explain at
. the earliest moment. We have had very interesting discussions from time to
time over the question of the-duty on paper and pulp of various kinds. Our
American friends were anxious for some tanff change in relation to these articles:
We ourselves were anxious for some tariff changes. As respects ccrtain grades
of pulp and paper, mechanically ground pulp; chemical pulp, common printing
paper. known as newsprint, or common paper, up to a limited value of four :
cents per pound, we believed that we could compete with our American friends-
on these particular articles and that it. was desirable we should have free trade
in them. As to the paper of a more advanced quality, I doubt if we would be
able to compete with ‘them and we did not take that class of paper into our
negotiations. But as respects pulp of its various kinds and common newsprint
paper and common pasteboard and comimon paper of all kinds running to the ’
value of four.cents per pound, we would have been quite willing to have reciproc- -
ity with them. They said: We are quite willing to do that if you provide that
the regulations which exist in some of your provinces with regard to the ship-

- ment of pulpwood shall be removed. Of course, there could be but one answer, -

to that. We have nothing to do with the provincial regulations. These regu-
lations have been made by the provincial governments in accordance with what
they believed to be the best interests of their respective provinces, and whether
they are good or bad regulations was not for us to debate with our friends of the -
United States. And so we had to say to them: If you propose to put any such
limitations upon the arrangement we cannot object to your doing for yourselves
what you think best respecting the terms and conditions upon-which you will”
admit our paper into your country ; you have the right to impose these conditions,
and if they do not suit Canada no harm is done; but we on our side will not agree
- t0 make paper and pulp and these articles free in Canada until you have made
them free into your country fr-m every province and part of the Dominion of
Canada. So, the matter stands in-this way: that they will put in their tariff,
as set.forth in their correspondence with wus. an item that these various grades
of pulp and paper shall be made free if there be no regulations, either in the
form of the provincial regulations interfering with the shipments of pulpwood.
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‘ Whenever that cond1t1on ar1ses they w111 make paper free We sa1d A11 r1ght

but that is'no concession to.us; and we Wlll not make your: paper free An Canadal': o

unt11 you. remove the restr1ctlon L

‘ ' Now, there was one other questlon It has always been a matter of com-- -

j p1a1nt against the United States (and I may say it has sometimes been a matter. -
, -of complarnt against ‘iy good friend the Minister of Customs) that the piojis -
' intentions of tariff makers are sadly interfered with by the administration which - -
... makes the regulations, and so we thought it necessary to. brlng that. quest1on,;» :
" to thé notice of our American friends. As these regulation mdy arise from time -
“ .to time, it is impossible to deal with them in-detail, but what we thought we :

ought to do was to obtain on both sidés a declarat1on that there should be no.

f..\'lnterference by.means of vexatious r'egulat1ons with the good intentions of the:
. .reciprocal afrangement, and that both parties would sincerely and earnestly T
~-endeavor to facilitate trade along the lines contemplated. It is set forth in our -

',_'correspondence ‘that if any regulation is found to work ~adversely either party !

would -have the right to-make representatlons concerning it, and each ‘party

R pledged - itself to the other that it.would endeavor to remove. any regulatlon',‘

as to which there wag, found Just cause of complamt

There-is one other quest1on before I come to deal W1th the correspondence B
L and “the’schedules,. namely, the very important branch of our national industry .~ -
" which touches -the: fish question. ~Canada-has never: enjoyed the advantage -~
_ of free fish into the United States except upon the condition that she should""
o .grant; ‘the United States not only similar privileges, but the rrght to fish in the" .
" national waters of Canada. That was a condition of the old reciprocity. treaty,. -

‘and under that condition very satisfactory, progress in our fisheries. was made.

- There are some.people in our country to-day who-attach. so much 1mportance; J
" to the item of free fish that they would be willing, in order to obtain it, to give

to our American friends the right. to fish in ouf waters.” - We do not th1nk that
- this represents the national’sentiment. We 'said to. our “‘American friends that,

"' we were willing to meét therm in the exchange of commodities, that we wanted to -
- show our good will, but-that we, could: not-discuss this, questlon at all of giving -

o them~ free ﬁshlng, and practlcally at ‘an ‘early stage in the negotiations that =

» .. “feattire was eliminated, 'One thing further we have done:' We have secured, I

- “must sdy unconditionally, for the first time what is regarded as the very sith-
" stantial advantage of the free -admission ‘of out fish of all kinds'into ‘the’ Unlted

. ‘States markets. - In what is commiorily called the Chamberlain-Bayard treaty, '; o
made betwéen Mr. Chamberlain’ and Sir Charles Tupper on the cne side and Mr. .

Bayard, of the United States; o the other, in the year 1888, provision was made

< for free fish being admitted into the Unlted States, and the condition set forth ¢ o
. in that treaty was that Canada should give to the ﬁshermen of the Uruted States ...

certain’ commercial pr1v11eges such  as the right’ to0’ comer into ‘our ports and

? " obtain bait, ice and supplies, and to ship crews and transfer their fish. These L S
e commerc1a1 pnvﬂeges ~were .t0" be! granted. free of ‘all charge and. cost to, the" = v
- United States in exchange for the pnvﬂege of free ﬁsh in the Unlted States

'ﬂ'lmarket L L

It was beheved at that time that, the treaty would probably be ratlﬁed i
, "but as there must be some delay-in the ratification, and with. a view of av01d1ng
i the' friction which unhappily was existing in relatlon to our fisheries, there was -
‘put into the form of a, protocol what was commonly known as the’ modus v1vend1 e

it Which it was declared that for a period. of two years, that being the perlod

~within which' it was ‘thought = the treaty: would be ratified, the United, .
7. States” would be .allowed to' enjoy .these’ commercial’ pr1v11eges by a ..

- license to be issued t0. their fisherman at the cost of $1.50 per ton. - That arrange-

: ‘ment Wthh was contemplated for. two years has exrsted down to the present
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secure its ratification .in the Senate but inasmuch as the withdrawal of the

modus vivendi, it was thought, 1111ght lead to some friction and some embar-

rassment, the Canadian. government decided to let it remain in operation, and
" it has so 1ema1ned down ‘to the present time. - We get a few tliousand dollars
from the licenses which are so issued to our American friends. We do not
value this: hcense system for the sake of the small revenue it yields. The import-
ant point is to maintain our mational control of the inshore fishery. As we
shall, if this arrangement. be confirmed, receive the benefit contemplated by

- the treaty -of 1888, which failed of ratification, we propose to give the- United -

.. States fishing vessels these licenses, not e)gactly f1ee as that tleatv p1oposed
‘but fo1 the nommal fee of $1.00 per-annum. -

PUBLISHED IN BLUE BOOK AND SMALL PAMPHLETS

The detailed ag1eement 1espectmg Rec1p1oc1ty and the corlespondence

“in’ connection with it will be found in a blue “book issued by the Government.:
It has also been published in a number of small pamphlets- freely circulated: .

amongst the people and the schedules in the- auangement appear in ‘the last
_ pages of this pamphlet: :

- MORE MARKETS REQUIRED

7

The L1be1a1 party believes that the Rec1pr0c1ty arrangement will provide -
a valuable market for the Canadian p1oduce1 and ensure him getting the highest-

prices. T‘*e -Conservatives oppose Rempromty and s‘ay, “Let well enough
~alone ) . , . .
. The .debates.of the House.of Commons show the conchtlons (as they see
them) that the Conservatwes now want left untouched. . ~
For 1nstance W, H. Shaipe Conselvatwe M.P. for the constltuency of
Lisgar, Mamtoba, speaking on the 13th- December, 1910:— »
“The minister has also been asked time and time again to open up
“new markets, . There are resolutions in this report (report of the second

gene1a1 convention of the National Live Stock Association), asking him
“to.open up new markets, and I would like to know if he has done it, if

‘ —“he has ever made any attempt. to open a market for the thowughbled»

“stock of this count1y
" Yet now he says, “Let well enough alone.”

Glen Campbell M.P., for Dauphin, Manitoba, on November 30th, 1909:—

“This trade ( cattle) already of such large proportions, is growing year
‘ “by year; and it must be taken care of. To take care of it in the proper

‘way it is required: that the Govelnment should take evely opportunity. -

“to find a ma1ket for our products.”
- Yet he now says, ““Let well enough alone.”

TJ: W BEdwards, M.P. for Frontenac, Ontario, on January 21st, 1910——

“of our goods, but in the same year our smaller population afforded for
“the people of the United States a market for $214,000 ,000 worth of their
“goods. - There was thus an adverse balance of tlade for Canada of

4“$118 000,000. THon. gentlemen opposite say that cuts no figure. But:

“will any man in this House say that he ‘would not prefer to have those
30 ‘

time. The tleaty ‘was not 1at1ﬁed the Amencan govemment was not able to’

“In 1908 the United States provided us with a market for $96,900,000




U “figures reversed ‘Wil any man say that it Would not be better for Canada - -
“1f we were selling the United Stafes $214,000,000 worth while they werte/
“selling us $96,900,000 worth. 'In 1908 we bought from the' United States
“$1,254,704 Worth of horses. . And what market did they afford for our
“horses They took $900, 000 worth.- Why was this? As T stated last
“session -and repeat to-day, it is largely because our tariff discriminates
agalnst the Canadian farmer, thatis, under the tariff arrangements, it is
“easier for the American farmer to br1ng stuff into Canada than for the
“*Canadian farmer to get h1s stuff'into the United States.” : :

. The Rec1proc1ty ag1eement puts the Canadian farmer into the American- '
_market on. the same terms as the Amer1can farmer hrmself enJoys yet Mr.
- Edwards now says, " Liet well enough alone.” ' , .
T. S. Sproule, M. P. for Grey, Ontario, on. November 30, 1909:— " - )
" “The home market of Canada is not able to~absorb the products of.
“both the eastern and western provinces and hon. gentlémen can eas1ly see
“what a-calamity it would be if we could not export our live cattle.”
i Yet when a market of 90 OOO 000 people is secured Mr Sproule says “Let
Well enough alone.” ' . ‘

. J. E.-Armstrong, M.P. for Lambton Ontar1o on. Aprrl 15, 1910:— = -
~.““What has the minister done in regard to opening up markets?" The
“great-boast .and ¢ry of the men leading the Liberal party previous. to -
“1896 was: ‘Place us in power, and we will open up-thé markets of the
““world to the Canadlan farmer; we. will obtain.for you the great market

. ¥<of 80,000,000° people to the south.” - Let them point.to one market that L ’

“they have .opened up. They cannot do it, and they know it.” .
.- - Yet when the very ‘market he speaks-about is opened up to Canada he
refuses it and says, ““Let well enough-alone.” | e
- Mr. E. Paguet, M.P. for L’Islet, Quebec on January 14 1910%— .
" *“OQur financial institutions have, by their prudent, skilful, and enlight-
“ened policy -avoided -economic digaster. “They - now- require. from ' the -
government ‘the ‘opening 6f new avenites. for the extension of our. trade:
‘in order to be. able to compete successfully aga1nst the organrzed effort
“of. foreign nations. :

“To Canada the markets of Great Br1ta1n and of the Unrted States L i

) “are at present thé most important.” , : )
T ‘,,"Yet Mr. Paquet now wants. Canada to refuse a-new. market the market :
he couples in’ 1mportance with the Br1t1sh market and says “Let Well enough
alone L
Mr. Monk M.P. for Jacques Cart1er Quebec On November 30 1909~ '

7¢I ami led to state thatit seems to mewe ought to negotiate treaties
', with éall countiies that' have neéd'for our products and with which we
“can deal advantageously We hdve immensé natural resources, there are
“markets in which we could advantageously dispose of these résources and
““these negotiations which we conduct for the purpose of business and the
“development of the vast poss1b111t1es of our trade are useful to us.”

_-And yet Mr. Monk. now say, ‘‘Let well enough alone’” , L
- TS Sp1oule M.P. for Grey, _Onta110 on December 16, 1909:—

" “Instead of ‘getting an increased market and 'a bétter price. for What .
“he wishes to sell; the market the farme1 had is be1ng destroyed and no -
new market prov1cled infits place.” _
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‘Aﬁd yet when a new market is provided Dr. Sproule says, Let well enough -

alone.” : . . .
Dr. Sproule, on December 16, 1909:— ' - .
“The Minister of Agriculture was going to do so much for the farmers,
“being a farmer himself, and he jollies along in the same old slipshod way,
~ ~+“he does not get new markets, he only destroys the markets they had,
“the German market and the home market here in Canada, providing nothing
“ in their place.” . , ) : , i .
And again be it noted Dr, Sproule has had a change of faith regarding the
necessity of markets and now says, ‘“Let well enough alone.” '
Dr. Sproule, on November 30, 1909:— ' o . 3 - \
‘“Before the Liberals came into power they said that the Conservative -
‘“party were trying to find markets everywhere in-the world except. right
““at home, at our very door, where there was a market-of 85,000,000 peoplgz.
“They said that if they were returned to power they would secure by their
“sunny ways and their statesmanship, this market of 85,000,000 people
“that would- be more valuable than any market that could be secured
“anywhere else in the world. They were returned to power but did not
“make any effort to secure that market and apparently have no- desire
“to secure it. Have they ever attempted to secure it except on’the one
_ “occasion when they went to Washington for which trip Canada paid
£$35,000 or-$40,000. They came home with their heads down and we -
~“never heard a word about it.” : k -
Those same Liberals have now secured an offer of that market of 85,000,000
people, but Dr. Sproule does not want it now and says, ‘‘Let well enough alone:’

Geo. E. Foster, M.P. for North Toronto, on December 14, 1909:—

“Where is' the Reciprocity with the United States that the hon. gen-
“tleman was going to get six months after he attained power. Where is
“the approach to free trade, the goal to which my right hon. friend had
‘“declared he had set his face with great determination, and from which he
“would not recede until he had attained it ” . '

1\{[1’. Foster, December 14, 1909 :— s

“Well, sir, we were to have many other things. We were to have a

“market open for us everywhere, What markets have they opened to
" “us? Some markets have been closed to us, in others the rates have been . ..
(~

“raised upon us. No foreign market in the world has yet been opey}ed-""
“to us by this aggregation of all the talents in the thirteen' years dufing ,-
“which they have been in power. Some of our own sisters, the sub-nations
“of the empire, have granted us, as we have granted them, certain prefer-
“ential privileges; but outside of that, there is not a nation in t}le wide

.~ “world, outside of treaties which had been made before, into which any

- ““ingress has been given by these gentlemen for the products of our country.”
Mr Foster, however, does not now believe in opening up new markets, but

séys, “Let well enough alone.”

- J. A, Sexsmith, M.P. for East Peterborough, Ontario, on January 14, 1910:— -
- “It will be seen, therefore, that the Canadian farmers and mal:ket
“‘gardeners have been able to sell to the 80,000,000 population of the United
“States only $5,695,000 worth of these natural products, while the American
“farmer and market gardeners have been able to sell to the 7,000,000 or
“8,000,000 Canadians $21,546,000 worth. Thus, the farmers of Canada
“are to this extent forced out of their own marketand obliged to pay the
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Well enough alone.”

'i_"‘frelght for the transportatlon of the1r products to other markets of the o
“world. - This is the kind of treatment the farthers of Canada. are receiving. .- ~ M
““from- this Government all along the line. "I remember from my boyhood . - -~ “
~“‘days hearing the Liberals when in opp081t1on talking about” capturing - o \
_ “the markets of the United States for the Canadian farmers and’ hav1ng o
“Reclproc1ty The Liberals aré in power.’ - Have we Rec1proc1ty to-day.” : |

To -day Canada can have Rec1proc1ty, yet Mr Sexsmlth now says “Let

-

A ‘The Treaty Wlth France—An Occasron for More Rec1proc1ty Talk by Conservatwes

- “When the French Treaty was under consideration ‘in the Commons in 1909

- the Conservatlves who now spurn the Americaf market were va11ant champ1ons . S

‘of that same market, fashioning their chief criticism- of the Freénch Treaty on -, i, !
"~ the line that its adopt1on m1ght 1nterfere W1th the Un1ted States Here are . - .
} ‘some ,of the1r remarks:— ' £

CTUS. Sproule, M.P. for East Grey, Ontarlo November 30 1909 e o
IR £ connection with this’ treaty, ,there seems ‘to be' two of three dangers '

”-”ahead of us. .One'is that we may come i conflict with the Amer1cans T
“in the change ‘of their tariff under thé Aldrich Bin” o o

In 1909 hé was afraid we m1ght lose¢ what we had of the Amer1can market o .

. Now, he’ does not want it when it is made free to us.. Then whatever market ,
' we had in-the United States we had in- the face of a h1gh tar1ff NoW
. .there is no. tariff at all but ‘he spurns the: market. ' :

W S.. M1ddleboro M. P for North Grey, \Ontarlo November 30 1909 —
ST do not know’ Whether or not the passage of this treaty with’ France '}’/’ S
g going 1o entdil an extra duty ‘on all products exported by Canada to the " - 7
~ 'f,“Uthed States, but I do say there is:a risk of that, and I.also.say that the - ol
o ‘rigk of: hav1ng a 25 per cent, duty put upon $92,000,000 worth of our.
" " exports is not. to he compensated by the trivial advantage we may p0381b1y
“attain from a poss1ble incréase of our present tradé with Prance.” :

If n extra 25 per cent. duty was. a serious danger surely he should recognlze

" 'a complete removal of duty as.a great beneﬁt But to day he says, Let Well
,;'enough alone.”. . " : -

,'-Hon R! L Borden, Leader of the Oppos1t1on November 15 1909 —',[
“I shall . venture to b11ng to the, attention of the. Government ‘4. con-
s1derat10n of -our reldtive trade with France and with the United States’
‘_“durrng the past three years. OQur aggregate imports from France dur1ng
.. ‘“the past three years ammounted to $24,798,756; our aggregate imports -
o “from ‘the United States during the same per10d amounted to: $546,622,303!
“or about 25 times greater than those from France. Our exports to France
.“durlng the same period-of ‘three.years amounted t0 $6,392,400, and.-our . -~ "~
. ‘““exports. to the United “States during the same per1od amounted fto. . -
“$285 146,337 or nearly fifty times-as much. -Under these circumstances 1. - '
“miust confess that a consideration of the French treaty will 1nv01ve 'some
“‘matters of setious import, and. when that treaty does- come to be-con-
‘f“gidered I ‘trust we shall have from the minister. in charge of, it -some
:“deﬁnrte information a$ to--what effect its rat1ﬁcat1onmay have in" con-
“nection with the probable effect of the Un1ted States tar1ff ”
Mr. Borden, November 18, 1909:— ; :
o “But it must be borne'in m1nd notw1thstand1ng what my. hon fr1end
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“the Prime Mlmstel says, that the ratification of this tr een:y may p0551b1y A
Hhave some beaung upon more than half our total foreign trade.”’

. So even Mr. Borden worried about Canada’s trade with the United States;
feared that the malket there provided, even in ‘spite of a tlemendouslv high"
tariff, might be injured. Yet to- dav when that ‘same market is made free to
us, he asks the people of Canada to refuse it

Mz, O. S. Crocket, M.P. for York, N.B., November 18 1909 —
- “Iwouldnot careto support the 1at1ﬁcat1on of this treaty (with I'r ance), o \
“if I thought it would bring into effect the provision of the Umted States
“tariff subjecting Canadian goods to the extra 25 per cent. duty.”
Mr. Crocket, too, thought the American market even with its’enormous
tariff, was too good a thing for Canada to lose.” ) _
Mr. George Taylor, M.P. for Leeds, Ont., November 18, 1909:— .
“How can the farmers support a government that makes a ba1ga1n
“for getting a little trade with France by which it loses a great trade with . - ]
“the United States. I say it is the duty of the governiment t0 stay their .
““hand until we ske what our neighbours are going to do.’ -
Mr, Taylor evidently shared with his fellow Conservatives the view that
the United States market, despite its enormous tariff, was of great inportance
to Canada., - And now when instead. of that tariff being mcwased it is being’
removed completely, he thinks it is not.\w01th having. ‘ 1

J. E. A1mst10ng,ﬁMP for East Lambton, Ont., November-18, 1909:—

“1 sincerely hope that the Finance M1mste1 will not attempt to force
“this House to take definite action at the present time on the French
“treaty, as in 1897 he forced this Hotise to denounce the German' treaty,

“which has resulted in twelve yeafs of practical commercial .war with
: “Germany That country last year imported two billion dollars worth of
goods one billion dollars worth of just such products as we are producing
“on the farms of Canada. We are practically driven out of the German
“market, * * % * The Hon. gentleman is taking a similar position to-day
“with regard to the French treaty, which may result in the United States
“placing on goods from Canada a surtax similar to the one placed on goods
“from Canada going into Germany. I sincerely hope that_the Finance
“Mm1ste1 will wait until we learn deﬁmtcly what posmon the United States
“is going to take in the matter.’
Mr. Armstrong, like the rest of the Opposmon had a high 0p1n1on of the 5
American market for the Canadian farmer, Yet to-day he would refuse to allow

Canadian farmers to accept free access to that market,

Hon. Geo. E, Foster, M.P, for North Toronto, November 18, 1909:—
“There is hardly a trader from Vancouver to Sydney who has not
“more or less intimate trade relations with the United States of America
“on which he makes profits, from which he gets gains and in the prosecution
“of which he has his capital employed. If the minister puts through any
“treaty so small as this, or even though it were larger, and the decision of
“the United States, throngh their commission and the president, is that
“ in the end it discriminates against the United States he knows that the
“exact statement in the clause of the Unitéd States tariff is that thereupon
- “25 per cent. is added to the duty on every article which goes from this
“country to the United States. That is a very serious thing. What
“happeuns as the next step. This country would certainly be actmg outside
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- f“of and recreant to, 1ts duty, should the. U111ted States-put on that surtax
o “of 25 per.-cent. if it did not.follow suit with the surtax which. is allowable

“and which is poss1b1e under the.law -which ‘we have in Canada. - What" -

“would .that mean." It would mean ‘a:tremendous disturbance and dis-

. “locatron of business amount1ng to $270 000, OOO per year. as between us.
. “and the United" States . . .

.. 80 Mr. Foster:-did not want to for ego- the Amencan market poor as it-was

then for Canada on account of the hrgh ‘tariff, but to-day he wants gone of it. o

- Mr. W B. Northrup, MP for East Hastlngs Ont., November 18 1909 :—

. “Let us assume for a moment this, because surely, the Prime Minister

w111 not claim. that there is sufﬁc1ent advantage.to be gained by Canada,

.. “not even the little trade we do, butthe-increased. trade we may do with
: “F1ance under this, treaty to ]ust1fy ‘the:tremendous loss which would be
“inflicted -on Canada by virtue of the imposition of the maximum tariff-

“of the United States. Although the Finance Minister would-not dream - ;

. “of saying that if the American makimuh-tariff were to be applied it

- “would not be a far greater injury than the French. treaty would be a =

*““benefit to us he calmly tells us: ‘I do not know Whether it will be apphed
“‘or not and.I do not propose to wait-to. find out.’ ‘

"+ 8o Mr.Northrup, who now 1nve1ghs against Reciprocity, thought in Novem-ri

" ber,.1909, that the’ Amerrcan market even W1th 1ts hrgh tanff Was of tre-”

mendous 1mportance 0. Canada

v.'Mr Monk, M.P. for Jacques- Cart1er, Que November 18 1909 —_— .
" “T am very desirous that we shotld multiply our commercial relations ~
“with France: But we must not forget that our commercial relations with
“the Unitéd States, are far more vast, far more consrderable, and we must
“not jeopardize. the one 1n order bhndly to carry out the other Wthh is .
= “less 1rnportant oL
Mr Monk thought 50 much of our commercral relatrons Wrth the Unlted'
. States that he would not, ]eopardrze them even in a cause that ‘he.had a deep
© interest in. Yet to- day when it is pr oposed to remove an enormois 1mped1ment :
" to these relatlons he: wrshes to Jeopardlze ‘an opportumty 10 vastly 1rnprove -
’ "'these commerc1a1 relatrons Lo Coatt -

More Conservatwe Pralse for Recrprocrty Before the Lrberals Arranged For It :

E But 0ot only have the Conservat1ves 1ns1sted that the Government was not. -
B d01ng 1ts duty in-the way of securing new. rnarkets for the. farmers of Canada, e
and that the Ameri ican ‘market was of tremendous 1mportance to Canada (despite -

. "its enormous -tariff), but they clearly showed that they. belreved Recrprocrty
' Would be a good th1ng . o
: ‘W. H. Sharpe, _Conservat1ve M P for Llsgar Mamtoba Aprrl 15 1910,°
p -sa1d as reported in.Revised Hansard, page 7248:— °

7t

“Let me for a moment drrect the attention of the mrnlster to the com- ..

.?"“blnes existing in Western Canada; In the little town of Mowbray in

: #1908, the elevators handled over.300,000 bushels-of wheat, but last spring . . .

“a spur railway was built across the line into north Dakota and an elevator

' erected there, with the result that last year instead of handling 300,000.- "

L ~“bushels on the Canadian side there were only 100,000 bushels handled, -
. “while the United States eleévator handled 300,000 bushels Our farm_ers '
- *tdok their graitt’ across' the line and shippéd it in -bond back into Canada .
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- “to the lake ports, and by pursuing th1s course they received f1om 13 to
“14 cents a bushel more for their grain than if they had dealt in Canada.
“Let me tell the Minister of Agriculture also that whereas in the province

“of Mamtoba along the boundary line the land is worth only $20 or $25

“andin some cases $30 per acre; right across on the American side on account -
. “of the betteér treatment which is accorded the farmers in north Dakota, the -
. “Ia.ud is worth from $40 to $50 an acre. Then with: regard to the beef -

“industry, I might remind the minister that he had been asked many times

“to" investigate “the beet industry of .the United States, Australia .and the

- “Argentine Republic, but he has always refused or neglected to do so:
~’“I represent a mixed farming community, and last year we shipped 512
‘“cars of cattle to the city of Wmmpeg I know numbers of farmers in
“my constituency who always in the past have kept from 50 to 75 and 100
“head of cattle, but these men are selling out their herds and .going out of

“busmess becatise the combines are robbing them of every dollar they
“should make. It goes without saying that the farmers must keep stock in -

“order to keep.up the standard of their land, and if the cattle industry goes
“so much the. worse for general farming. There were 110,000 head of

“cattle shipped to the city of Winnipeg last year, and all the farmers could -
‘‘get from the beef combine in that city was an average of $3.87 per hundred .

We1ght while at the same time the average price of similar cattle in Chicago

Was $6.27 per 100 pounds. There must be something wrong with the -
‘cattle trade when such a condition exists. In 1907, the Roblin govern-,

“ment appointed a commission to look into the conditions of the beef trade
“in Manitoba, and they found that on each beast a farmer raised in that

“country he lost $5.80, that the retail dealers made an. average profit of -

“$13.60, and the alﬁattoir. men—in other words, the great beef combine of

“Winnipeg—made $23.10 per head. The public abattoir -in Montreal
“charges $1 for killing, so that we may infer there was a clear profit of $22

“per head to the abattoir owners,, or -the beef combine in Mani-

‘ “t(')ba With 110,000 head of cattle going in, the meat combine
“in Wmmpeg took out of the producers between $1, OOO 000 and $2,000,000

“more than they should have done. Is'it any wonder that the p1oduce1s ,

“are quitting. The combine is simply driving them out of business.. The

“drovers from North Dakota come across ‘to Manitoba and buy-cattle and -

“drive them across the line and pay the duty, which I think is 25 per cent.’
Mz T. Chisholm; November 24, 1910, Revised Hansard, page 258:—

“Personally I would favour Rec1p1oc1ty if I thought we could get a fair deal.”

* Mr. Northrup, November 29, 1910, Unrevised Hansard, page 408:—

“An arrangement may be made which will admit many of the pr oducts
“of the Dominion into the United States on s'tt1sf'10t01y terms. (Extract
- ““from Speech from Tlnone)

“Why, of course, we would both hold up both hands for th"ct
and again:—

“ Everybody will hold up both hands for any arrangement to enable
“us to send our goods on satisfactory térms to us in the United States.”

J. W. Edwends (I‘1011te11ac) ]anueuy 21, 1910, Revised Hansard, -page

2228 —

“But when this Government toOk the duty off American corn they

“neglected a splendld opportunity of conferring a great benefit upon the’

“farmers of Canada in not exacting from the United States a quid pro quo
“that they would remove the dutv from Canadlan ball'ev
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J_ A Curne December 17 1909 Rev1sed Hansard page 17 15 —

o “The Americans send thousands’ of bushels. of potatoes mto Canada'-( N
. “because their potato crop. ripens: earlier than ours and yet the Canadian - . -
- ‘““farmers in-New Bfunswick are pracmcally prohrblted from sendlng pota-‘_ SRR
- “toes’into the.United States.”” . . N S
C oo Mr Monk M.P. for jacques-Carmer Que November 22, 1910—— S
© . “Sir, if we take as ouf guiding principle what' was' laid dowin by Sir oon T
john A "Macdonald -in 1878, the- pririciple to which the Conservative" SR
party has ever -been faithful, we. will accomplishi: two things: We will~ -
“‘negotiate with our, neighbors t1pon pomts uporr subjects ‘where our own' -
“interests, the.interests. of our industrial life, are not affected. “Why should"
“we not, have. _commercial relations' with' them? “The mioment.our ows. .~ - . 7
“interests are at stake, ‘and- nébody: will: understand that better than our. 1w Lo
ne1ghbors themselves—~then we.can hesitate. ‘But it does seem to'me that ~ - ;)
“if by an 1nterchange of commod1t1es, of farm’ products, and such-articles, .
“whiere we can, without injury to our-own people, and where théy can with- -
. *out injury to themselves, but with mutual beénefit to-both sides, make an " - -
;\ ‘exchange and lessen the burden of a heavy tanff Why should we not L
.. ifaccept’ the invitation now extended to us. TS TR
" _J.'D. Reid; March 30, 1910, Revised Ha,nsard page 6001 L Tt e
o “Then there is, wheat, the great- output ‘of the.Northwest: If we could' T
R get wheat.info the United States it would be a great help to'thefarmers of ~ .. ..
T “the Northwest.. But the' Minister.of Finance’ did not take the farmers into
r cons1de1 ation at. allin sofar as the Northwest was:conderned; and did not- , .
try to get any of these articles on the'free list, %% T would like him ..~ "o
\ (the Finance Minister) o get Reciprocity in agricultural 1mp1ements, as. ol
“*yas promised some-years-ago. The.farmers want Reciprocity-in agri-™ - /|
“cultural 1mp1ements and the Minister of Finance should have trred to get -, |
‘‘an agreemeént with the Unlted States- with ‘respect to them.” B

1 W . McLean, March 30, 1910, Rev1sed Hansard page 5979 —

.».. “So, what T warn ‘this House: and the country of is this: " “We have had'

LY f11end1y settlement of a question” Whlch might have mvolved a tariff war '~ ’
- “but nothing-Has.been-done, as yet, to take out the:sting’ that is in the =

e A_mer1can tariff for Canadlan products, that seek the’ American market.”

““Tf ‘we carry out’ this idea, perhaps some’ day, ‘the Americans will’ ~ .
“come to us with somekind of trade reciprocity.  They may:say: *Wewant ..~ "~
your farmi: products and we will remove some, of the dut1es that we 1mpose'ﬁ
' upon you.! . o
v “Anythmg we get from the' Un1ted States Wﬂl be the result of~—I must
use the Word for it is the only one ‘that apphes—-the Testlt of retahatrori e h
, Mr ‘Herron, March 30 1910 Rewsed ‘Hansard,’ -page.5999:— "o T o REPPRER S
o e " .“T'wish to. say a. few words on_the resolutlon now before the House RS
S “Mrght I suggest to the Minister of Finance, now that he has capltulated to.
“the United ‘States. Government’ and while these: tariff arrangements-are . .
“under consideration, that this would be a splendid’ opportunity for him to -~ - = . "
: - f“do somethmg for the Western farmers. - For many 'years: we liave been L
/.. “promised better trade relations in regard to farm machinery, to wheat; ~ . -
c o7 “gnd some otheér farm products. I think.it would be a much. greater benefit
“to this country to put.binders on the free list than feathers or perfumery, . -ii--
.. “and things like that of which we have heard to-night. I think this would - -
o “have been a grand opportumty} for the Governiment to fulfil some-of the . -
" “pledges ‘they made years ago to the, farmers of the Northwest.. We- know: .
.-?“that p11or to. 1896 the Pr1me M1n1ster and h13 ’followers made pledges that B

A
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“if they were in power they would put farm 1mp1ements on the free list.
'“I do not know whether the Prime Minister himself made that statement
“emphatically, but many of, his followers, who after wards became ministers,
_“ did make it.- I think this would have Deen a- fitting opportunity to insist
upon Rec1p1oc1ty in agrlcultural implements between the two coutitries
‘as well as in wheat and other grains. * * * * T am sorry that the Finance

“ M1111ste1 has not.been able to do somethmg in the interests-of the farmers

‘in negotiating this treaty.”
\.J E. Armstrong, April 15, 1910 Rev1sed Hansard, pace 7239 :—

“Then take the fruit industry. He tells the people of this country.

“through the men in his employ to get.to work and plant trees. A splendid
“indugtry for the general development of this country and of great advantage

‘“to the farmer. But what-do we find? If it were not for the Western market -

“to- day where would the products of the Eastern provinces go to? Instead

“of going into the'markets of the world under proper conditions and under- .
“favoul able auspices. Nobody knows better than the member who is likely:.
Y10 follow me that we are sending out only 1,500,000 barrels when we should

‘“be sendmg out from’ 5,000,000 to 10, 000,000 bauels N -

A year ago Mr. J. A. Currie of North Simcoe was qu1te posﬂ:lve such a good

. thing as Reciprocity could not be secured . He sa1d Revised Hansard, March
-30th, 1910, page 5984.—

“Twas very much amused to see the dlscuss1on in the Liberal papers

“about this matter leading to Reciprocity. Anybody who knows anything

‘““about treaties or treaty-making knows very well that the idea of a Recipro- -
“city treaty does not exist to-day as it did before 1890. - The whole form of -

-“making commercial treaties has changed, and there is no countries in'the
“world, except the United States and Great Britain, which clings to the old
“Rec1p1oc1ty treaty idea. Anybody knows that by making this double-
“column tariff, as they have done 1ecent1y, the United States have also

g1ven up the idea of & Reciprocity treaty. What is the difference between .

‘a Reciprocity treaty so-called and a favored-nation clause treaty? A
¢ Rec1p10c1ty treaty is a straight tr eaty between two countries in which one

“country says: We will admit certain articles free, or under certain con-:

“dmons into our country if you will admit certain articles under similar
“ conditions into yours; and it is a bargain between the two of us. That was
“the kind of treaty we negotiated in 1854, but that kind of treaty-making
“has gone out of fashion. They talk aborut obtaining corhmercial treaties
“on a reciprocal basis with the United States. - Why' there.are fourteen of

: “these reciprocal treaties with foreign countries hung up which never have
““passed Congress, * * * * Tet us glance briefly over this matter of treaty-
m’Lkmg between Canada and the United States. It was in 1846 that the
““question first came up. A form of treaty was then negotiated, but it came
“to naught. Finally, after a great deal of trouble, a treaty was passed in
“1854 and it contiritied from 1854 to 1865, That treaty was of great benefit
““to this country. Anybody who studies the statistics of that period will
“know that our trade with the United States was speedily placed upon an
‘even basis. When the treaty was made, the United States sold to Canada
$24,000,000 worth of goods, while Canada sold to the United States

“$8,000,000 worth: In 1865, when the treaty was denounced, Canada .

“bought from the Umted States $27 000,000 worth of goods and sold them
$33,000,000.” . )
Then on page 5985 Mr. Cu1 rie says:—

“As the Minister of Finance said, the Hon. Geo1ge Brown went to
“Waslungton and negotiated a treaty. Anybody who reads the life of

A
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"‘George Brown knows that John Sanﬁeld Macdonald at the time. the '>

" “Reciprocity treaty wasdenounced. asked the editor of the Globe to go to

x “Washlngton as a quasi representatwe of ‘the ‘Canadian Government to "

“negotiate a tréaty on the quiet, exactly as his follower to-day has done.
“The correspondence is published in the Life of George Brown by Alexander

“ “Mackenzie and no doubt the able editor of the Globe is a careful student
“of the life of his predecessor and has followed the same course. In 1874 a
‘““new treaty was negotiated.. It was adopted by the President of the United -
“States and by this Government, and it was a very good treaty. But as
“soon as-it went t0 Congress it was thrown out because the United States
“said that if they could squeeze Canada aga1nst the wall, she Would very
““soon come into the union. ' e

‘Mr. E. D. Smith, Wentworth, March 20, 1908 Revised Hansard page 5377 —
“I would ask: Has this Government, durrng the ‘past ten years, opened

up any new markets? * # * * Have we been able to get our products
“into Franceor the United States on better terms? Not at all. When they
“were in opposition these hon: gentlemen opposite promised that if they-
“Were returned into power they would get our calves and sheep and horses

“in free to the United States—yet to-day these animals ‘go to the Un1ted o ’

- “States subject to exactly the same duties as.they were then.”

Mr. H. S. Clements, M.P., April 10, 11908, Revised, page. 6528—

1 remember how’ the Prime Minister -used to declare-in every district -
Where he spoke that if he and his. party came into power they would cut
.‘““across the border, and withtheir sunny ways, would make an arrangement

' “by which we should get a mutual exchange with our American neighbors -
““not only of agricultural products but of otherproducts as.well. But these .
“sunny ways have not fulfilled"their promise; on the contrary ‘the changes”
“have been rather to our. detriment than in our favour since this govern-
“ment came into power. * * * * It will be enough to say generally that.

o

"“‘the American duties are-about two and a quarter times as high as our.’ -

"‘dut1es against thém * * % * The tariff as arranged a year ago seemed to
~ ‘““me a tariff arranged to bleed the people for reveniue. - The necessaries of
- “‘hfe are unduly-taxed to the disadvantage of every mechamc and labourer

“in Canada. * % * If our government -had said to the American govern- -

ment ‘If you will give us a fair exchange in certain natural products, if. .

““yow will give our farmers your markets for beans and barley in return for

{3

- “‘the 'market we give to your corn, ' that ‘would have been a fair- ex-

change You may call it free trade 1f you like; if that-is free trade then

‘ "‘I am a free trader in regard to some of the natural products of Canada .

“and the United States. - I would give 100 per cent. for 100 per cent/, I . .
“would not give 200:per cent.. for 50 ‘per cent. as our. government are, Lo

“‘practically doing to-day" under existing conditions.”

But éven Mr. Ames, the chief apositle of high protectron as recently as
February, 1911 saw some benefit in Reciprocity. He said:— :

“Would it not have been wiser for us to have waited to see What they

“would do before we rushed in and gave concessions? Would it not have

: “been wiser also to have waited until after the Imperial Conference?- Then' .

“we would have been in a.pdsition to-see how far our neighbors fo the.
“south would .go’ of their own initiative, and if it were then necessary to

“make ‘a limitéd treaty with them on- articles on which they were not 3

prerared ‘themselves. to. give us freedom of access to the1r markets 1t’
“would have been fight and 'a proper thrng to do so.

As ]ate as August 15, 1910, W11ham Wrrght C onservative M P for Muskoka ‘
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- .gave an opinion favorable to Recipr oc1ty inr eply toa que1y from the T01 ohto Sun
“With regard to Reciprocity I would say that I am favorably disposed
“to the widest possible freedom of trade, so long as it is on a fair basis and
“my idea of a fair arrangement is one that in the wor king out will enable us
“to sell as much as we buy from any couitry and any trade that has not
. "“the -above result is one Canada cannot afford to ake, * * % * Ag to the
. “‘position of the United States, they expect in any tr ade arrangement with
“Canada to play the part of the Egyptlans while Canada plays the part of
“the Israelites and. consents to remain in.commercial bondage. . We may
“be allowed to ‘sell them our raw matefial, such as saw logs and pulp wood,
”flee In return they will expect us to buy them back in- the shape of.
) “manufactured goods and give them our markets free. * * ¥ # Ag to the
~ - “oﬁel of the United States to exchange farm implements, free, I cannot
‘“see any reason why a binder should pass the border free that would not
apply equally to the grain the binder harvests. I would be willing to-
“see.binders, reapers, mowers, rakes, etc., pass the border freely-by both .
- countries, p1ov1d1ng every farm p1oduct the above machines help to
RS “halvest also pass freely. The proposition would be a fairly good test’
" “of the desire of the United States for a trade arrangement.. As to harvest- -
“ing ‘machinery- it ought not to be. forgotten that the great bulk of the
“production in the United States is in the hands of a giant merger, and a
“large part of Canadian output i$ in the same hands, and in the case of
TR ¥ ee 1mp01 ts this interest would soon control the 51tuat10n in Canada.”
m T T Clnsholm Conservative M.P. for East IIuron Ontauo also wrote to
Jitthe Sun. He said in part (August 19, 1910):—
E “In 1ega1d to Reciprocity with the United States I may say that I
““would favor it, only T have no faith whatever that we would secure a fair
‘“deal. * The United States refused Reciprocity to Canada at a time when
‘we would have been greatly benefitted by it. Now when we have suc-
T '.ceeded in finding more stable and reliable markets in Britain and else- . -
" “where I think that we should be very, very caleful indeed espe01a11y
77 ““when dealing with sharp and selfish Uncle. Sam.”

o 'Dven in 1900 the Conservatives suppmted Rec1proc1ty Orie of the pam-
phiets: they used in the campaign of 1900 was entitled, “Markets for the F’Lr—
mers,” and this pamphlet contained the followmg statement :— :

“The Conservative policy has always been,”” among other thmgs ‘access
to the Canadian market for agricultural ploducts of the United States only on
.the condition that similar entrance shall be glven for Canadlan products into -

- their markets."”
This is the a11andement now secu1ed by the L1be1 als and befme the people

\

_for endorsation. . \ .
Conservafive Newspapers Favorable.

From the above it is clear:— : - _
1. That the Conse1vat1ves have nght along recognized the necess1ty of

securing new markets.
2. That they cons1de1ed the Amencan market of vital 1mp01tance to

. .Canada. S .
3. That many of them until quite recently strongly believed in Reciprocity.

‘The Conservatives did not denounce the principle of Reciprocity even a
_year ago when the slight modification was-made in the tariff to prevent the
‘ 40




Un1ted States surtax be1ng 1mposed upon Canada, and 1t Was known that further

c o negot1at1ons were to .take place . They scolded the Governrnent at the time ..
B ch1eﬁy on the. ground that they were really g1v1ng the Un1ted States sornethlng )

for nothing. .

Even the Conservatlve newspapers Wh1ch are now s vehemently denouncmg :
Rec1proc1ty were at that time (a year ago), in favor of Rec1proc1ty negotiation. - -

- Their chief worry was that we might haveto malke t00 many reductions ourselves
in order to get anythmg from the Un1ted States. On Aprll 2, 1910 the Wlnnlpeg

_ Telegram sa1d»*,~ s o
: o Re01procal treat1es must be. Judged upon the1r ments ‘upon, ‘what is. *
rece1ved and-what-isgiven.in exchange The fact of'proposed. negotlatlon -
'.“in itself does not“either bestow. credit’ or require. disapproval, ‘But in.-
L -,"‘treatmg with the United States, Canada has ‘placed herself tinder a'very = .
.~ ‘“serious handicap in various : dlfferent ways. By what she ‘has already . -
| “given away for nothing Canada has diminished her bargaining” material,
;“She has placed the United" States on‘d level with France in. regard to the
“main articles in which the trade of the United States enters into compétition °
“with that of France. If:the: “United States had that to sue for, the: United . - .
“States would: naturally bein‘a more y1eld1ng mood in respect to concess1onsr .

oo “in its-own market.” . < _ L
e Mail' and Empire, March 15 191O—~'*"~7-' S

“The United States market has been’ kept absolutely closed to a large, R
volume of: Canadian merchandlse that tended to-go: there No..;suchr,
“exclusive effect on the sale of: United States merchandise in this cotintry -
“was. had by our tariff. If freé trade were suddenly declared as between:

_ “the two' _countries; the addition that would immediately. be made to -
“Canada’s. sales- in"the - United States would be much greatér than the " -
“consequent .addition to the United States:sales in this country. ‘In other

.. “words, Canada has advanced much farther towards the concessions -of a
- “free rnarket to the United States than has the United States towards- a

i "hke concession :to. Canada. = The’ proper way to compare the mutual.

..~ “reactions of the tariffs is-by comparing:the export trade each country does - .,
,“Wlth the ‘other. * Canada buys from the United. States.twice as much. -+

‘as it sells to the’ United States.” That is the conclusive argumeént that it - . o

“is Canada -riot the Un1ted States upon Wh1ch the balance of. unfavorable' e

s

B treatment falls,”
L ‘Mail and Empire, ]anuary 10, 1911 :—

T

* ““The -conditions, therefore ‘are all ‘on Canadas s1de We need ‘no’ -

Rec1proc1ty On the other hand our ne1ghbors are for national and for

, party reasons most anxious to éntef into.a tfeaty.. This gives the Canadian
- negouators an opportunity to drive a bargain that shall be satisfactory

“to us, or, failing that, to reéfuse to come:to. térms. ~There need be, thén;
“no sacrlﬁce of -any Canadlan interest. There need be no capltulatlon to

"‘Washmgton If a treaty b/e decided upon it ought to be a bargain in =
“virtue of which Canada méakes important commercial gains. . It ought - .

. “to be an arrangement. by’ means of which the balance ‘of trade nowW 0
“much - agamst us, shall be turned in. our favor.” 2 :

- - The Montreal. Star ‘10W SO Vehernently fighting Rec1proc1ty s1mply because :
it 18 Rec1proc1ty, was not.opposed to Reciprocity on principle a'year ago. "It
~did not- denounce it then. - All"it’ Wanted was that Canada should be careful

 and not' pay too _h1gl1 a price for.Rec1proc1ty.‘ 'On October 3, 1910, it said:—
oo . . . - , “ ] 41 . L ) . o .
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“The Americans have in the past shown themselves efﬁc1en‘c in the
“use of the ordinary machinery for the prepauatlon of the rayw material
- “of trade negotiations. This tariff board is a mew weapon which they

\“‘have forged, partly to aid'themin this work, and they doubtless expect
“that’ it will materially strengthen them. Our negotiators will have to
“meet their American ‘confreres with the older weapons only, and they
“will do well, therefore, to see that they are equipped with the fullest °
“information in regard to all phases of the questions at stake. The fact =
“that we came $o .well out of the preliminary skirmish of last winter will

’ "-f_"not protect us in the coming geneial engagement, and we cannot afford =

“to rest on our laurels-in the slightest degree. Nor will the circumstance

. “that- we undoubtedly hold ,the strongest cards ensure us a favorable
“termmatlon of the negotiations.. Thé American 1eplesentat1ves will act’

“under pressure from large inter ests to which reciprocity may mean large

“revenues. Our negotiators will have to be on the watch against all

- “attempts to Jockey us out of the advantages which we now undoubtedly

. “hold. .

' “The- Canad1an att1tude towards the United States is of the utmost

. f‘fnendhness We are quite willing to accept Reciprocity on proper terms.

: ‘.“ But- we are also quite ready -to allow . present . conditions to” continue,

“unles swe get the terms which we deem prope1

- Toronto News, March 2, 1910:—

“While the United States tariff is so much higher than’ the Canadlan
“tariff, Ottawa scarcely is likely to make any considerable concessions except
.. “ upon the basis of a mutual sealing. down of duties. It is not enough to
- “offer us a mere continuation of the pr esent American scdedules'in exchange'
. “for, trade favors from this country.”




An»Hiaoﬁeal View of Reciprocity.

S Both Pohtncal Partles Have Made I'|: Thelr Pollcy Ever Smce Confederatlon ——Conservatlve.'
P S UA R S Inconsistency. - ' “
o - In view of the abbltude of the Conserva’olve parby of to- day in Oppomtlon to t,he, :
- Recnpromty agreement, emphasis must be laid upon bhe very important fact thab,

until quite recently the : ‘position. of both political parmes in Canada has been one
:Whlch looked to the consummation of closer trade relations with the Umted .

- States.. Long befoiie thie Confederation of ’uhe British colonies in North Armerica, .

.- .the sentiment in' slipport of reciprocity was strong; indeed, it might well be sald e
- bo have ‘been the moving spirit-of the politics of the: a,nbe Confederatlon perlod
B £ does hot-require any person to have been a very ‘close' student of Can&dlanf o

, hlr*bory to know. that the troublous tlmes which began Wlth the rebelion of 1837-8
~ ‘and which ended’ with the Rebellion losses agltatlon in’ Montreal, with ite cele- ’

» ' brated manifesto-in favor of annexa,tlon, signed ‘by.all the leadmg Tories of the' :
.. day; 1nclud1ngJ J. C. ‘Abbott, who later- became 8 Convselvamve ane Minister . | SR

. "of the Dominion, were ended only by the negomamon of ‘the Tlgin remproelty' S

o treaby of 1854. " That, wss the only time' in the’ hlrstory of Canada when there was. ~ - -

o :any eenblmenb of wWeight' in favor of annexation and thit wag kllled by the" I‘BGI-‘ e S
promty avreement negotlated by Lord Elgm : e R R

D THE TREATY 'OF 1854- 1866

Tha,t trea‘by went- mto effect in 1854 and 1ema1ned in force untll Augusi‘; 12 : ‘
L ]866 “Under it theré was a bremendous inereasd in tl ade - The" commerece be-.~"“ S
' *wnnn the. 'bvvo countries. quadrupled in twelve’ years and 'bhere was & eubeba,nbla.l

< vhalance. of trade in “favor ‘of Canada, small though the populablon of the bhen pro-- S
j - - vinces wag in those, days. It cennob be denied -that when thig- treaty was nego:

> - tiated it met with consulerable criticism by m'beleeted pa,rtlevs just as all subse- .

L quent attempbs to melove the trade’ relations between the two countries. have:

r , y-.been ¢riticized  and ° opporsed by those whose irfterests were affeebed But the"

L treaty proved of great value to both countries and when it. was abrogated after the, L,

[ o “close of the American Civil War, 'bhroucrh a ‘mistaken idea on the part of thoee s
L " .in control at. Washmgton bha.tu Canada had sympathized Wl‘bh thie South in that - ‘

- ,grea.b struggle, there was great, anx1e13y upon the patt of Canadlan pubhe mén as tof
p what 3 ‘would be ‘the outcome. - :
f E L Remember that this was & year before bhe blrth of the Canadlan Confedera.—

. tion, the union of Ontario, Quebec; Nova Scotia -and New . BlthSWle as .. the .
nucleus of that great Dorninion which now stretches from Atlantic to Pamﬁc a;nd '
indeed, one of the great -srguments which ' pmdueed that- Confederablon, especi- -

-ally in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, was that in view of the’ abrogation of the
treaby Wlbh the Unlbed Statee it Iwas desu’able bha;b the provmces should be umted -
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in 01de1 tha‘ry they mlght be strongel in their eﬂm{}s to bnng about._a ve- ad]usb- »
'vment of our commelclal relations and the procuring of a new tlea,ty . N

" THE FIRST STANDING OFFER. SN
And so, from .the Vely beginning of Confederation, ‘the desire ‘for 1601p1001'(7y

. became ‘the established policy of the country. ' It was fhe established policy not of - '

one ‘political party, but it was the poli-cy of all political parties that have had to do

.~ with the goVemment of Canada. " In 1868, in the first -year of Confederation,

there was enacted in the tariff a standing offer of reciprocity to the United States.

‘The men of that day who controlled the Government of Canada, headed by Sir
© John 'A. Macdonald, felt that as one of their first steps they must make this

deelmatlon that they desired to rénew a reciprocal arrangement with ‘the Umted_
States. - - Accordingly there’ was carried .into the taxiff .of 1868, the first after
Confede1a1non, that standing offer of reciprocity with the United States '

A year later, the late Sir John Rose, then Minister of F TFinarice of the’ Domm-

ion, was sent to the United States as a delegate from the Canadian Government,

to endeavor to do that ‘which had been attempted by the late Sir Alexander Galt -
and his colleagues, an endeavor to bring -about reciprocity. His mijssion {failed,

“"like its predecessors, bub notwithstanding ‘ryhe »stzmdmg offer was 1enewed

$hough changed somewhat in fo1 m. :
Again in 1871, Sir.John A. Macdonald went in person 4o Warshmcrton and -

.v«sought in the negotiation of what was then called the Treaty of Wa:shmoton to
“bring about commercial 1e01p10011';v Here again Canada _was unsuccessful, but
. atill the anselvaﬁlve Government maintained its standing offer in this tariff.

“THE GEORGE BROWN TREATY.

“The Tiber als came into power in 1874 and one of ‘bhe first acts of the Premier;-
I-Ion "Alexander Mackenzie, was to despatch the la.be Hon. Gemge Brown to, -
Washington to endeavor to negotiate a breaty of trade and. commerce. Unlike his
predecessors he was successful; and he brought back with him a draft treaty
which was acceptable to both administrations, but was not ratified by the United
States Senate. And in passing, it is interesting to note how history iy repeating
itself in 1911, The treaty of 1874 had no sooner been negotiated than it was met
with a storm of protests by the “‘interests’’ affected, just as' the agreement of
1011 e he'ng opposed by the ¢ ‘interests”” of to-day. Canadian Boards of Trade

‘ob]eeted to it, because “‘it was going to ruin our manufacturing interests,” while
. American. business men protested that it would divert trade from American chan-

nels and build up Canadian routes of communication; and the farmers of the then
Western States protested, just as vigorously as ave the farmers of the Western
States of to-day, that the introduction ~f Canadian products into the Republic
—=*7 —n their .industry. But the interests proved too stlong atb Was'hlngton,‘
and go the Brown treaty failed of ratifica bion.

SIR JOHN MACDANOLD’S OFFE_R.
Then time went on until after the general election of'1878, and the return
to power of Sir John A, Macdonald and the Conservative- party - upon the Na-
tional Policy platform. What was the attitude of the then Conservative leader

s
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towards 1eciplooiby with- the. Usited’ States? In ’Dhe very . le'solu’mon which - he

presented- in the House of Commons in 1878 which was the basis of the Natlon.zl
Policy campaign, Sir John said-:—

“That this House is ‘of opinion that the Welfale of Canada ‘réquires the adop—lv‘ »
”tlon of a national policy, which, by a ]udlclou»s re-adjustment of the -tariff,

““will benefit and foster the, agncultulal the mining, the manufacturing, and other -

““interests of the Domlmon _that such a policy will retain in Canada thousands of
“our fellow countrymen now obliged to expaﬁuate themselves in search of the-
omn‘lovment denied them at home; that it will restore prosperity to our -smug-

:'-“hng industries, now so badly deplevssed will encourage and-develop an active '

““inter- movmcml trade, and moving—as it ought to-do—in the - direction of a.
1eolp1001ty of tariffs with’ our neighbors, so far as the varied interests of Canada -
may deamnd, will gmatly tend to procure for, this country, eventually A RECI-

- “'PROCITY OF TRADE.

In the very ﬁrst baxiff plesented to the House of Commons: by the Natlonal 4

"Pohcy Goverhment was this permanent offer of reciprocity to bhe ’Unlted States
, (See section 6 of the Tariff Act of 1879) :—

““Any or_all of the followmg articles, that is to 8ay : amlmalrs of a,ll klnds,.'
“green f1n11‘; hay, straw, -bran, seeds of*ﬂl kinds, vegetables, (mcludmg potatices,

““and . obher - roots:) plants, thee@ and ghrubs, eoal and’ coke, galt, hops, wheat, -
““peas and_ beans, barley, rye, oats, Indian. corn, buckwheat, and all other grain,.
“ﬂou1 of wheat and flour of rye, Indian meal and oatmeal, and flour of meal of any . -

oihe: orain, butter, cheese, fish, (salted or smoked), lard, tallow, meats, (fresh,

‘galted or smoked), and lumbe1 may ‘be 1mp01ted into Canada- free of duty, or at a

1ate of duty than is p10v1ded by this act upon ploclamatlon of the Governor in

“Council,” which may.'bé issued whenever it ‘appedrs to his ‘satisfaction ‘that -

T

rieailor articles from Canada may be imported 'into: the United - States free of

':(_“duty, or at-a rate of duty not exceeding ‘ohafu payable on. ’nhe sdme undel ﬁuchf
“‘proclamation,  when imported : into -Canada.”’ e

It will be noticed by a comparison of this offer-with bhe terms of the amee-

. ment now before the country that the Conservatives were willing, aye, eagel ‘to

] “?>glVe greater concessions to_the United States than those ‘included in the agree- ' (
" 'ment reached between Secretary Knox and Flon. Mr.. Fielding. Yet ‘there was- . -

then no cry, such as there is to-day, that leclplomby spelt treason, that it was-dis-

g . loyal; ‘on the contlaly, it"was -then the height of pa’orlotl»sm, because for@ooth' _
tib was an offe1 made by a Gonservative Government .

' OTHER CONSERVATIVE OVERTURES. .~ .~ = -

Not conben’o Wlth theu :stanqu offer which was . lenewed yeal afber year, and ¢

" which found.a permanent place in the Revisad Statutes -of 1886, Sir-Charles: Tup-
‘per-is on’ recmd as havmg said in the House of Commone, in ]88’7 in answel 1}0_ .

A7 ~~-lnn.

“Bobh _the Impenal Govemment and the Govelnment of Canada, are domg'
“all in their power to promote a friendly adjustment of the ﬁshene)s difficulty-
a,nd 8 RECIPROCAT, TRADE ARRANBEMENT WITH THE UNITED STATES.

. That was Tiob dmloyalty, in the eyes of the. Conservatives, but it was only

C 1usb what has been’ aocompllshed by Messrs. I‘leldlng and Paterfson who havef .
sncceeded where the Tories failed. "Sir Charles Tupper himself went, down Yo -
Washington in 1888 to seek reciprocity, but again he failed, a]bhough he was..- -~ 7 *
_ ready, in.return for commercial cqnce‘ss'i‘ons’, to give the Americans free access - - -
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~ to the ﬁshmg privileges of the Dominion . of ‘Canada.

Before leavmg on hig-mission to Washmgton Sir Charles sald f1om hig place
-in the Flouse of Commons :(— :

‘But no matter how they may ondeavor to confuse the pubhc mind, THE
P]]OPL]] UNDERSTAND THAT THE LIBERAL-CONSERVATIVE PARTY AS A WHOLE ARE,
STILL READY TO MAKE A FAIR TRADE AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED STATES WHEN-
““EVER THE UNITED STATES ARE PREPARED TO ENTER INTO SUCH AN AGREEMENT.

- “We have said time and again to the Government at Washington; we have said
\“it in all the official correspondence; and true to that policy we are not taking a

“cringing attibude. I believe we will yet suceeed in making a fair armvangement -

W1th the Republican Government lately installed at Washington and we will do it

‘as men and as Canadians, just as independent in Canada in reference to our
”futme and our present as the Americans, to their cledlt are mdependent in
‘bhe United States.” :

And after his return from Washington, what did he say? Although his mis-
sion had been -a failure, he was compelled to admit:—

“T am glad, after spending some three months in \Vashlngton to be able: to
say that T had very intimate intercourse with gentlemen of different politics hold-
mg high positions.in the Senate and the House of Roepresentatives, that I took
“many opportunities of:discussing this question with them, and tmt the result is_

© ““that T did nob find one statesman in the United Stabes who expressed his satis-

“factlon with the termination of that treaty (of 1854). I believe the general ex-
““pression in that. country is that commercially it was a mlstake to have termin-

" ““ated that treaty, and that it would have been infinitely better for the United

““States and for Canada if it had been continued. I feel it is only right to say that

‘‘“THE EFFORT TO OBTAIN THE FREEST POSSIBLE COMMERCIAL INTERCOURSE BETWEEN

“‘CANADA AND TUE UNITED STATES CONSISTENT WITH THE RIGHTS AND INTERESTS OF °
“rHE Two GGOVERNMENTS, 1S & POLICY THAT DOES NOT BELONG TO ONE PARTY ALONE,

““BUT IT IS THE PROPERTY OF BOTH PARTIES IN THIS COUNTRY

‘Sir John A. Macdonald in the last appeal whieh he ever made to the electorsy

" of Canada, went o the country to ask for a mandate to negotiate a trade treaty

with the United States. e had determined upon a dissolution of Parliament and
he made the pretext for that dissolution a statement that an offer for negotiations

" had come from the then Secvetary of State at Washington (Hon. J. G. Blaine).

The Toronto Empire, then the leading organ of Sir John A. Macdonald, his
own personal creation, in fact, in its issue of February 4, 1891, pubhshed an article

_on its firsb page that read in part as follows :—

. ““The Empire-is privileged to publish a copy-of the despabch from His Excel-
“‘lency the Governor-General to the Secretary of State for the Colonies, showing
“‘the nature of the Government’s proposals to the United States and mdlcabmg
“the earnest desive of the administration for the dovelopment of trade between
““the United States and Canada.”

This despateh was dated Government House, Ottawa, Decembel 13 1890,

and lbs first clause read as follows :—

“Rencwal of the reciprocity. treaty of 1854 thh the modifications 1equued
“‘by the altered- circumstances of both countries and with the extensions deemed
““by the commission to be in the interests of Canada and of the United States.’

Mark you, these words might almost have zeen pemned in description of the
agreement reached at Washington in 1811, because that agreement is one which

has ‘‘modifications required by the altered circumsbances of both countries.”’
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The atblbude of bhe Conlserva,tlve party upon the: reelproclby 1ssue in 1911 Was :
- further xllustrabed bV bhe ]"mpme Qf the same day (I‘ebluary 4, 1891) When 1t

said i— -
“The Dommlon theleupon alsked the Impemasl authoxlmesl to 1em1nd M.

“Blame that Canada had always been.ready for a fair reciprocal ana,ngement and
“‘had made tepeated offers to that effect, which, howeve1 had been ignored or
“‘refused by-the United States " ' K -

-+ And -in anl edltoual in the same issus, 1t said —

. “There is no reason why a fair and hénorable. 1eclproelty, advanbageoue to ,
) “both Canada’and the Umted States should not- be the i issue- of such a dvscussmn .

‘as is ploposed ! . : , ,
‘ ' SIR JOHN THOMPSON’S POSITION

Speakmg in Toronto durlng the same campaign, on I‘ebrualy 6," 1891 to be

_ exact, Sir John Thompson, then Sir John Macdonald’s right hand man, and lsxber '
_ Premier of Canada, 'is 1ep01ted by the  Ewmpire to have said :— .-

““A little over three years ago it transpired that negotlatlons were bemg enter-

‘tamed by the United States for the ma,ktng of a treaty of reciprocity -with, the
“colony of Newfoundland. = These negotiations have not: yet ripened into . a

" “‘tréaty, but they were proceedirig upon’lines ‘which were not unlike, ‘'so far s -
- “Lhey went, thelines' which- Canada would be willing to pursue in any negotla-
« ““tiong’ with that country, and not, mind you,. atthe dictation of the British Gov-
ernment .but on_our'own line. Mr, Blaine has.intimated Wllhngness to make -

‘a wide treaty for reciprocity and enter upon separate negotiations with ‘Canada.

: “‘That statement being made, We are bound to avall ouvselvee of tha‘b to extend '

“‘our tlade . S
THE CONSERVATIVE OFFERS TO THE STATES .
* That is not all in_ regard to the Congervatlve 1ee1promty campaign of 1891

‘ “Canadas Tenth- Tair Offér.’ A Bmef Hlstory of Reclprocmy Slnee 1866

A_”Ca,nada Alwayrs Willing; the United States Always Turnlng a Deaf Har.

" 4Nire oub of Ten. Offerrs -made mince 1865 Came from Con'servatlve

“Mlnlstens

“.And then te ﬁmrsh wrbh Sit John A Maedonald s pohey, the - reeord above

. shows that the very‘last speeeh from the throne whleh he prepaned for the then
S Governor-General (Lord Stanley of Preston) o read on Aprll 8, 1891, ’oWo months
) before. his death, contained this passage:— .~
“My advigers, a,vallmg thémselves of opportunltles Whlch were presented in

“fhe closing months of last year, caused the administration of the Unlted Staties to -

E _“be reminded of the willingness of the Government of Canada to join-in makingef-
“forbs for the extension and development of. the trade betwéen the Republic and

“thé Dominion, as ‘well as for the friendly- adjustment of those mattars of interna-.

i “tlonal chardcter which remain unsettled. I dm. ‘pleaged to say that these repre-

“‘sentations have resulted in the assurance that in October.next. the Government -
“of the. United States will be prepared to consider the best: meane of arrlvmg 9,1‘,
a plactlcal solution of rbherse 1mportan‘b ques‘blons S :

', ) HON G E. FOSTER AS A RECIPROCITY ADVOCATE

Bu’o al’nhouah Sn John A Maedonald was dead ’nhe Gonservaﬁlve en’ohumaem
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for reciprocity conbmued To quote Sir Wllfnd La,unel (Hovusevdf Com—mons, .

March- 7, 1911) :— : _
’ "The Conservatives carried the elecmon upon that pohcy (1eclp10mt.y) and-. -
“‘as goon as the elections were over my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) and his govem-
“ment. made a bee-line- for Washington to interview Mr. James G. Blaine, who
“was then Secretary of State for the United States. But the. excursion of my
“‘hon. friend on that occasion was not & happy one. Julius Cmsar said: I came,
“I saw, I conquered; but my hon, friend - -(Mr. TFoster) might have said after
: ”that frip to Washington : I went, T was seen, I came bdck; he was ushered in-
“‘and shewn out. But the followmg year, not abashed at all by the cool reception’
. “‘of the previous year, the following year, in 1892, the hon. gentlemau ‘made
“‘another trip to Washington, and though ha was more coxdlally received on t.hat."-
“‘oceasion still the results wexe no be’ote1

The 1ee,01d shows that i 1n spite of the double 1ebuff»s, the CO]J'SGIV&the Gov-‘

. ernment of that dmy continued to advocate 1ec1p1001ty -In 1894, speaking flo:m

the Premier’s seat in the House of Commons, Sir John Thompson said :—

“r may rsay, Mr. Chairman, that communications were mduectly made w1t.h’
‘the United States Government to the effoct that Canada would be glad to know
““of any desire or willingriess on the part of the United States Government t0
+ ““ake medsures towards the extension of trade between the two countries, and that
. ““Canada WOULD BE WILLING TO-RECIPROCATE with due regard to-the industries and -

“interests of Canada, and with due-regard to the revenue which would be
" “‘neécessary to Canada. At-a subseqlient" stage an officer of this Government went:
> “*to Washington for the purpose of seeing whether it was the desire of the United

© . ‘‘Btates Government or of the committee then having charge of the subject in the

““House of Representatives to enter into communication with the Government of

»

“Canada.on the subject of tariff concessions on either side of the line.’

And Mr, Foster, then Minister of Financé, not only’ incorporated a new
_standing offer i in his tariff of 1894, a ta2iff_whieh confinued until he was tunled outb
of office in.1896, and which included an offer of free fish,; of free eggs, of free
" shingles and pulp woaod, of free green or ripe apples, bezms buckwheat, pease, '

potatoes, rye, rye flour, hay and other vegetables of ﬁee balley and Indian
© corn; bub he said from his place in the House:— : ~

“When they (the ‘people of the United States) look over the items in our
“bariff'as it shall have passed this House they will find that line after line, article
“after article, grade after grade, we have given them a better chance to get into
ou1 market bhan they have given us o get into their market; consequently
“‘LEGISLATIVE RECIPROCITY so far as trade is concerned shines out from the proposi-

- “tions that the Government put before the House to-day in a for gleatel degree
”than it does out of the leglslatlon which they have ploposed and which i I in pro-
“‘gress through. their Congress.”

And as late as 1899, this same Mr. Foster, who is now »such a stlong op-
ponent of reciprociby When it has been secu.‘ted by a leelal Govemmen’o is on
record as having seid :—

. “No matter what Government ha»s been on, the treasury benches no matter-
“what party has been in power, there has been a continuous and yerswtent at-
“tempt to cultivate better trade relations between this countty and the United
"“‘States of America in a reciprocity that should be equally beneficial to both
“‘countries. The negotiations of 1866, of 1869, of 1871 and of 1888 all bear
: “testlmony to tha,t ? i
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WHO HAVE ASKED FOR REGIPROGITY?

o I‘or ﬁfty years both pohtlcal paxtles in Canada have strongly. advocated reci- A

: p100113y and have endeavored to secure 1eelp1001ty In. Appendix B. at the back

' facts. f01 the moment “the historical side of 1eelp1001ty is as follows :—

T of this . book- ;will be found a statement showing this in detail. Summamzlng the o

1854- 1866 Reelproelby in natural ploducbs with the Unlbed States. This ~a1-
1angemen1’; was the’ outicome of free tlade in Gréat Britain, which abolished .

.. preferential duties--.on eighty Canadlan products and left - Canadian trade

_much depressed. To Canadian lemonystlanees all Gladstone would reply was . -

that he | hoped Canada had more than a poeket love for England Lord Elgin,
-"the Governor-Greneral went personally to Warshmgton to second the efforts to

- obtain- this” treaty. It lasted for twelve yeas, duung which time it§ benefita :

. ‘were gaid to be twenty to .one in- favor of Canada. . It was termmated in

1866 because United States politicians did’ not: 11ke Great Britain’s attitude
in the American civil ‘war, also because the new Canadian tariff pub high = .~

baxes on American manufactuxes and because there was an idea thab cutting -

coff Canada’ f United States market might dragoon her into political union.

/ 1865 —William Howland and A. T. Galt tried to-get the breaty of 1854 extended, - _
bub were unsuccessful,- George Brown' 1emgnec1 from the- coalition goverh: - .

ment because he ob]eebed to arsklng the Unlted Sta‘ﬁee for g 1enewal of a
. favor,

1869 —The Macdona.ld Govelnmenb (Conselva’olve) sent Hon John Rose, I‘lnence

Mlnlstel to Washington, to make an offer of oomplebe 1e01pr001by ThlS offer

which included asmmlla.blon of customs and excese du’me»s, never came to .- ,

. anythlng : ,
L :‘}1873 ~~The Maekenz1e Government (leelal) made Ge01ge BIOWn a specml com-

-misgioner to Washington, his errand; treaby renewal. Brown offered - g lim- -

" ited reelplomty in manufactures and an unhmlbed 1eelploelty in nabula.l pro- -

duets.

" 1879.—The Meodonald Govelnment in fra,mlng its Customs Act—~the “Na,blona,l o
Policy’ —put n a sbandlng offer of 1e01p1001ty in natuml produets with the -

Umted Sta/ﬁes

‘188'7 —In sebthng our ﬁshery troubles, w1th the Unlted Sta.tes, Sir Challes Tupper:

* is gaid, to have made an offer of unrestricted 1e01p10e1ty Sir Charles explained

. that it was ‘“‘an unrestricted offer of reclpromby Wha.bever it wars, it re- '

sulted in nothing.

1891 —The Macdonald Govemmenb made pa1b of its eleetlon ea.mpalgn on an al-
' leged offer of reciprocity in natural products with the United States. In bhls )
. campaign "Wilfrid Laurier, the Liberal leader, advocated unrestricted - reclpro-'

city.. Sir John Maedonald won on “‘the old man, the old flag, and the old

" policy” ery., -After the election the - -Conservative Government sent Geo.. E."
Foster to Washlngton to gecure remploea.l rela.blons, but falled S

\ :1898.—Liberal Convenblon made reelpromby part of its programme
B ’1898 —The Laurler Government (leera,l) a,ppomted five’ members to 0 Jomt
: ’ C - 9. :
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High Commission of ten, which sat six weeks at Qucbec and three months
" and a half at. Washington. Canada offered reciprocity in natural products.
" The United States wanted a treaty tht would cover certain manufactures,

-The Alaskan boundary proved a stumbhng block to both sides and negotia:

tions were called off. :

'-1910 —President Taft sent Commissioners to Canaua to dvscuss tmde 1e]at1ons
between Canada and the United States. ‘ :
1911.—Messrs. I‘1eld1ng and ‘Paterson visited \Va;shmgton on invitation of Presi-.

few manufactmes was drafted.

. SIR WILI"RID LAURIER ALWAYS FOR FAIR TRADE-——SPEEGH AT COLONIAL GON
FERENCE, 1907.

An attempt has been made. to make it appear that Sir Wilfrid Laurier speak-
ing as the leader of the Liberal party, definitely declared some years ago thab
henceforth Canada would have nothing to do with the Unitied States “in the
matter of freer trade relations.

In support of this contention & statement by Sir Wilirid Lau11e1 at the Im-
perial Conference in 1907 has been quoted by Mr. Foster in the Canadian House of
Commons. This sbtatement is in thesé terms:—

“There was ab one time wanted reciprocity with them (Lhe Umted

‘‘States) bub our efforts and our offers were negatived and put aside, and we .

- “have said good-bye'to that trade, and we have put all our hopes upon the

“‘British trade now.

Sir Wilfrid certainly said this; but $his was only a portion of what he said.
The whole quotation, which is to be found in the official report of the Colonial
Conference (page 423) puts a very different co1nple\10n upon the matter. Here
is what Sir Wilfrid Laurier said :— :

“Betwéen the preferential tariff and the general tariff we have: now an
“‘intermediate tariff. The object of this intermediate tariff is o enter into
“negotiations with other countries to have trade arrangements with them. It

““has been supposed that.this was to hit our American neighbors. With our™
“‘American neighbors we should be only too glad to trade on a better foobing
“‘than at the presént time. We are next-door neighbors,. and in many things

‘““we can be their best market. W& SHOULD BE GLAD TO ‘'TRADE WITH THEM,

“‘but it never was intended nor thought at the time that this intermediate

“’oauff could apply to the United States. There was at one time wanted

1eclp1001ty with them, but our efforts and our offers they negatived and putb -
““aside, and we have said good-bye to that trade, and we have pub all our
“‘hopes upon the British frade now.
» This is in perfect accord with the position Sir Wilfrid has taken 1epeatedly
“gince 1896—that while enlarged trade relations between Canada and the United
States were desivable they could not be necured until the United States experi-
enced a change of heart and made overbures to Canada. This is what has now
“happened. T ’
: MR. BORDEN SPURNS MISTORY.

But the fact that both parties have always advocated reciprocity is not suf

ficient jusbification in Mr. Borden’s mind for Canada accepting Feciprocity to-day.
" Speaking on February 9, 1911, in the Hoouse of Commons (p. 3364, um'evised
Hansard), he said :— . ‘

“I do not propose this afternoon to enter into a consideration of the

‘“advantages Whlch may ‘have come to this country during some part of the
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' operatlon of tyhe 1e01ploclty tlea,ty of 1854, but I Would like £ point-out to '
- “this parhamenf and to “this country that this is 1911, and not 1854; and’

“that it is idle for us to attempt to discuss- these ‘proposals flom the

“standpoint of 1854, or .even from the standpoint of 1866.” :

He wants. the questlon discussed flom the’ standpomt of 19171.
From the standpoint of 1911 has there been ‘a. demand for rempmclty?

, PR T is.a well known fact that when the Prémier toured the’ West in.the summer ‘
‘ of 1910; he was mét almost everywhere with a demand for 1eclproclty In fact, -

this demand was so strong -and. 1mpres31ve that Industnal Ganada, the organ of', :

- the Canadlan Manufactmeve Aers.ocmtlon devoted conslderable epace fo” ﬁght—
mg it One-of its articles. bevan — - . e

. ““An. organjzed. effort, appeale to.be in progrees to convince. Sir Wilfrid

”Laurlel that flee tlade is urgently sought by the farmens of We'stern Can-~ l

.(”a’d .

- The agltatlon was followed up by the falmens delegatlon ‘which Walted upon/
» ,-Parhament on December 16th 1910 This delegatlon was nea11y ) thousand ‘
strong ‘ oo A

' troduced the delegatnon ‘He Said i

'”nght Honourable Sir Wllfrld Laumel Pume Mlmster of Canada and"_:
““members of the government, I-am- here as President of the Canadian Coun—

“‘your government some of our views. We. have metb as-a delegatlon repre-
“‘senting . the different provinces of the Dominion :of Canada: : We have in
{‘this organization, the Canadian Council -of Agriculture, - différent -faimers’ -
: organlzatlonos throughout the Dominion-of Canada. : We have representa- '
© . . ‘‘tives here to-day {rom New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Quebec,. Ontario,

g o “Manltoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta: - I think you will agree with me,"v.

the past, Ho doubt, received many delegatlone but, I think I am quite safe

M1 'D. W McCualg, Preeldent of the Canadlan Councll of Aguculture, in-

“cilof Agriculbure. . We have met on.this occasion to present to you and to .-

“‘sir,- that this delegation is rsomethlng out of the usual line: You have, in

“in- saying that thls is the first organized delegatlon you have ever recelved o

v, ““from’ the farmers.of the Dominion of Canada. .
" “Now,.as I have mentioned, we have met o pxesent to Jou gome" of Lhe
“requests we have to make; of your government And, as you look .upon
“these delegates- here, T would like to mentlon that they have’ come- to-

\ S - ”to themselves.  -Bub -we fegl ]urstlﬁed in incwrifig this expense and under-
{ o i gomg this inconvenience. 1n ordex to ehow you giry. that we are in earnest

gether to-dav. &t great expense and; in many cases, af great inconveniemce =

“‘in”our requesbs S / , oo e

The” memorla,l presented by the farmers reIatmg to 1901p1001ty WB/S ‘a8 fol-'

T 10WS — 8
o Thle delegatlon representatlve of the agrlcultuml 1nterersbs of Canada, desire ‘
T approach you upon ‘the- question of the bearing of the Canadlan custorns tariff.

", of Canada’s broad domain,. every legltlmate form ‘of - mduetrlal enterpmse but; in.
view of the fact that the further progress: and development of the agrmultural in- -

: 'dustly ig of guch vital 1mp01tance to the general Welfare of the state, that all other"”
Canadlan lndustrles are so dependent upon. its eucces»s, that its conetant cond1t1on

"5t

o

y We oome asking no favours- at your hands. We bear with' us no feeling of -~ .
' antlpathy Lovvarde any other llne of lndusﬁrlal life. We welcome’ within the limits - -




' founs the gleat baaometel of tlade, we- OODSIdBl 1ts opelatlonrs should no longel N —
be hampeled by bariff 1estnct10ns : SRR

And-in view of the favomable apploa/ches already made thlough President -

'_'1‘aft and the American Government looking towards more friendly tradd rela-
* tions between Canada and the United States this ' memorial takes form as follows :
R That we strongly . favour: reciprocal flee trade’ between Canada and
the United States in all hmineuitmal agricultural- and animal products, spraying
materials, feltlhyer»s 111um1na1‘:111g,,fuel and lubrmatmg oils, cement fish and
lumber. .~ . : N U
. 2. Reclplocwl flee trade between the two countmes in all agricultural im-
. plemenbs machlnely, vehicles and parts of these; and, in the event of a favour-
- able argngement being reached, it be carried into effect through the mdependent »
action of the respective govmnnwnts rather than by the' hmd and fast require-
ments of o treaty, c ,
. A Scalhon Honouuy Ples1dent of the Manitoba G'rra,in G'rl‘owel‘s" ‘
Assoclatlon ‘said i — : ]
' "‘Ou1 protective tanff is' felt: to be a great’ burden upon the aﬂnculbuml

mduvstl;y of Canada, and upon the great body of consumers of plote-cted o

. “commodities. ~When the Tariff Commission -held 'meetings of inquiry
A "‘Llnoughouﬁ the country, some five years ago, the farmers made their pos1—
" - .‘“tion on ‘the tariff very clear; .they anted no protection for their own. in-
“dustry and stlongly urged that the tariffs be reduced to a revenue basis.
. “They hold that opinion to-day; more strongly, if possible, than they did
. “Then. They are willing to meeb the requirements of a tax framed to cover
' “t,he public expenditure of the Dominion, the proceeds of which, less cost of
““collection, will go wholly into the pubhc treasury. But they rstlongly pro-
“test against the further continuance of a taviff which taxes them for the
“special benefib of private interests. They say that this is wrong in prin-
“ciple, unjust and oppressive in its operation, and nothing short of a system -
““of legalized robbery. Prices for the produce of the farm are fixed in the
“markets of the world by supply end déemand, and free - eompetltlon, when
; _“these produdts are exported, and the export pricé fixes the price for home -
“‘consumption, while the supplies for the farm are purchased in a restricted -
“market where prices are fixed by cowbinations or manufacturers and other
busmess interests: operating under the shelter of our protective taritf. Such
“‘a fiscal system is manifestly unjust and should be abolished. -
© . “Tf is claimed by the advocates of. protection that the system furnishes
‘a home market at good prices for the produce of the farm and, therefore,
““is a compensation to farmers for having to pay higher for their supphes But
‘“when it is considered that during the fiscal year ending. 8lst March last,

““imarkets had to be found in foreign countries for $115,;000,000 worth of the )

“produce of our. farms, including animals and their products, and that our ex-
‘‘ports of such p1oducts will largely .increase -as time goes on, for our great
“West is only beginning to show its capabilities for the production of hund-.
“reds of millions of bushels of grain and hundreds of thousands of live stock
“‘and other produce, and that the. export price fixes the price for home con-
“sumption, the argument of a home market can only be regarded as a joke.”’
Regaldmg reciprocity, M. Scallion said :—
- ‘“No trade arrangements which the Canadian Government could entel
“into with. any country would meet with greater favor or stronger support
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By “from the farmers of ﬂhls country, than a w1de measure of Leclprocal tzade
~“‘with the United States.- Such a’trade. arra,ngement 1nvclud1ng manufactured, -
“articlés and the natural produets of both countries would give the producer

“‘a, wider and more profitable market in which to sell a'great -deal -of their - °

“produce- and a cheaper market in which to buy a la1ge quantity of their - -

L »supplle}s This rstatement can. be verlﬁed by a comparison of prices in both .- o

“‘countries, for years. - The prices of graln live stock and dairy produce under .
- “‘normal conditions, . ave -much higher in the States than on this side of the
- ““line. -The importance of an extension of our trade with- the United States

“hars ‘been recogmzed time ‘and again. by. our -gtatesman, who, on geveral oc-
“casions endeavored to secure a wider measure. of reclprocal trade ‘with that
“country. Until quite recently. the United ‘States. government was' not ia,vor-
“‘able to the extension of freer trade relations ‘with .other countries. That.
pohcy did not apply to-Canada. partlcularly, as some of our opponents of re-
“ciprocity .would have us believe, ‘but. was. the pohcy of the United States -

““towards.all nations. “A political pa,rty, ‘pledged to a hlgh tariff ha;s Keld -

““power in’ the United States almost’ contlnuously since the civil war, when

. ,’..',,_“the high. tariff was adopted for the purpsse’ of meebmg ‘that -war. debt and - o
" “‘the powerful corporate and pnvate interests which came into’ ex1rstence and. o
“developed under that bariff, and because of it, have continued - to. ‘exercise .

. “‘such control over public meén.and legislation in that-country as'to be able”
5. prevent. any successful a,ttemphs to lower the tariff:or enter into: fleer,

\'~:"‘trade relations with other countries. .~ But a:change has taken place in public

oplnldn in the United: States. 'The President has asked our ‘government to: . o

.. “enter into negotla,tlons for the- purpose: of brlngmg about freer trade. relar
“tnonrs between 'thetwo countries. This. actioh -, 'ofthe Presrdent has been
f:‘\“backed up by the people of the United States in the recent ‘elections i in that’
- countrv Negotlatlons between the two., governments lookmg to the exteén-

“dion of trade between' the fwo countries, have begun.

““The delegatlon replesentmg ‘the agricultural - 1ﬁteresﬁvsv of Canada

R strongly, uige our government t6 meet the. Unlted States half ‘way and gecure .

--*‘ag’large a measure of 1ec1procal trade: in manufactured . articles;. and fthe

ﬂ""t"‘naﬁural products of both «countries, as- possible. - Farmers are aware that a

" ““‘general lowering’ of :our protective’ tariff ‘and reciprocity Wlth the “United:

. ““States will be strongly 'opposed by the united strength.of. the protected in- - g

---.“ﬁelF‘QbS Wthh Have - grown -wealbhy, and powe1ful under -our- protectlve
“gystem’ Already their speclal pleaders among the- pubhc pleqs and “in_

L ”pubhc llie are pomtmg out: the dangevs to Canadian interests and to British

‘‘connection, of a treaty: of reciprocity  with the United States. ' Our ship-

.. “ping inferests-will be ruined, our great tra,nsportatlon systems. will be de- . . .-
’,“sﬁroyed the. ‘quailty of our: grain’will be lowered, infact general ruin will
“overtake us, all of which, of course, is very alarmmg to those. people, but’ | -

_ “Whlch only exist:and is conjured up in the imagination of the pleaders for -
speclal pnvﬂeges * These pleaders have no ‘warrant for such statements.
“._ “Thig is cledtly shown from the'fact that our trade with the United States:
“f.or the last fiscal year amounted: to about $850 000,000, nearly equal to cur- L
“trade with all the other countries combined. *Is not- that ‘yaluable trade -
. “and of great’ ‘mutual benefit .to " both oountrles‘) Are there any’ a,ppament
' “d‘mgers to the'general interests of Canada from that trade? And if ‘not,

- “why should its extension be not regarded as a -great’ benefit to both ‘coun-
“tnes? We have made trade arrangement with “Trance, with Germany, b

““and other sinaller countries, which is all very “well as far as it goes. We‘
“have subsidized transportation companies 6 promote such trade. Then'why

,‘ “should we not endeavor to- enlarge our trade with the 90,000; 000 of people“ o

' “right at our own door Who affmd us ‘the grea/oesb ma.rket of any counbry in
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“‘the world—a market that will grow as the population- of that country
“increases? - - . e E ; A
“It is“stated that in entering. into reciprocal * trade with the United

”“St&ﬁes, vested- rights must be protected, meaning, of course, the rights of

“our protected manufacturers, .but when the policy of protection was
“‘adopted by the Canddian people it was with ‘the understanding that es
“soon as the protected interests had time to develop and become frmly

“‘established, protection would be withdrawn and the people relieved from -

“further taxation for the benefit of private interests. " We think that pro-

“tection should have been removed years ago, and we think that now, in the .
“framing of a fiscal system intended .to- do justice to every interest in the

- ““matter of taxation, that so called vested rights. founded and developéd upon

“a system of unfair and unjust legal exactions from the great body of the

““peaple, should be given no consideration whatever. . , o
. “We are in favor of an iricrease to 50 per cent: of the British preference

“on all imports from Britain and favor a.further increase from time to time

“until the duty on British imports is entirely abolished.’’

-D. W. Warner, one of the directors of the United Farmers of Alberta, and &

. ~.member of the Canadian Coumcil of Agriculture, said in part:— - . _
‘ . “Before taking up the subject committed to me, I wish to say that we
_*“have listened to the papers that have been prepared very carefully, and we
“know that they carry weight; we know there is argument in them. But I

“want to bring to your attention some of the difficulties of the very founda--

““tion of agriculture the world over—not alone in Canada, but the world over
“‘—the rearing of a profitable market for the. live stock. produced on our

fflands. ‘ o . , )
. “Our pra,irie provinees, on account of the faciliby with which food can
“be produced. and the salubrious chardcter of the climate, is exceedingly well

““adapted for the production of food-producing animals. Yet, on account of

‘“*tlie inadequacy of the system of marketing stock, and notwithstanding the

““fact that consumers in’the large centres of population have to. pay very

““high prices for meat, the returns to cabtle raising are so discouraging thab
“increasing numbers of them are going out of this business to an alarming
““extent. The old cheap method of raising cattle on large ranches is rapidly
“disappearing; in the near fubure the only source of supply will be the
“farms, and under present conditions the farmer cannot possibly raise the
“number of cattle needed for the home and export trade with any reasonable
© “profit to himself. Thus, one of the greatest sources of our-agricultural
“wealth is being destroyed instead of being developed. We wish to impress
““on you the necessity of a profitable, economical and permanent market for

" “our meat products.’’ -
The resolution of the Canadian Council of Agriculbure also presented .a
memorial regarding the meat industry. One of the recitals of this memorandum

is as follows — \
“Whereas the farmers are, on account of the unsatisfactory markef going

“out of the meat producing business, and will not again take it up until the
“marlset is placed on a stable basis, and further that wunder the present sys-
““tem of exporting there is always a danger of the markets of the world being
““closed to us, which would result in rum to many.” ‘

Mr. BE. C. Drury, Western Ontario, Sceretary of the Canadian Council of,

Agriculture, said in part:— .
“There can be. no questioning the fact that agriculture is not prosper-
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.‘mg in Canada as it should at the pLesent time. .Itis customaly in certain
qualtels to refer to the lack of mtqlhgence and enterprige among ‘the’ farm.
““erg themselves as the cause of.thig condition. Thls, however, is not entlrely
. “‘in accord with the facts. No class in the country has.shown itself more .
y : “thrlfty or industrious, more willing to take advantage of every opportunlty e
. ““to learn. and' apply lmplovod methods, or more ready to adapt itself to -
. ““changed conditions. The simple’ fa;cts must be faced that, in spite of these
“‘thlngs, agriculture has failed to hold its own. Agmcultural popula‘mon has .
“steadily decreased for the last ‘thirty years in every proviice east of Mani-
" ““toba, while even.in the wesbern provinces, town population has increased” ab,
“‘a faster rate than that of the farms. It is useléss to point to the settling
" “‘of the West as the cause of the eastern decrease:”. That has no doubt been
“‘contributory, but cannot account for the greater part of the decrease. It -
"is equally useless to suggest the use of improved machinery as a possible )
“cause. That largely explains rural depopulation -under such conditions as -
- ‘“prevail in Ergland where agriculture was fully” -developed before the in-
i ‘”troductlon of labor-saving machinery and where. every piece of lmproved
machmery displaced human labor on the farms. In Canada the case is en- .
D “tnely different. Simultanéously with the introduction of 1mp10ved machm-—
v~ - “ery has come the gpecialization .of agriculture, calling for more men in the
' "‘dalry, fruit and 'mixed farming 'even -with anroved ‘machinery than were
‘ever required under the old conditions of grain- farming. We must attri- .
”bute these movements -of - population, disastrous as they must prove to
“our national well- -being, to the effect of a tarifi Whlch enoourages c1ty in-
“‘dustries at the expenge of agriculture.

“In -agking that every means consistent wlth our na,tlonal honor be talen . -
“bo secure free tradé with our southern neighbor in agricultural products
““and implements, we believe we are not unjust to our manufacturers. of im- »
o “plements. The greater competition in farm implements, and the wider - -
" .. “markets in farm products, must prove of the greatest advantage to our -.
SR | ‘‘farmers; both east and west.”

Col. Fraser, Brant County; Ontario, read 2 paper in parﬁ as. follows'— L
““I have the honor to reside in the western portion .of Ontario: that s
““noted  for its varied production of dgriculture, such as grain of ‘all kinds, = ..~
,  potatoes “turnips, horses, cattle, sheep and lambs hogs, butter; cheese and: ' .

: eggs And situated as we are, surrounded on thlee ‘sides by" Umted States. - .
terntory, with its large .cities directly on or near our borders with a large .- o
““cong~ming population “of the products I have named, the advantages .of o
“‘reciprocal trade relations with the United States are so apparent that it j& - S
‘‘almost needless. on my part to make any statement to that effect. -

““The price of the articles I have named being, with few exceptlons at all

“tlmes i excess of ‘the prices prevailing on our side of the Jine.

“Treating on the questlon of turnips, T have frequenﬁly seen paud in cus-

~"“foms and freight dues' nearly four dollars for every dollar paid the producer. -
4 “Thlrs is only one of the many. like instances I could enumeérate.- It is no
- ““wonder then that -the farming interests in my district are deplessed that
““the ‘bailiff’s business s largely on the increase; that mercliants are unable
“to collect their bills .and that the general - condltlonvs of the {farmer call

. “Ioud]y and piteously for a change. = The conditions as outlined in the. con- -
“templated- changes of the baxiff, would, 1 believe, largely. elithinate the
“existing conditions and place on a sound - foundation our agricultural in-
““torests, on whose prosperity the condition of all classes so much depends.

"Ou1 large 1mm1g1atlon which we are at present enjoymg, with the en-
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“ormous influx 01" ‘capital whwh accompames it, together with’ the vast ex-
“penditure of moneys on public works by Dommlon Provineial and Muni-
mpal prevents for the time being these conditions being- fully felt, but let "
‘a’period of depression occur, which is not only possible, but plobable and
“a condition of affairs - will soon 100.1111; which will be appalling. .
o0 "We Lave nothing bub the kmdh@st of feelings for our manufacburers,
- “but .we Aully realize that o policy that has robbed our province of 100,000 of
““its rural populdtion in.25 years makes the sibuation so grave that relief must
’come and come. speedily-eve it is too late -and we have forever destroyed a
yeomamy, the. _finest that history, . either alcient or modern has ever
““known.. o .
8T wi 11 s‘ty 10 Mmore, lenwthy dl'bCuSSlOl"\ wﬂl do no lrood the facts are
‘‘so &ppment that a child of:tender years understands the situation. » How
“much more then must it appeal-to you:as intelligent: men? .
- “T thercfore trust you will, if possible, avail younselves of the oppm—
tumtles nffozded by the- oontemplated offel Whlch llS llkely to be nﬁ’mded

“you’ ,
'Thomas McMillan, V\’esr{,em Ontauo a membel of the Dxecutlve of the
Donnmon Gm.nge and’ membel of the Canadum, Council of Agriculture, said, in. -
palb— 3 Sore . :
" *“When we are face o face with (OlldlthIlb such as those, when we see
“the sturdy yeomanry “of Ontario omdually deserting the fmm “when we
: “know that the greatest misforbune which can befall any country is to have
“its people huddled together in ‘great centres of population, and that the
‘beaung of this present customs tariff has the tendency to encourage that =
“‘condition,  is it not -the ' bounden dutby of-the government to.endeavor to
“‘make all the. condltlons surrounding nonoultule as favorable as the; pos-
“‘sibly can? : .
“In endonsmg the pm‘yel of that potition, we believe thab 1f g favorable
“1eclplocal trade arrangemeni can be obtained with the government of the
-“United States, Wwhersby. animals and their products as well as all agricul-
“tural products would be allowed free access fo. those great consuming cen- .
““bres, it would cerbainly give a great impebtus to the agricultural industry.
“The progressive farmer of to-day must be a manufacturer of high class pro-
“ducbs such as highly finished live stook of all kinds, beef, bacon -mutbon,
poulmy, eggs and-cream, bubber and cheese, ,

: “Study the Anierican live gtock markets and we find that the best beef
“animals, ‘a8 a genela,l rule, sell from at least $1.00 to $1.50 per cwh. more
“than our prices in Toronto. None of that high class beef is shipped abroad.
Tt is all consumed by the wealbhier classes ab home. Ontario farmers ave’
“fthle to compete with the world in the production of high-class beef, and if
“we could obtain access to that greal market we would be able to enter the
. “best market of the world, which ]JGS ab our very door. We iwould not then
“be as we are now, pmcmcally shut out of our markets for six months of the
yeal by the long ovell&nd rallway journey, which precedes the ocean voyage
“Yo the British market. In shorb, it would do more for the beef catfle in-
“dustry in Ontario than all the government enactments of a generation. In
“other products T have named, speaking generally (with the excoption of live *
“hogs which often rule about the same) puces are mvauably higher. than in
‘our Canadian markets. Prominent men, in their ignorvance of “the real re-
“‘quirements of an advancing agriculture have described these articles. as but
‘the minor produets’ of the farm, bub gentlemen, I want to impress upon
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you the f:bct that these productlons constltute the very rlght arm of o per— ,
manently successful agriculture.”’

‘Mr. J, B. Johnston, of Ontirio, read a bapez in part, as follows —

DD % supporting the unanimous opmlon of this delegation in-favor: of reei- -
‘“‘procity with the United States in all 'agricultural produce, 1" may . offer a

“‘few explanations as. to how it would affect the interests of our. Canadian - -
' “frmt groyers and- particularly .our growers ‘of apples The district*I ‘repre-

““sent ig yearly becoming more largely engaged in. orchaldmg In -this, as in
“many other sections of Canada, the apple business is being rapidly 1mp10ved

“‘by .co-operation of the growers in the care-of their otchards and the mar- S

‘‘keting .of their fruit; the recognized suplerior quahty of our fruit guarantees
“that with expert methods e can more than hold our own in open market. .
“‘In the County of Norfolk we: have-a- co-operative -dassociation .engaged in
“the handling of -apples. This association was organized five years ago ‘and
“im 1910, even ‘with the short crop, it sold nine times the quantity of fruit

“handled in the first year it was organized. . - The. prospects for further de- -

velopment of the apple busme%s in.Ontario, under the co- operatlve system,

““are very bright indeed. . '
““‘But while. the bu:smess “of apple -growing i proﬁtable to- d&y its exten-

““sion ‘would be promoted by the opening of wider markets. The Republic -

“to ‘the south with a-population of ninety millions or so and. a. rapidly grow-
*‘ing demand for all kinds of food products would be' an excellent .additional
“‘market. for our fruit. Even in the face of the duty prevailing, ‘the ship-
“ments from -our association this past year to the United States were 6,000

) v' “‘barrels, . Whlle 25,000 barrels, went to- the. Nolthwest and 5,000 barrelrs to ©
“England and Scotland Had there been free trade in apples we would have

“been ablé to sell our whole crop 50° cents a barrel better than we did,- There
“‘are varieties of apples, stch as Greenings, Belleflower, and Tolman Sweets
whlch are not. wanted at all in the Northwest, but are readily . taken at.a

"‘good price in the. United- States. . Apart from this' theve ~are localities in =~
. “*Canads which -could-import,. Americar’ fruit to_advantage, and many sec: .-

‘ “tlons in the United States which could use-our fruit: to even greater. ad- .
“varitage. In years of scarcity the Canadian West would like to draw upon -

“the Pacific Coast fruit more- largely than it does, while in sessons of- ‘hedyy -

‘:production we would be greatly benefited by~ an aaddltlonal market Thl'S il o L

“lustrates the advantage-of reciprocity. ,
At resent tne- Canadian . apple -growér is- dlscmmlnated a,gamrst Thef

“Umted States tariff on apples is 75 cents a bartel, while ‘American apple-r ‘

gxower& shipping into Canada have to pay only 40 cents a barrel duty. .
“This is' unfair and 1-respectfully. ask, on behalf of Canadian frist- -growers; .

o “thaﬁ you, as representatives of the Canadian .people, will endedvor in any:

“‘reciprocal trade negotiations.to have the American fruit tariff lowered to at

”leazst the same figure as the Canadian teriff. ' Further tha,n this, we would
““welcome ‘and request a oomplete withdrawal of all duties on apples ‘entering
“either oountry Receproczty in apples would b(meﬁt consumer and producer'v -
“alike.” . - . : 3

" Mr. W. B. Fa,wcett of New Brunswmk 1ead a paper in paaﬁ as fol]ows -

"““I only wish to add a word for New Brunmswick, and to say, if a treaty .
““can be obtained that will give our natural products frée access to the Am. .
encan markets, it will immensely benefit ‘our chief- mdusbry, agriculture,
‘as well as sevelal others, scarcely less 1mportant to our p10v1nce .

‘ “I‘arm ploductlon with us in mosb lines has ade ‘serious losses for
“many yeavs pa)sis especlally in live stock. The value of our 1mp1ovec1 farms
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: “has generally decreased. Tven the best dyke lands in my own county
‘ave worth less than formerly. And our proviucial government is expending
““considerable money in attempts to re-people our abandoned farms' with

“Butlsh unmlolanf;s Bub the abandonment of other farms goes on just. the

‘‘same. . BN
- ““The feehng is becoming’ Vely general tliat the pmtecmve tariff in fome
“now, as well ag in'the pas$, is lalgely responsible for this retrogression.
“Under such a tariff manufacturers are not only enabled to outbid
“fzmmers in the matter of hired ‘labor, btk to impose umeasonab]e puces on
“‘practically eveiything required to opemte o farm. ;
“*‘Our soil and climate favor the extensive and - profitable growing of
¢ ﬁult ~and nearly every farm crop common to Canada. Kven under the ad-
““yerse .conditions so long existing, we ave producing a considerable smplus
of potatoes, tuinips, hay and dairy products, and our farmers would receive
‘a direct and nmnedlate benefit from reciprocity.
“To illustrate briefly, T might mention myself; and say, that flee access to
“the American market with my own hay crop, would make me a net gain an-
“nually of $360; and-on my strawberry crop, $200, counting only one- half
““the duty imposed by the United States tariff, and I am only one of many.’
‘Mi. 8. C. Parker, of Nova Scotia, read a paper, in part, as follows :—

- ““T have the honor to rsPeak for’the fruit-growing interests of Nova Scotia.
“Ou1 industry is mpldﬂy growing, with Increasing production we see the im-
“portance of as wide a distribution as possible. We are convinced that a
”fsm measure of reciprocal trade with our neighbor at the south Wou]d be of -
_ nmnense advantaﬂe foir all our hmtlcultuml interests.’

" MANUFACTURERS IMPRESSFD A s o

B And ]ust here it. should be pointed out that the - Canadian Manufacturers’

+ Association was so impressed with the public demand for reciprocity that it or-

-ganized a.large delegation to present to the Government & memorial against ib.

_:'Tlns méemorial was presented on January 13th, 1911. Tt devoted most of its at-

“tention to plotestmg against 1eolp1001ty 111 manufactured articles because that 1s~

‘the kind of reciprocity it feared. ) '
One has but. to 1ead ‘this monlonal and then Lsten to a Conservative speech

. adamst 1e(31p1001ty, to see where the Conservative party ]ookrs for its arguments.

SASKA TCH EWAN LEGISLATURE.

Finally, as.an-evidence-of the demand for reciprocily, it nmy be pomted outb
" thiat the T »gislature of Saskatchewan unanimously passed a resolufion in favor of

.. it Resolutlous of Lemslaﬁuws on such subjects are of no significance when

2 paxssed purely by a pearty. vobe, bub all the Consenramves in the Saskatchewan .
Legislature joined with the Liberals on March 14th, in passing the following
resolution :— '

-*“That thls IIouse is of opinion that the proposed reciprocal trade ar:
“rangement between Canada and the United States will be of benefit o the
“‘people of Saskatchewan;

“That while expressing bhq opinion, ‘this Flouse is nevertheless of the’
o “opinion that. the:proposed. arrangement does not fully meet the .desives of
“‘the people of Saskatchewan with regard to general taviff reduction:
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' pany

: ““That this House also desires.to. express itself as strongly in favor of. a
”Canadlan trade policy looking to an. ultimate increage of.the British Pref-.
““erence and an ultimate establishment of freé trade within the Empive;

“Also that in the. opinion’ of this House the said agleement -by. its pro-
“motion - of the prosperity anddevelopment of Canada, will thereby greatly

- “strengthen Canada’s power for Impeual defence, and. thus directly . assist
- ‘‘the British Empire; .

‘And further, that in the opmlon of this House the dutles on agrlcul- .

" ““turs) lmplemenf/s should at an. early daﬁe be further 1edueed if not &b-,

B “‘rogated.”’ :
‘The resolutlon “was sﬂlcyngly supported by MI’ Ha,ultam Conserv_atlye .
leader in- the Legislature. Many efforts have been made by the Opposition to

) ‘get Mr. Haultam to recant, but he has refused t6 do so, ‘ana still stands’as a
‘champion. of reciprocity. The whip of the high protiectionists which made many.
. other Conservatives recan‘n ‘and -thus sﬁultlfy themselves has no ten'ore for him..

" THE PROTEST OF E!GHTEEN TORONTO LIBERALS

Much fuss has been. made of ‘the declaration of eighteen Toronto \leeralsA
against reciprocity. - The farmer has but to read Section 7 of “this resolution- to

" understand what kind of a tariff these men want and Why they consuler reci-

procity bad.. Section 7 is as follows :—. ‘
1. Beca,use to avoid such. dlsluptlon Canada would be forced to eX-
“tend the scope of the agreement so a8 to: include manufa'cﬁmes and other
thmgs .
', Below " are the names and occupatlons of the elghteen Toronto - leemls“
who mgned ‘this declalatlon — : ’
- Sir Edmund Walker, Presldent Canadlan Bank of Commerce ,
John L. Bla,lkle, Presndent Canada Land &nd Natlonal Investmenﬁ Com-

W. D.- Matthews gram dealer, dlrector of the, Canadmn Paclﬁc Radw&y
“W. K. George managmg director Standald Sllver Company, Limited,
%. A. Lash;-K.C.. .o
W. T. Whlte, Vlce Ple&dent and Genelal Managm Natlonal Trust Company o
G T. Somers, P1e51dent Stelhng Bank of Canada, and. Ontano Seeurlbles,

Company, Limited. :

"~ ‘Robt. S. Grourla,y, Presulent Boaxd of Trade, G'rourlay, Wmte1 & Leermng,

. Plano M anufacturers.

- Sir Mortimer Clark, of Clalk Gra,y & Baud Baansters ex—Lleutenant (J'OV-

“ernor .of Ontario.

R. J. Chrlstle Premdent "Christie; Blown & Company, Limited.
_ H. Blain, Vite-President Eby, Blain & Company. .
' H. S. Strathy, Director Traders Bank. - :
L. Goldman Manamng Director North American Life Assurance Company
.Geo. A. Somerville, Manager Manufacturers Life Insurarice (;ompany
 W. Francis, Francis.& Wardrop, Barristers.
_'Jamezs D! Allan Vice-President A. A. Allan & Company, lelted

~
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D R Wood Vice-Pregident and Managmg Dnectm Centml Canada. Loan &
. Savings Company

‘John C. Batou, President the T.. E&ton Compauy, Limited.

VOTE FOR YOUR OWN INTERESTS.

If in. the municipality of Toronto elghteen rich Liberals may deselt their
pzu'hy ‘because an agreement has been arrived at between the Government of
Canada and the Government of the United States on 1eolp1001ty between the two
countries in natural products, surely eighteen Conservatives in each polhnv dis-
_ trict may leave then parby and vote f01 their own interests, by supporting reci-
procity.

9
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1-":' o Rec1proc1ty a. Good Thmg

- The Vxew of Conservatlve Papers When Announcement of Agreement
T . . Was Madé. - :

ERR n "Even when the Rec1pr001ty arrangement’ wais announced the Conservatlves -

were not afraid of it. Many of their newspapers heralded 1t as. a good thing,”
Toronto News, ]anuary 27,1911:— ‘ ' .

S 4T amounts pract1ca11y ‘to Free Trade in natu1a1 ploducts between,

“Canada and the .United States. It means a second market for Canadian '

/ “farmers ‘It ‘means that the prices of Canadian. products will be- deter-
“‘mined by the American market. It means; if expectations are realized,

“least a part of -what they produce.. .~

““market for some of our products will mean higher prices for the producers
“is a reasonable expectation.. It is important to face the facts fairly and

. “to. admit the full force of the arguments by Wlnch many - farmers ate

1nﬂuenced

s — - “It is likely- that Buffalo w111 become the d1str1but1ng ‘centre for a 'I

“comsiderable tract, of country which hitherto has been served by Toronto,
“and that. Canadian border communities will be s1m11ar1y affected;’ I‘hese,
“reasons will not prevail with the farmers generally, nor would they: prevail-
o “with any other class of the community.. under similar. conditions. The
2.0 “agreement will be 1nﬂuent1a1 with_ certain elements in a11 the-provinces.”
P “The West will welcome a free American market' for- wheat and .oats.
AL “Undoubtedly the farmers of Ontario desire the reioval of American cis-
s “toms duties o’ live “stock, dairy - produce, vegetables, eggs ‘and other

“articles covered by the agreement. .Quebec will be interested in a free -

“market for-hay, vegetables and dairy products - Free fish will be-a §trong-

40 be’ ‘expected,’ however that - Canadian. lumbermen will object, for at
. “least they secure equahty of treatment, which-they do not enjoy under .

“Adm1n1strat1on as a means of relief from serious political embarassment
“has conceded more to Canada than we have ‘yielded to.the neighboring:
“country. This is nof.saying so ‘much, -however, when we remember that
“Washmgton has maintained duties on Canadlan products twice as high
" “asthose maintained by Canada on Ametican products. *. % #  Under all.
“the circumstances, however, “the 'News’ recognizes that Wash1ngton
“has offered: terms’ Whlch it ig difficult for Canada.to reject, although' we
“frankly régret that our trade is to be turned into American rather thdn-
- “into Imper1al channels and that Canadian raw material must be. sacnﬁced
., . . '““andsome important Canadian - _enterprises pre]udmed by. an- agreement
\ “which, ‘Whatever its advantages, may have results in the long fufure far
“more vital to the: nat10na1 hfe and our Impenal connect1on than we can
““‘now forsee.”

“that Canadian farmers at. certain 8eas0ms’ W111 rece1ve better prlces for at -

ST i not 0 ceftain-that there will be any such average 1ncrease in
agrlcultural prices as has heen predlcted but that access to the American .

“attraction to the Maritime 'Provinces.- Unquestlonably, therefore, the
“arrangement will -commaiid ~strong - support from' Canadian producers o
“and, as has been said, nothmg else ‘could be expected. - * * * It'is.not .-

“existing conditions.. * * * ¥ It has-to be admitted that the Washington - -




;

- tion, said:—

" Even the '1‘01011to News on ]anualy 29, after fo1ty elght hours corisidera-.

-

.~ “It must be generally adm' tted that in 1ts Re01p1001ty ag1 eement w1th
« Wa,shmgton the Ottawa government has kept the Prime Minister's promise
- ““to maintain- the. protection which the tariff affords the manufacturers of
“Ca,na,da The duties on most manufactures are left as they were and the

“reduction made on a very lnmted list of finished articles does 110t exceed

: \“flom 2% to 5 per cent.

The Winnipeg Telegram was dlsplea,sed only because 1t did. not go fa,r )

enough. On January 27, it'said:— ~
“Counsidering the scope of the ta,nff oha,nges embodied in the Rec1p1001ty
“agreement reached at Washington, there is not likely to'be any wild out-
"‘bmst of ‘resentment or ecstasy in any pari of the Dominion *.% * % g
“close scrutiny of the reciprocal arrangement arrived at reveals no semblance

“of fiscal convulsion or of serious fiscal disturbance. * * * * The tariff .

“changes will, as a matter. of course, prove irritating to some carefully
“selected interests and it will appear at 'the same time to hold out some mea-
“sure of relief to the corisumer, but it is a question if in the final analysis
“the over-protected industry will lose ‘any of its affluence or the over-
““burdened conswmer any of his burden.
“The sentiment of Western Canada has still to be reckoned with. ‘Western
“Canada draws no substantial benefit from the reciprocal arrangement and

) “Westeln Canada will not accept the sham delusions of this Washington

undelsta,ndmg as full or. even partial settlement of its demands for a
“genuine tariff revision.’

‘The Otta,wa, Journal at ﬁ1st hailed 1t with enthuma,sm - On ]a,nualy 27

1911, it said:—
“Beyond reasonable doubt Mr. Fielding has succeeded in getting a
“Reciprocity agreement with the United' States Executive very desirable
. “from a Canadian point of view. * # * # If Congress accepts it, an excellent
“thing, we think, will have been accomphshed for this country.”

On ]antieuy 28, 1911, the Ottawa Journal went further and said:—

“For more tha,n half a century it has been the desire and. effo1t of -

“Canada to have an -agreement with the United States such as that which
“ha,s just been ne_gotiated by Mr, Fielding. The Liberal leaders have
“often gone further; the Conservative leaders never came to any idea of
“giving less, ¥ * & % The only reason why people on this side ceased-to

“bothe1 a,bout it was that nobody thought any poss1b111ty existed of our__

© Ygetting it.

On February 1, 1911, in splte of fhe Montreal Star’s cry of weakened British
connectlon and . ultimate national anmhﬂatmn the Ottawa Journal Could see
nothing regrettable in the arr angerr;ents It saidi—.

‘ “We have an idea that people who are prosperous are hkely to be
“contented with their political conditions. If Reciprocity should not happen
“to promote the prosperity of Canada it will be because the more advant-
“ageous trade with the United States fails to develop from it, in which case
“there will certainly be no injury to British connection; if, on the contrary,
“it be followed by notable commercial advantage why would odr prosperous
"condition tend to-make us discontented with the Imperial affiliatiors
“under which the prosperity was present. * * * *°A good many people in
“England, and some in this country, for years past have been blathering
“about the meanness of ‘buying’ loyalty with commercial arrangements.
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SITE commerc1a1 arrangements have no bear1ng upon’ nat1ona1 aﬁihatlons,v‘

o “then 10 dréad- need be entertained as to the effect of the present Rec1pro-»‘;~" "" '

- ‘ : “*¢ity proposition ‘upon our ‘loyalty.” But if commerdial arrangements do -

' “have an effect “upon national affiliations, then a lot of little: Englanders -

: .. “should Kave their heads in sackcloth .and ashes now
Vo The Ottawa Citizen, February 1; 1911, said:— B
S C “It is obv1ous that Canad1an agrlcultural 1n’cerests have been glven.‘-.
‘access to a:new market in the United States. * * # % Tt is a matter for
congratulauon that-the new Rec1proc1ty negot1at1ons have W1pec1 oyt to

‘a great extent the old: tlme restrictions.” ey

The Vancouver News- Advertiser, January 27, 1911 remarked —_—

' " "So far as one can judge by the- prehm1nary ‘$tatements, the rec1proca1, L o

: “trade arrangements at Washlngton should ‘have. the effect of greatly. in-.
N creasmg intérnational trade. * % *-# Agto the general list of manufactures .
AP ~, ‘it may- be said that it éxtends. the Canadian market to U, S.’ 1ndus‘cr1es and .
© . _“goes some small way to’theet the demands of the Western farmers.”

’ '.The Edmonton ]ournal ]anuary 27 1911 on, ﬁrst v1eW -thus expressed :
1tsel£ — -

“than was looked for. * * % % The Canad1an manufacturmg lndustrles
., ~‘'*had no occasion to-be> greatly alarmed.” - ,
" On.January28 it is of the opinion: that the proposa1 does not'go far enough —
. “The very shght reductions thade. in. the Canadian duties on'. agm—/ '

“sumers. So far as the commod1t1es that we desire to import are.concerned:

“or consumnier need either fear or welcome,””

“Sir Wﬂfr1d told the manufacturers some weeks ago that.. nothmg‘ '
“would be done to d1splease them. Thé agréement is quite in keeping with..
. “‘this promise: * ok ko *# Canada's own fiscal system remains practically .
. “unchanged, * * ¥ % It is .of first-tate importance to oir producers to &
N “be able to sh1p graln cattle pota’coes da1ry products etc., to the Amerlcan T
“markets.” :
over the. hystena of the Montreal Star’ over the u
: the agreement:—. '
S -“Sir Hugh. Graham S old paper farled at ﬁrst to ﬁnd the hldden meamng
“But- the propnetor of the “Star’ is a thillionaire ‘with a tin-pot title. . We, .
- “however, liked it better the longer we.looked atiit. “The point of view-was .
. ““different. Oufs was that of the struggling farmer his that of the titled
““man of money. ' We ‘saw a prospect of better pr1ces for Wheat and cattle
““‘he a trap.”t .. - ‘
By, degrées, however, the op1n1ons of the tltled man of money " aid his
manufacturmg friends have been able to 1nﬂuence the unb1ased ]udgment of
these: Conservamve edltors . ST N i

cunmng trap concealed 1n -

The Conservatwes Gradually Changed Thexr Vxews. B

Why have the Conservative members of Parliamént and ‘the Conservatlves

- made such a right. about face in regard to the desirability of markets in general’ -
-and the United States market in partlcular espec1a11y as regards Rec1proc1ty in -
natural products? o : , . . :

i

LA S T e,

“Tt is clear that in. some respects much more has been accornphshed/, Pl

“cultural implements, oncoal, etc., will give no: material relief to ourcon-. -~ -

there is no change in our tariff arrangements that any Canadian producer L

.~ On January 30, 1911, the Edmonton Journal sa1d— ,' e ey .

On February 11, 1911 “the Reglna S’candard grows somewhat humourous,ﬁ S




" The Reciprocity arrangement was announced at the end of January. In.
February, Boards of Trade, manufacturers, bankers, -packers, and various.
organizations having no knowledge of faunmg, began denouncing Reciprocity
~and at the psychological moment the Council of the Canadian Manufacturers’

- Association passed a resolution against the arrangement. It was as follows:—

“The. proposed reciprocal trade agreement between Canada and the
“United States which the Government has introduced has occasioned no
“httle surprise to the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association: first, because

“there had been no general discussion of a measure so 1evolut10na1y in

“character, and, second, because of the importance which the present
“Govennnent has hitherto attached to stability of the tariff and their

“avoidance of any change except after careful investigation by a special
“tariff commission. Under the circumstances an expression of the Associa-
“tion’s op1mons seems to be-called for.

“In our consideration of the agreement we have endeavored to look
“upon it as it affects the country as a whole in its possible relation to our
¢ futule destiny. As manufacturers we have hesitated to express opinions
‘on an agreement which in its present scope does not dir ectly affect very .
111'my manuf'xctuung industries, but which deals with a large range of ,
“natural and agricultural products. Gladly would we join in support of
“such an agreement if we felt that the anticipated benefits could be depended .
“upon to follow, and if, in obtaining them, we were sure Canada was not
“malking sacrifices’ wlnch as a nation she might regret in the years that are
“to come.
¢ Recogmzmg then that an arrangement such.as is p1oposed while
“bringing -advantages in some cases, will unquestionably work injury in
“others, we believe that as a whole it is not in the best interests of our
“country. Our widely scattered territory, with its diversified interests,
“requires the strengthening of every national tie to build us up as a strong
“and united people.
“The proposed agreement looks towards dependence upon the markets
~“oE the United States: rather than towards the expansion of our home
“market, which for years has demonstrated its ability te consume over
“80 per cent. of all the farm produce we raise.

. “Tt would divert a large measure of trade north and south which now e
goes east and west and west and east between the sister provinces, and . AJ
“so helps to build up United States cities, ports and transportation routes

“by directing thither the trade now “carried through our own channels.

“But apart from all these considerations of wealth or mater ial advantage
“we feel that the substitution of intercotuse with the United States-in
phce of the intercourse which now obtains between our own provinces
“as well as with the Mother Country and the sister colonies, and the placing
“of ourselves under obligations to the United States in such a way as to

“prevent free and -independent, action on our part regarding questions of
“public policy, mean the beginning of a condition which will extend and
“which the United States will do all possible to éxtend until our very ex-
‘“istence as a separate nation is threatened.

“On this the broadest of all national grounds we feel that it is in the
“interest of our country as a whole that this. measure should not pass,
“but that we should go on developing our natural resources and expanding
“our interprovincial trade as we have for the past decade without any en-
“tangling tariff agreement with our neighbor in the south.”
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‘ Rec1proc1ty practrcally concerns only natural products and there was no’

" occasion for the' Manufacturers Assoclatlon undertaklng to tell the Canad1an K

L farmer that it knew better than he did, what was good for him. ' It was not
because ‘of ‘what - the' arrangement contained that they entered the fight but -

because of -the fear they enterta1ned that freedom of tiade in natural products’
would prove so sat1sfactory to the people of Canada that demands Would soon, -

, follow for an- extension’ of the- arrangement

And the Conservative party,iever ready to. champ1on the “interests”
against-the pubhc promptly responded to" the Manufacturers lash One has" )
but to read’ “what promlnent ‘Conservatives have said ini the.House of Commons y
b to realizé thi§, For 1nstance, R. L. Borden, March 8, 19110— . :

: “T can best answer that questlon by a quotation which I will give to '
“my right hon. friend.- This is-the view, not of farmers in Canada but.of . .
“farmers in-the United States. . It'is a' reasonable view from the farmers’
standpomt and I think it is much more convincing for the point it makes

" ’“day I quote from page 241 ‘of the hearing hefore the commrttee of Ways
- “and Means in the United States I—Iouse of R°presentat1ves —L :

" Thig’ Bill puts the farmers’ products on the free list, and’ taxes the
‘who have furnished the money, and are to-day’ furmshmg the money,

_ tamely submit? No; never * * * % * We insist that there shall be’

L0 ‘no free trade for the farmers and h1gh ‘tariff for the manufacturers
o ',‘but that if farm products g0 on the free list, manufactured artlcles ‘
‘must also be made free, and they ‘will, 1n51de of a very short time,’

“That argument made by the farmers- of the United States is. prec1se1y

"/ “by those engaged in every one of these 1ndustr1es Wh1ch has been 1nJur10usly-
: affected by the proposals of: the government . o

© “Well, does the right hon. gentleman imagine for one. moment that '

- “fourteen countries in the world, under-a system of fre¢ trade in natural
. “products when they are called upon to pay taxes . on ‘every manufactured .

“this burden.for the beneﬁt of ‘our 1ndustr1es?”

H. B. Ames, February 22,1911~
- “As far as this partrcular bargain, i 1s concerned don t. let us lose 51ght of | ‘
T’”the fact that it means the unsettling of established cond1t10ns that it
“means the loss of our ‘fiscal independence, ‘that it means the ultimate
“abandonment entirely - of the principle of protection for all classes in .
“Canada, that it means the loss of our export identity, and that it means
“farewell to any opportunrty for a preference in the Bntrsh market.”

~ H.!B. Ames, February 22; 1911:— - o : : .
‘ - “What is said -on the other sidé of the 11ne is- sa1d in th1s same stram .

" ' “stroke of the pen salt is ‘made free.” There isinvested $1,500,000 by the.
i S “Wlndsor Salt Works in western Ontario,a company, which - has a pay roll-.
“of $6O 000 every year - Their salt is now- made free, but they still have
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“than anything uttered by my right hon. friend in tis long. speech of yester-- - ‘

art1c1es in the form in which they. reach the consumer. ‘Do you sup- . ‘
‘ pose for one singlé instant, gentlemen, that the farmers of this country = -

‘for the best mar,ket of .our’ manufactunng intérests- in .this country, .
.“do not’ understand this argument? Do you' beliéve they will ever = - .

“the argument which will be made by the farmers of Canada, and especially - 3

the farmers of this. country will submit to have competition with twelve or ) '

“product ‘that comes. into this country?: Will they be Wllhng to undertake o

exactly, by the farmers of this country. - Just: another instance: by a .-




'.“to pay the full duty on their coal, Whl(,h is the1r raw material,. Do you
“tell me 1f the people who have been engaged in that p1otect1ve 111dust1y

: “fo1 years find that protection quietly. removed they are going 'to continue
“to advocate protection for others? That will be what the farmer would
say, and we will-have the butter maker, the fruit grower, the vegetable
g1owe1 the salt man and a great many others saying:— If there is no

protec‘mon for me there shall be none for the rest of you, If the outworks -

. ‘““are stormed it will not be long until the citadel will come down as well.
“The Government has been saying to the manufacturers:—Do not disturb

you1 selves; you will not be affected, but the Government is opening up.the
“stream, the volume ‘of which it will be unable to check after it has once . -

commenced to- flow. You. have rendered the position of protection
“illogical. You have made it class legislation. You cannot have free
“trade for half the community and protection for ‘the other half, You

open flood gates that you cannot close, and you will find that if. this .

“reciprocity treaty-goes through ‘there will be 1o stoppmg the ﬁood until
“the last vestige of p1otect1on in Canada is W1ped out '

H. B. Ames, February 22, 1911:— -

N

“When we come to count the cost there is. another thmc thatawe must

. “take into consideration; and it is that this proposition, if it becomes law,

“is the inevitable abandonment by Canada. of ‘the principle of protection
“all along the line. There are no two ways about that. Since 1879 we’

- “have built this count1y under. protection; we have diversified develop-

“ment and diversified employment We are making an all-round nation,

“and we Have beén committed to it until this time, - Now, protection to
' “have any possible defence, any logical defence, must, be claimed by all
““and carried to all classes of the community. You cannot make fish of one
“and flesh of another.” You cannot say to one class of the community: .
‘ ”Thele is no protection for what you produce, and say to another class of
“the community: We will maintain the protection on what you produce
“If you remove all protectmn from agriculture and leave no protection
Whatevel for any of the farmers throughout Canada, how long.do you
suppose the farmers of Canada would be content to allow the manufac-
“turers to have protection if they can have none? How long do you suppose
“the farmers, whose p1oduce is open to the competition of the whole world,
“will consent to pay the price of protec‘mon for the articles they use?

. Mr. N01t11mp, Conservative M. P March 8th, 1911:—

- “I warn the Finance Minister that if he is as regardless of his own

provmce as he apparently is of the Dominion, as a whole, the farmers
“whom he has selected as the particular objects of his animosity who, of
“all people, are to be deprived of protection, whose markets are to be
. glven not to the United States but to the world, I warn that hon. gentle-
“man that if he really is true to his newly found and oft-professed, although
“rarely acted-up-to belief in the doctrine of protection, the day is not far
”chstant when the farmers of Ontario will"say:—We only bear the duty
“on’coal and iron in consideration of a duty on our products and since that
“was the direct bargain made in 1878 and renewed since, as you have

“b1oken the bargain, and renewed our duties, we will insist that the duty.

“on coal and iron be renewed in order that justice may be done. I, as
“a protectionist would be exceedingly sorry to see a movement of that
“kind on the part of the qgncultmal element of this country.”

w1, Sharpe, M.P., North Ontario, July.25. 1911:—

“The unrestricted Reciprocity of 1891 will ultimately come from™the '
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present agreement if it is carr1ed into eﬁect The farmers of thls country
‘are’not going to see their protectron swept away, ‘and allow the manufac-"
tu1 ers to be in full possession-of their protection. - If the protectron that

‘is now accorded to the farmers is swept -away, they will insist upon-equal

“treatment being meted out to the manufacturers. C,onsequently the.
““policy that i$ proposed to-day in. th1s Reciprocity pact if carried into effect
“will 1nev1tably lead to unrestricted Reclprocrty, and we think to absorpt1on_

“and annexation to the United’ States.”

- Mr. Edwards, M.P.; April'20, 1911:— .=

" “If this agreement is ratified the manufacturers see that it must- and .
“will logically be followed by a further demand for the femoval of duties on”

. “‘manufacturers’ articles as well, there is no-getting around that.”
- A Conser vatlve newspaper view, Toronto Telegram:— .. ‘

“Farmers as -Loyalists.”

!

”Canadlan manufacturers are .informed of Slr Wllfrrd Laur1e1 s re-.

“luctance to believe that they will oppose reciprocity.

“Reciprocity only means that the Canadian farmer will be invited to”.

. “accept free trade in regard to everything he: has to sell and to uphold o

. - < “protection in regard to everything He has to buy. - S
' . /'Are -the Canadian manufacturers simple. enough’ to believe that

_-’:‘ Reclpr0c1ty can exclude. thé farmers from the Benefits of Protection

o “without destroying the willingness of the farmers to carty the Burdens . -

“of Protection? Canadian manufacturers whoi imagine that, per Rec1proc1ty, L
“they can put the farmers on a free trade bas1s and remain on a protectionist '
““basis themselves are as destitute- of ‘economic understand1ng as Slr K

“Wllfrld Laur1er is, and that is saying a good deal v

The Thm Edge of The Wedore . ‘
’lhe argument Wh1ch stampeded the manufacturers was the. old old bogey

of ‘the thin end of the Wedge ‘Manufacturers were told that. if they did' not - -

" demonstrate their ab1hty to overthrow any Government which Would undertake .

~ to lower the ta11ff in any degree they Would be faced with eerta1nty of se11ous .
tariff reductlons Wthh 1n the course of a feW years would make Canada a .

free- trade nation. “It is of no avail to. say,” decIared the Toronto News,

_ which,was one of the prime fomentors of - the - agitation, ¢ that the manufacturers -
'+ ard-workmen’ of  older Canada are unaffected by the trade agreement W1th
Washlngton They are not fools, to be fattened upon, theories. They know -
that onceé free trade in natural ‘products is estabhshed ‘there will.be an irresist-.

" 'ible "demand for free trade. in manufacturers Inﬂuenced by these. -
_appeals, the Canadian manufacturers——that isy of . course, the great majority; . -

there is a dissenting minority—through theirofficial organizations, have declared

war to the death’ agalnst the Government and its Reciprocity agreement. The :
sacred wall of high taxation must not be diminished by a single brick. Indeed,

there are demands from certain quarters notably the “Canad1an Century” of

'Montreal a'newspaper which represents the special interests,: for increased.

taxation. - "The “Toronto  News, paraphrasing, for the purposes of a cartoon,

.. the incident. of ‘the “little hero of Haarlem,” represents Mr. Borden, with his. .
_thumb in the' tazriff wall, blocking the first trickle of trade from the outside.

. The manufacturers and the Conser vat1ves have joined hands in a Whole hearted )
o campalgn in support of protectlonlsm in its: starkest form. .
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The people of Canada are notified by the interests that they must safeguard
high taxation; not only to-day, but for all time to come. A large and substantial
benefit to the farmers of Canada is to be refused, not because the protected
interests will be injured to-day, but because they may possibly be injured ten

“or twenty years hence. Surely this is carrying protectionist doctrine very far.
The farmers of Canada are asking for no special privilege. So far as their
products are concerned, if this agreement is ratified there is.to be simply freedom
—freedom to the farmer to sell, freedom to the farmer’s customer to buy where
he pleases. There is practically no interference with the protection now enjoyed
by. the Canadian manufacturer. Surely if the farmer is satisfied with this

auangement others have no ground of complaint. Surely he ought not to be
asked to give up the opportunity which now presents itself of access to a market. -

of ninety million people, in order that the privileges accorded to another class
of the community may be enjoyed forever.

Light On The Situation.

The To1onto correspondent of the London Times: thlows 11ght into the
dark places and mysteries of this curious political situation in which the people
" of Canada find themseélves. The despatches originated at the very head centre
of the movement against the arrangement, and they are marked by a candor
which is most enlightening. As to the origin of this brisk, not to say furious,
crusade against the Reciprocity proposition, let'us quote from a recent Toronto
despatch to the Times:—

. “The country was stunned momentarily by the wide scope of the
“agreement actually effected. The Canadian Government seemed to have
“maten'ally strengthened its position. The Opposition suddenly faced a

“situation for which it was wholly unprepared and a confusion of voices

“in its own ranks, which scemed to make common action either for or

“against the Agreement impossible: The immediate impression was that
“the arrangement could not be successfully resisted and that the Govern-

“ment had captured the farmers’ organizations without alienating the

“protected interests. But a deeper reading of the Agreement revealed

‘“its revolutionary character and its dangerous tendencies. It was in the
“Press rather than amongst politicians that the agitation ageunst the
“Compact began.

“The manufacturers are pr actlcally united aga.mst the pohcy They

“believe that free trade with the United States in farm products must be

“followed by a formidable movement for free trade in manufactures.

“Whatever may be the value of the protection the farmers have hitherto

.“had and whatever the value of the home market, it is reasoned that they
“will begrudge protection to the manufacturer when they have been de-
plived of duties in favor of their own products. With the manufacturers
‘are ranged the great transportation interests—the fruit-growers of Ontario
“and British Columbia, the vegetable g1owe1s and farmers surrounding the
“centres of population.” .

- Further the despatch in the Times gives the clue to the ehundatlon of a

recent political happening which has mystified the public. Why at this particular

juncture, should the old feud in the Conservative party over the leadership

‘break out afresh? The time is most inopportune. TFor the Conservatives to
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" make extenswe changes.in pohcy and in- 1eadersh1p at thrs moment in the presence

*.of a watchful and militant enemy, vrs1b1y girding ‘on its armor, would be to
invite battle under very dlsadvantageous conditions. Marmont, at Salamanca,

undertook to change his battle front before the eyes of Welhngton and .in an 3
incredibly short spaceof timie his army. was crushed and scattered under the’
. shattering onset of ‘the Br1t1sh charge. - Such might" well be the fate of the

Canadian Conservatives if they essayed similar tact1cs What dire necessity
“drove them to the risk of sucha disaster?. :
‘We have the admission of the London T1mes correspondent that When the

1ec1procrty agreement ‘was' annourced there - were . ‘confused -Opinions in the.

. Conservativé-camp. ~This is'a matter of common knowledge. . - Press despatches

" reported applause from the Conservative ranks as Fielding enfolded the terms-of

the agreement ; and Western Conservatives were credited, on the same. authomty,

. with having declared that this was what they had been fighting- for. for ‘years,
The fact is,.as'is admitted by the Times. correspondent, that the movement

Aagamst rec1proc1ty did not' originate in the official Conservative party. It

_sprang -up’ over night in -Torontg and Montreal; powerful 1nﬁuences joined ..

themselves' to: it; and -withid a few days an agltatdon was under way which,
_ viewed from W1th1n dottbtless - seémed  irresistible; Since ‘the Govelnment

" could only be fought politically, the- anti-reciprocity infliénces sought to male

the Conservative party their parhamentary agents. 'Here i is Where the trouble
began. Mr Borden while ready to-oppose the agreement, was too slow i in- the

- up-take to suit the powers behind the propaganda.. He'was hot ready, apparent- J

ly, to father tl;elr a1guments or' to’ accept theit tactics. Their known. intention
- to Haye tlie opposition block all parhamentary business, and thus force-an election:
- probably did not appeal to him. -Obliged to take stock of party feehng and’’
"public opinion; not only in: Toronto and Montreal, but in. every province-of the,
- Dominion, he had none of the conﬁden@e, ‘50 passionately avowed by’ the pro-
motets of tlie enterprise, that given an election, the Government would be
beaten., Whatevel the reasons, it.is. pretty plarn that Mr: Borden showed a’

2 marked d1smcl1nat10n to take the extreme courses mapped out for.him, with the
- result that the par ties on the job, in-an access of exasperatwn, decided to'depose.

- him and-replace him with one more in fayor of a policy of’ ’l‘horough Hence
~ the “leadershrp “Crisis with its 1nconsequent1a1 finale. .

* It was found, however, for the fourth time, that Mr. Borden, desp1te his very
obvrous limitations, is- the: only possible ‘leader of the Conservatlve party, and
“he’ rema1ns in charge w1th the sullen consent of the mutlneers :

~Campa1gn Auamst Rec1procrty—The Methods Adopted to Prevent the Farmer
Securing the American Market. :

’l‘hose opposed to Recrprocﬂ;y not only spoke agamst it, but immediately

’ organ1zed a-gigantic campaign to destroy it. The chief feature of this- campaign

was its vast'expenditure of money for the purpose of buying public opinion,

‘The campaign was a most- unscrupulous one. ~ It is still fresh in the memory of

."the public that it was announced that because of Rec1proc1ty the ‘Oliver Plow

Works would not build their pr_oposed million dollar' factory at Hamilton.
S
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And this story was kept in clrculatlon t111 Mz, Joseph Oliver, . Pr e31de11t of the
Company, wired the following statement:— - -

“The Oliver Ch111ed Plow Works have not given or dels to stop ‘opera-

“t1ons in Hamilton. We will continue to push-on the work in Hamilton

“until the plans we originally announced about eight months ago have been
“completed, and until additional buildings which will greatly increase the
- “Canadian plant ovel what was ongmally intended have. alsc been. com-

““pleted.” : .

An anti-Reciprocity ‘meeting ‘was held. in Hamilton in February_and a
resolution was. passed at ‘the -meeting nominally ‘proposed and seconded. by
“Messrs. Robert Hobson and F. J. Howell, two Liberals. Yet neither of -these

gentlemen was present at the meéeting and, neither authorized ‘the use of his
name. - L

_ The following statements were pubhshed in connectlon with tlns matter:
by the Hamilton Times, February 23, 1911:—. T ’

~“Mr. Robert Hobson, on being interviewed this motning in reference .
“to the resolution respecting Reciprocity which was passed at the meeting
“‘in Association Hall on Tuesday night, stated that he had not prepared the

“resolution, and did not know what. it contained until he read it in the
“Times last night. :

- “Mr. Hoodless called Mr Hobson up by telephone on Monday evening |
““and asked him to attend the meeting and move a resolution in reference
“to Reciprocity. Mr. Hobson said that he did not expect to be able to be
. "“present. at the meéting, and even if he were there he Would not consent .
“}0, move any resolution until he saw what it contained. :

“Mr. Hobson was very much surprised at Mr. Hoodléss' remarks, and -
“while he-has very decided views on the matter of Reciprocity, he would
“very much prefer to express them himself. .

- “Mr. F. J. Howell was also 1nterv1ewed He was very cmphatm in hisg
“statement. He saidi— .

+ “Mr. Hoodless te]ephoned me on the mormng of Tuesday and Sa1d
“he understood I was opposed to the proposed Reciprocity measure, and I
“replied that I was not in favour of it; that I believed it would be beétter .
“to allow the present status of business between the two countries to

. “remain undisturbed. Mi. Hoodless then asked me if I would move a’
Hresolution to that effect at the meeting in Association Hall that night.
“I replied that I would not be able to attend the meeting; that I would not

“move any resolution without knowing exactly what it contained; that,
“in fact, I did not care to move any resolution, and that he had bette1 get
“some one else to do it.

“‘T was not at the meeting,’ continued Mr. Howell, ‘and.no one had
“‘any authority to use my name. I was greatly surprised when I read, in
“‘the morning papers, what had taken place. It was entirely adainst my -
‘“expressed desne

“Do you agree that all that the 1esoluilon falsely moved in your nam
““contains? the Times asked. ‘No, I am not. I would not think of
“‘moving such a resolution. As I said I am not in favour of the Reciprocity
“‘measure because I am a firm believer in British trade connections, which
*“rthe Laurier Government has done so much to build up. I do not want to
“rsee those connections in any way disturbed.’ ”

-
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The effort to buy up, pubhc opinion Was announced through the 1nsert10n

. of violent anti- Rec1proclty matter in newspapefs as pa1d advertisements. Light-
s . thrown upon  this by the following from the- Calgary Albertan of Febru-

ary 14 — . A e B

’ Buymg Up Pubhc Oprmon. PR .

“The Albertan recelved an 1nterest1ng letter from a Montreal advertis-

" “ing firm 1nstruct1ng us. to; run .as’ an advertisement a page of editorial

“stuff from ‘The Montreal Star’.:of ‘the hysterical oider, such ashas been -
“published in Eastern Canada upon the Rec1proc1ty quest1on for which

“they would pay us.a certain amount. ...

~“Of -coursé there. _are to- be no’ advertlslng marks cont1nues the.
ﬂ“‘Advert1s1ng firm. - b :

- . ‘“The writer contlnues ‘It seems that a few men, Who are Very_ much A
* ““nterested. in this question, have formed. a little pool to give' this matter
“‘wider publicity. * * * *.So far we are authorized to put out only this

“‘one page, but we are hopmg there w111 be more copy of th1s character A

“‘from the same source.” '

“up public opinion 'in Western Canada: If- it'is not a corrupt effort to’

“This is.a plam attempt on the part 'of the 1nterests in Montreal to buy‘ :

‘‘influence public opinion, it is as near to it as'can possibly be. . The Albertan " L

' .“has no objection to.legitimate advertising, from any political party, suchv'
‘as notices of meetings, or even addresses of candldates but it does not,
. ““care to sell'itself in this way, or be a party at so much per line to distribute
 “hysterical literature of thisKind. to mislead and bewﬂder the people.

~ “That is not leg1t1mate and it is_not honest.”
"The Canadian Century; like- the Montreal Star,- pubhshed a séries of anti- '

3Rec1proc1ty articles. This paper hasa very small circulation, and such articles
- would thus not reach many people. _However, the men behind .the scheme, '
who Wanted to retain- their pnv1leges, planned- a more ambitious campaign.
Thie MeKim Advertlsrng Company, .of Moritreal, was retained to place these
articles in newspapers all’ over Eastern: :Canada. . . The follow1ng is'a copy of a.
* letter from the agency to an Ontario newspaper:— -
'~ “We have arranged with, the Canad1an Century to také’ space in a

; “large number of newspapers throughout ‘Canadafor. the’ pubhcat1on of a .
“series of articles'on ‘Reciprocity,’ now appear1ng in this weekly magazine, . . -

“Thrs ‘matter requires to be set up in your regular body type as near -

“like copy as poss1b1e in space approxrmately,lO 1nches deep——two columns' ’
Wlde s

Pos1tlon to be top of page and alongs1de read1ng matter To appear '

“on your editorial page 1f poss1b1e, 1f not on ed1tor1a1 on one of your best . -

“news pages.”. . -
. “We have arranged to- send you at least 150 1nches of this stuﬂ—one_
“article each’ week—at the rateof 10 cents gross perinch. - 2

“Should we send you less than this amount of space we will 1 pay you '

" 10 per cent higher rate, :
’ g “If you do mot agree with the views expressed you will, of course ' be
“at liberty to criticize them in a fair and courteous way, and on'the other

.“hand if they meet with your approval your ed1tor1a1 endorsat1on from“ .

“time to time will be appreciated.: : : o

“We enclose copy for article No. 1, which please insert in space requ1red

N two columns wide in ﬁrst issue, after February 19 o
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“Klndly acknowledge xece1pt of enclosed mattex on' the enclosed

“post Cald ‘ . =
. ‘ ' + “Yours very tluly,

- “A. McKIM, LIMITED
Thus we see. that it is the Canadian Century that foots the bill for this
vast advertising campaign. But it is the capltallsts behind it all. An advertising
agency acts merely in the capacity of an agent and is paid by commissions.
These alticles were to be published on the editorial page if possible, and there was
a. kmdly suggestion made that the editors should endorse the sentiments con-
tained in them. Thus is public. opinion manufactured by the cap1tahsts in order
- to keep the people in subjection. ~ :
Here is a copy of the second lette1 sent out by ‘the adver tlsmg agency ‘with
the second articlé:— : .
TR - YRe ‘Canadlan Century’ Rec1p1001ty Matte1 ”
' “We enclose hel ewith copy for the Article No: 2 to be set up in 1egu1a1

R body type as near like copy as possible and inserted in space approximately

“1414 inches deep, two columns wide in first issue after Feblualy 27,
L Semi-weekly papers insert second issue of the week:

“H for any reason Article No. 1 has not been inserted, msert it'in first

“issue ‘and move No. 2 forward a week.
;" Position—Guaranteéed top of page and alongs1de 1eadmg 1natte1 or
i first following two broken columns of reading matter. -
“Requested on editorial page or good news page. .. . -
“A, McKIM, LimMiTeD.’

It w111 be.noted that t11e1e is a keen desire not only to buy up the space in

theSe )oumals but the opinion of the editors as well,

The next step was the organization of the Anti- Remplomty League W1t11
br anches wherever they could be established: One of the aims of this organiza-
tion ‘was to lure Liberals into membelshlp The following from the “St John
Telegraph “explains the league's methods:— :

“Here is a plain story about ‘ready- made’ anti- Rempmmty meetings.

“It is well known that the, Conse1vat1ve anti-Reciprocity campaign is
"‘bemg financed by interests which ploﬁt by the protective tariff, and
‘recent information has come to light showing how the anti-Reciprocity

campalgn is Dbeing plomoted and how ‘made—to—order’ meetings are

*worked up.
"~ **A few days ago a St. John Dusiness man received a letter from the
“chairman of.the Petitions’ Committee of the Anti- -Reciprocity League of
*.*Canada, with headquarters in Montreal, The league describes itself as a
“‘national organization, free from all political parties,” but how free it is
“from all political parties can best be judged by some of its literature.

“The chairman of the Petitions’ Committee in the course of the letter sent °

. *“to St. John said in parti—
. ““We now wish to assist in organizing branch leagues in the cities and
“towns throughout the country, and take this opportunity in addressing

“iyou, as we wish to find out whether or not any league or similar organ--

“zation has been formed in the City of St. John.
“‘We know that meetings, etc., have been held bearing on the subject,
“hut we do not consider this enouch for tlns question must be tackled

“‘AGGRESSIVELY in every p0351ble manner,’
. "




“The Answer ” -

“The St john man wrote for further, partlculars ask1ng What a551st— .
‘ance was furnishied by the Montreal organization, and maklng other.
“inquiries; The adswer-from Montreal,-dated May 27, was as follows:—
" “Dear Sir ,—With reference to yours of the 25th inst., and feplying to
your inquiries, we supply all forms, etc., in. French and ‘English, for-a
- ‘“gtrong pet1tlon campalgn we also supply any pamphlets we may issue -
“from time to time. ;
. “We also enclose a copy of our methods of organ1zlng branches of the.
“Ieague and in order that the best results be obtained, it is necessary that
‘“the branches be orgamzed along the same 11nes and trust you W111 adopt :
“same in’ principal. ,
“We would be glad to have your op1n1on ‘of thls orgamz1ng, so that we
“may benefit’ by any suggest1ons Wh1ch have not, occurred to us here -
' ' “We are; » :
o "“Yours very- tru]y, ) a o ’ _
_“THE ANTI- RECIPROCI’I‘Y LEAGUE OF CANADA '
“PerH K. S, Henning, : ' , K S AT
: “Chalrman of Pet1t1ons Commlttee N

“Dlrectlons for Orgamzmg

: "Th1s Ietter was accompamed by spec1ﬁc 1nstruct10ns cop1es of '
resqutlons copies of petitions, and other earmarks of the made—to ordet™
“nature. of the campaign in“opposition to the proposed trade~ agreement

- “Among the circulars of instructions forwarded by Mr. Hemniing is one en-

“titled ‘Methods of Organizing Local Branches.”” It conta1ns among other e

©“the follow1ng somewhat s1gn.1ﬁcant directiong=— - - .
" ¢ Call 4 meeting of prominent people WHOM YOU KNOW TO"

_ “BE STRONGLY OPPOSED TO RECIPROCITY, COMPRISING AS-

,‘“MANY LIBERALS AS POSSIBLE.. . . ; .
o “‘Be. careful . to explain that the meet1ng 1s “to be ent1re1y FREE
T “‘I*‘ROM PARTY POLITICS. .
C “2—This- meeting should be he1d BEHIND CLOSED DOORS c

| “NO PRESS REPORTS TO BE MADE AND NO ONE FAVORING‘ o

T ““RECIPROCITY ADMITTED. :
. '“‘A chairman, IF POSSIBLE A PROMINENT LIBERAL should, g
¢ ‘be chosen beforehand. :

“‘After resolution “A’ and ‘B, attached hereW1th are carned appomt ‘

o ‘the pres1dent vicer presulent and secretary-treafsurer '

" “*4—Nominate an executive committee; this may be as 1arge or .as
. .'“small as you may think advisable, but let it -be understood that this, or
Yany other committee, may have the power to add to its number.

“‘s— Prom among the members of the executive committee appomt a

" “‘chairman of the parhamentary committee and of the pet1t1ons comm1ttee, oo

“‘they to form the1r own, comm1ttee /
) T HA Well Calculated Tnck »

T Here is ev1dence of a widespread and ¢alculated attempt to tr1ck the co

' “L1berals into an attitude hostile to their party. :The whole device is to

“uge Liberals for the defeat of the government.- Evidently all the informa- *

. “tion obtained is to. be turned over to the Conservat1ve organization for =
“election ‘use. o
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Dn ections are given as to how to obtam a hst of all Who are in favor
“of Réciprocity, and the letter-says:* This is done for two purposes; first,

-“t0 be able to publish the exact figutes, for and against; second, to havea
- “dist of those who are your. opponents in case of a referendum or general

“eelection. THIS INFORMATION WILL BE OF GREAT VALUE IN
““THE FUTURE AND_ SHOULD ' BE’ CAREFULLY COLLECTED

“‘AND CONSERVED.
“That shows how%fl ee the Ant1—Rec1proc1ty League is from all pohtmal
‘parties!

“In the course of the letter, speakmg of the circulation of petmons the

“writer says: ‘In the case of large factories and buildirgs it is, generally
“‘possﬂ)le to have petitions. taken around by the manager or foreman.’
“Also the following -occusred: - ‘It~ should be explained that there ate no
‘“fees in the association, all contributions being entnelv voluntary.’

© “In order to save expense the Montreal or gamzatlon p10v1des free of
charge as many. prmted forms in French and English as ‘may be required,
“copies of petitions, ‘together w1th the letter explaining same, in order to

 “save you the time for signature. These should be lav1sh1y d1stnbuted the

. mday before if possible.”. o
N ‘ “Wlld thelature L ‘

- “C0p1es of the 1eady—made resolutions to be moved at the ‘ready- -

made’ meeting are kindly sent by Mr. Hemming, together with considerable
w11d l1te1atu1e concerning matters more or less remotely connected with

“the issue. The resolutions seek to associate Rec1proc1ty with annekation, .

~ “L1bera.ls in St. John and tlnoucrhout New Brunswick . should
" “Dbe on their guard in case they are approached by agénts of the Anti-

. “Reciprocity League. . It is snnply an attempt to tr ap L1be1 als into. workmg
- ““for the Tory cause, _ . : o
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L I-rnm_e'nsé- C_onser\tr'at’i\'réf(forruption F ﬁnds .

From Canadlan 0pponents of the Rec1promty Arlangement from Bntzsh
Umomsts and Amencan LObbYlStS :

-

It is qulte ev1dent that a huge amount of money has. been nade available

for tho purpose of fighting Re01proc1ty Everyone knows that the- money has -

not been put up by the farmers who are the people concerned It is. easy to .
‘surm1se where these vast sums aré commg from : .
‘ Not only is monéy being 1av1sh1y expended as 111d10ated above but it is

_ evident that huge sums are to be expended in ﬁnancmg the Conservatlve cam- ,
o pa1gn ‘against Reciprocity. . For instance, the Toronto News of May 17 saidi— .

“Mr. Miller knows that if the Conserva’mve party had a fund’ equal to
the necessary charges of an educational campa1gn it wotild mean probably ..
‘a change of representation in twenty constituencies. lt-is likely that Con- .

“‘servatives: w111 have money. énough to perfect their organization. for the.
“next contest. s At-least, it is to:be hoped.that they will ot go into the
{contest bankrup‘r as has generally been thé case since 1896.If Rec1proc1ty .
“is to be defeated there will: need to be, both energy and organization, and

©“there must dlSO be enough money to ‘meet every nccessary 1eg1t1mate S

“expendlture Lo
. Why, in their anxiety’ to defeat the, Government the Conserva‘mves are
apparently going t0 finance: the Bourassa . Na’monahsts Whom they pretend to -
hold in contempt.. : The. following .is”an .extract from a Mon’ueal despatch-
pubhshed in the W1nn1peg Telegram of ]uly 1, 1911 — :

“W111 D1v1de Provmce i

- “Montreal ]une 30 — Tt looks now as if the’ Opposmon w111 divide' the"
“‘provincé at the. -coming -election. It can be safely said, however, that out -

“of ‘the 42 :counties in the Montreal district, over 30 will be straight

. “Conservatlve Tt is also a well known fact that, althotigh the Botirassa
-~ ‘wing is the noisy. element, his party would not have been able to move
o “had it not been for the suppolt they received from the old wing of the party,
“dnd the knowledge of this fact will keep the reasonable: Nat1ona11sts at

: “1east on frlendly terms with the men Who are beh1nd Mr Bolden in the A
““province. : :
To attain their purpose the Conservatlves are ev1dent1y even W1111ng to'_

‘allow Bourassa to- secure the balance. of power, knowing: well. that he would
- throw in his lot with’ them. They would accept power even with Bourassa as

their master.” Read the following from the Ottawa ]ournal Conserva’mve as

an evidence of what ‘they think may happen:—

A p0551b1]1ty thus exists, that after’ election . day, it W111 depend on
“Bourassa what is go1ng to happen in the way of government, changes.”
So 1ntense1y is this oampalgn 4 fight of the protectionists that the Protection-.

) 1sts of the Old: Country are trying to force their ideas upon Canada by subscribing -
- to the Conservatlve campalgn funds. The followrng is an 1tem pubhshed in the
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Toronto Sunday Worild (Conservative) on Jt;.ly 30, 1911:—

“London, July 29.—(Special).—In all the fury at Billingsgate of the o

“fight between the two chambers of the British Parliament and the public
“uneasiness over Morocco, British tariff reformers do not lose sight.of their

“fiscal ideal. They will leave no stone unturned to help Mr. Borden and his -

“Conservative followers in the Dominion to deféat the Knox-Fielding pact.
W “Lar ge money has been raised in Chamberlainite circles for ‘educational
pu1poses in Eastern Canada, the assumption being that the western sec-
““tions do not require any fresh stimulus to oppose the p1oposed commercial
“relations with the United States.

“If the Laurier ministry shouid decide upon a Septembe1 general
“election the contribution to the wur chest of its opponents.will be. greatly
“increased from Birmingham and other Protectionist strongholds.,

- “Chamberlainite journals dwell upon Borden’s Winnipeg prediction
“““that ‘when the Canadian West once realizes the true meaning. of Recipro-
“ccity, the Canadian Westerners will make short work of it.’

““This is printed day by day in companionship ‘with his Dauphin state- '
“ment that subject to a legitimate protection of Canadian interests, he is

“anxious ‘to throw trade as much as possible into British channels.’
“Prominence is also given to Mr. Balfour's assertion, that, whatever
“happens to the Reciprocity treaty, ‘mischief has been done,’ the ‘mischief’
“being the chief consequence of the Reciprocity discussion between
“Washington and Ottawa—namely the inte1pletation the United States
“puts on the ‘simple most favoured nation’ formula.
“In that cryptic interpretation Mr. Balfour sees a “tribute to the far-
“tsighted policy of Chamberlain.’”

In fact, even the Americans opposed to the treaty evidently joined hands

with the Conservatives in the fight against the measure. The following was'

published by the Ottawa Citizen (Conservative) on July 25, 1911:—
“LOBBYISTS TO INVADE OTTAWA.”

“Opponents to Reciprocity Said to be Headed this Way.”
“According to the anti-Reciprocity ‘New York Sun,’ the host of
‘““lobbyists against the measure who have been unsuccessful in their efforts
“at Washington are to invade Ottawa. The ‘Sun’ says:—
“It is already apparent that the opposition to the bill in Canada will

““at once be reinforced by the enemies of the measure who have been operat- .

“ing in Washitigton. The vote in the Senate had no sooner been annotinced
““than lobbyists of the opposition packed their grips and headed for Ottawa.
“The Northern migration will make it more dlfﬁcult for the Canadian
“Government to deal with the situation.

* Considerable speculation is being indulged in in parliamentary circles

“over the above despatch, and it is said that the advance guard of the
“invaders has already arrived; but, if so, their operations are somewhat -

“concealed. The opposition at Washington has emanated largely from the
“lumber and paper trusts, and if they are to come to Ottawa interest in
“the situation should be accentuated. The opposition in the House, how-

“ever, is quite capable of attending to the matter without any outside

“assistance. It is exceedingly doubtful if the influence of Americans would
“have any effect upon the Government supporters, while the attitude of
““the Conservatives needs no strengthening. Reciprocity has resolved
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“extent, suffers from insurgency within the ranks,”

. The.fight of the “inferests’’ as opposed ta’ the farmers, aga1nst Rec1proc1ty ,
culrmnated in a campalgn of obstruct1on in the Housé of. Commons for the -
purpose of forcing:an election.  The Conservatives well knew that. if Rec1proc1ty_ .
- went through and the country had a year’s trial of it before there was an election,

1tself into a purely. party quest1on .and, ne1ther s1de, to. any appremable- S

' they would ‘be annihilated by the public, and so they ‘chose to force an election. o

" and try to!scare the public with tlie contemptible cry that everyone support1ng' s

Reciprocity was dlsloyal They take gréat credit for the1r course For 1nstance )

'g'f'v'-.v ) " the Toronto News sa1d on' ]uly 21, 1911:—

S “The: Oppos1t1on should 6ot be too eager:. to escape: the charge of..
“obstructron ‘It is understood that the intention of the Conservative party

3 ‘is to prevent Parliamentary ratification” of the trade’ agreement until“the - -

. ' “country has had an opportunity to express its judgment in a general election.
s N BT “The country knows that only by’ obstruction can- ratification be preventéd. -
ﬁq S “Nothlng is’td be gained, therefore, by. concealing the truer character:of ,
| .- ‘“the contest or: by deny1ng that the u1t1rnate ob]ect is:to. force an appeal to
: g“the people ‘ O ..

L R UNITED STATES CAMPAIGN FUND ro opposr LAURIER»

; :
’ [fl' P

: Amerlcan Protectlomsts Are Ra1s1ng Large Fund to Flght Re01proc1ty 1n Canada,
, . - at the Commg Electlons AT

The NeW York Herald of Pnday, August 4 1911 says —".

.. “Pailing in their.efforts to block the Canadian Rec1proc1ty compact in
‘Congress, American’ opponents of the freaty are endeavoring to defeat -
“‘the measure, it was learned yesterday, by raising a large campaign fund

“t0 be used in the Dominion next month to ‘bring about the defeat, of: the co -

“members of Parliament who favor the meastre, -~
. ““Wilbur P, Wakernan treasurer and génerdl secretary of the Amerrcan
“Protect1ve Tariff Leagué, informed a ‘Herald’ reporter that he had been
. ‘ approached by a representative of a large publicity agency, who outlined.
.7 1 “the. plan to defeat ‘the Reciprocity treaty’ with American doliars.

: “League refused -even to-consider the plan for raising funds t6 defeat the
T “treaty in Canada. He said that he did not. believe-a large sum of monéy

“Mr. Wakeman; who has opposed the lowering of the fariff Wallbetween E CT
_:“the United States and Canada, said that the -American Protective Tariff .~

could be raised inthe Un1ted States to be used’ to 1nﬂuence the p011t1cs of I '

‘a fore1gn country. . E
A firm of- pubhc1ty agents and others called upon us several weeks ago

campaign in Canada against the Reciprocity agreement We-absolutely -
“declined to have anything to do with such a scheme. You will remember

“and industry, and it will stay right at home in its work and w111 1ot attempt
“to do anything direct or indirect in any-foreign country.”

“Mr. Wakeman refused to give the names of the persons who requested '
“that the Amerlcan Protective Tariff League co-opérate in raising the
carnpargn fund 1,0 be used in Canada He sa1d that those 1nterested in
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"‘Mr Wakeman said, ‘and asked our: co-operation to obtain funds for a. ' *

T “that the Cobden Free Trade Club of London tried to interfere in American - : S
- “politics some years ago, and the club has practlcally gone out of business. -
’ “The Tariff League represents the policy of protection to -Afperican labor ..




the movement had approached himin a conﬁdent1a1 way and that he did
not feel at liberty to give the names for pubhcatlon oo

OPPOSITION FORCED THE ELECTION

‘In forcmg an electlon at the present time the Conservatwes are perpetr. at1ng
- a grave injustice upon the people of the western provinces. who, under this year’s

census, are entitled to largely.increased representation. But the Conservatlves\
‘glory in their course and do so not on national g1ounds but primarily .because -

‘ they think that they are thereby depriving a large part of Canada’s populat1o11
of its right to send repr esentatives to. Parhament and thereby helping.the. Con-
) servat1ves to attain its party ends Read in this connection what the Ottawa

Journal said on July 29, 1911:— -

“On the other hand, not to force a general election now—to allow. )
“adoption of Reciprocity, another session of Parliament, and a redistribution -

“Dbill, meant that thirty new seats in -Parliament Would be allotted to the

“West of Canada, where the Government -influence is overwhelming and . -

unscrupulous and that a general election would take place with a tolerable

“certainty of a large majority of these new seats being captured by the

“Governm_ent,\not becatise the Government performance or platform
“deserves it; but because the power which the immigration machinery,

.~

“country give a tremendous advantage in elections to the party in power.
“The Conservative leaders chose to force the election now. They did it for

“national and patriotic reasons; but we think thelr course has been also the

“best possrble for the party for palty reasons.’
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Amencan Farmers Protest

’

'A v1gorous ﬁght put up by them agamst allowmg Canadlan farmer access to ] ‘

. . Amencan market
Amer1can farmers do not want to share thelr market “with ‘the Canadlan"

' -farmer and they put up a vigorous, ﬁght against, Recrprocrty in the Unlted States -

rCongress - A large number of prominent farmers were exam1ned in: cofinection

"W1th Rec1proc1ty before a spec1al Committee of: the Unlted States. Senate, They g

o

* “were unanimous that the Un1ted States market was S0 good that they d1d not o

want to share it with’ Canada L : : <L
_The followmg are’ extracts from the ofﬁc1a1 Report of the Senate Commltteel
'proceedmgs — L L :

Mr. N. P. Hull Master of the M1ch1gan State Grange and Pres1dent of the ) L

v ‘Amerlcan Dairy Farmers’ Assoc1at1on (page 74'U.S; Senate Committee Report) RN '
" “Now, as the general rule, upon the great commodities in the market centres you - : .

2T will ﬁnd théy are con51derably higher in this country than they were in Canada., .-
¥ x %% “Now there can be no question that if this. committee. and the United .

"~ Statés Congress want t0 do a thing that will benefit the Canad1an farmer all "

they have got to do'is to pass this reciprocity ; measure.” :
"Hon: F. M. Warner, Ex-Gavernor of Michigan. Page 276 Senate Comrmt-_' v

tee Report —“Take the prices of - the : dairy boards of- Plymouth “Wis., and o
.. Utica, N.Y.,-and the Canadian dairy boatds, and you will find for the. year. 1900 ..
a drfference of at léast 2 cents apound That meant that the farmers of Michigan - - | -

or of Wlsconsm or New York' that were in the cheese Business received -at 1east;‘

- 20 cénts a. hundred pounds more for théir thilk than they did over in Canada e

.- * * % % The same ‘thing, of ‘eourse, would- preva11 in the butter. _proposition.”’

Henry Fleg, Chairman of the Minnesota Delegatiori- (page 189, Senate Com- ‘

.mlttee Reports):—* The ‘total difference. between . Minneapolis and Winnipeg~ ..’
* " prices for the 41 days quoted above is 438 cents om one bushel, or apprommately

- 1034 cents on an average per bushel in-favour of the Mlnneapohs market.™ The

.~ Minnesota (page 218: Senate ‘Committee :Réports):—*“ But the fact is that wheat '_..“'
oo for ‘the last. five years, though the contrast has been greatér in the latter three, - i+ -/
.~ . has averaged from § to 15 cents.a bushel more at Duluth than it has at Winnipeg.

. :total difference between Duluth and: Wlnmpeg prices for-the 41 days quoted"p-’i,v .
‘above i 18 414 cénts on one biishel; or approx1mately 10:1-10-01 an- average per ,

bushel in favour of the Duluth. market .The average difference in the price

* of -barley and flaxseed: between aneapohs and Wlnn1peg for the present crop' Sl S
" season’has been approxlmately 28 and 25 cents per bushel reSpect1vely ‘

-Arthur 'A: Wilkinson, represénting the American Society of Equlty of:"

k¥ % ¥ Their ‘wheat is usually better  than ours.. Consequently if the grade

- of wheat was the same at both places, the difference’in the price would be accen- :
tuated and increased from 3 to 4-cents per bushel more. * * * % The better

‘grade of wheat has to bring up-the lower price at the other side of the line, because:

- their market is theé export.market of Great Britain ; our wheat not berng quite: ...
“ ' so, good, ‘being worth less 1ntr1nsrcally, from 3 to 4 cents per bushel, will sell =

from 5-tq 15°cents more per bushel on this side of the lirie at” practically the same -

-market po1nts with practically the same facilities to get it to the markets of the

country as the other because We;have built up that. home market for our pro- - 4
ducts.” .- . . /

i
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T Hagenbarth of Spencer, Idaho 1anch1ng and: live stock growing (page‘-~~~‘ -

658 Senate Committee Reports:—'' We kiow as a fact that good grass-feeder
‘steers from the Western Provinces of Canada, notably’ Alberta, sell at $40 to $45;
the same animal being W01th from $50 to $60 under varymg markets; 1n ‘the
United States.” . .

P

- Senator Stone.—'‘The same g1ade of. cattle?”
- Mr. Hage11ba1t11 —“P1act1ca11y the same grade
- Senator Stone—‘The same size?””
 Mr. Hagenbmﬂl —"No;the Canachan steers are larger than ours I think.”

R. T. Klngman, of H1llsb010 North Dakota (page 375, Senate’ Committee
Report):—* When I say 10 cents premium, in reality-it is much more than 10 "

.. cents premium—the difference of 10 cents is based on the No. 1 Northern price
- at. Port Arthur——W111111peg, if you please, but it means Port Arthur—and No, 1
northern in the United States practically, as a matter of fact, is No. 2 nor theln in
“Manitoba.” No. 2 northern is equivalent.to our No. 1 northern.” :

Senator McCumber (page 380, Committee- Report):—‘But we know - the ‘

difference between North Portal, for instance, in 10 years , and South Portal, both
‘cities divided only by a street, W1th a British ‘flag- on one'side and ‘an. American

flag on the other, the freight rate exactly thie same from one point to tlie other;

- both on the same line of 10ads and we know on 'one side of the street the same
grain for ten years has been from 10 to 12 cents a bushel less than on the other
side of the street, and it is not by reason of speculation.”

'J. M. Devine, North' Dakota -Delegation (page 423, Sehate. Commlttee
Report):—* Flax was sold at Portal during the month of December,: on the
Canadian sidé; at $1.89; on the. American side at $2.34.-% % * % T-might say

now, because Portal is a town just beyond where I live, that ty barley on the -

Canadlan side sold for 33 ceunts for that. month. * * % %  On the American

" side it sold for 65 cents. Wheatfor that month of th1s year sold on the Canadlaﬂ '

side for 74 cents; on the American side 89 cents.’

0. M. La,lson Madison, an farmer and real estate dealel “T can assure.

this committee that in the holdmgs of land that I have, if this treaty becomes

- a law and goes into effect, I will immediately reduce the price -of land that I

hold for sale $5 an acre and be thankful to get out of it at that.”

~ R. T. Kingman, Hillsboré, North Dakota (page 387, Senate Connmttee
Report):—*1I believe I can speak with confidence when I say that thereis a
change in-sentiment among the jobbers in some of the wholesale houses and

wholesale business communities of the Northwest.  When this thing came out '

. they were told—the newspapers told them, and of course it must be tlue oAk
and they have changed their minds * * * * If this measure passes I think

Minneapolis and Duluth will go back; and some of these men who were in °

favour of this measure two months ago see their mistake, and have got it into
their heads that Winnipeg will be the great.centre. Thiey have access to just as
' large capital-as Minneapolis and St. Paul and really at lower rates of interest:”

* Hon, Knute Nelson, U.S. Senator (page 715, Senate Committee Report):— 3

- “If the Canadian Government were to seek a scheme to increase and hasten the
settlement and build up that country imore rapidly than it has been, no scheme
could be invented that would be more conducive to that end than this scheme
that has been maugul ated by the President. " It will prove stagnatlon and ruin
‘to our farmers.”

Mr. F. V. Currier, Secretary Minnesota State Danymen S Assouatmn of
Nicolet, Minn. (page 255, Senate Committee Report):—*I will simply state
that I am secretary of the ‘Minnesota State Dajrymen’s Association, an organiza-

- tion-for promoting the dauy mdustw of that State, and that I also represent
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& large number of the 1OCa1 creameries of that State or about 60,000 da1ry farm-,

“ers. 1 am, here.to protest -against this treaty,. .I have talked with different . .

farmers and different men in my section of the State and I:have failed to-meet

but one man who was in favor of the treaty, and that man was a minister of the

- gospel who admitted that he Had not read the schedule” . - . -

C. H. Elgin, representing the Milk Producers’ Assoc1at1on of Ilhno1s Wls—‘ .

¢onsin and Indiana (page 641, Senate Committee Report):—*It is with regret:

- that we firid it a necessity * * # 1o come here and protest against the ratification -
of a treaty which opens the doors of our markets-the Amer1can farme1 s markets'

—to the farmers of a foreign country.”

~F.N. Godfrey, Master of the N Y. State Grange (page 96 Senate Committee
' Report) —=“T believe-that the average fatmer in New York has been in favour of -

a reciprocity treaty with’Canada, a real treaty with Canada, and when we heard
that a treaty was being made between the two countries, we were heartily in

support. of it; but when the proposed treaty was made pubhc and the farmeérs -

.. .began to consider this question, they looked upon it as a trade and not a ‘treaty.,
. They feel, as they have given.it thought and study, that it is an unjust.and -

 unfair proposition. * * ¥ % The dairy interests in New York feel very serious.”

- about this proposition. : They were-coming to think that there was something

- ‘and would be some monéy in the dairy businéss, but with the throwing open of 2

thie markets of our State to the dairymen of Canada the allowing of them to

.put their buttér and cheese upon our market on the same basis that we are doing, .
. " is unjust and-unfair, They are able to produce these goods in- Canada cheaper ;
- than we Can'in. New York.” . . . -

B J Hagenbarth ‘of Idaho, Rancher (page 664 Senate Comnnttee Report):~

“The Canadian Government is most liberal-and- even fraternal in ‘the treatment’ L

‘of the- agriculturists’ and live-stock producers, $o it'is not a violent assumption *

© t6 predict that, possessing the raw resources and having at its door the greatest | -

‘open market.in the world for its products, and havrng governmental advantages

which this country ‘does not possess, and with wages as low as our own, Canada, )

.7 with reciprocity and free meats, in a generat1on would outstrlp the Amencan
. producer in his race for a competence.”

“Arthur. Stericker, Rancher ‘Wisconsin- (page 685, Senate Comrmttee Report) o
T fully. believe that if our'marikets are given to the sheep breeders of the

' Canadian - Northwest they will develop.a sheep industry -of approx1mate1y

20,000,000 head. . With the rapid. development of her agricultural lands and .

. her increased product1on of ceteals it necessarily. follows. that the breeders of

Canada . will have access to' vast quantities of cheap Canadian sheep foods, and

~ if thesé sheep are to be permitted to -enter this country free of duty it surely '
" means’ that our breeders must sacrifice sheep feeding 'in this Nation, or else - .
~move to Canada and develop the industry there Where feed and other neces— L

"saries are obtained ‘at a lower ‘cost.”

» D C. Lasater, representing ‘the Texas Caftle Ra1sers Assocrat1on (page 453 '
" Senate Comrmttee Report) —“T appear here as:oneé of the representatwes of: the R
Téxas Cattle Raisers” Association, in opposition to both these measures, | ¥ * % % ..

" T desire to submit to your comm1ttee the proposition that ouf vountry cannot
afford to turn over the. production of its meat supply to any foreign country.”

-C..E. Bassett Secretary of the M1ch1gan State Hort1cu1tural Society (page

296 Senate Comm1ttee Report):—“In the meeting at Toronto two' years ago -

the quest1on was discussed * * ¥ # and a gentleman spoke nearly the whole
evéning there before the fruit growers, and the whole sum and substance of his

tall-was, ‘The thing we need is markets, matkets. - We can produce the fruit, . -

“but the question is to get rid of it.” And now we do not propose that they shall ‘ '
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- have -our markets. - We do not wish that it should be so, and that'is why the
Aruit growers, not only of Michigan, whom I have the power to represent, but
- the fruit growers of the State of New York, the fruit growers of the State of .
Ohio,. and the fruit glowels of other States, do not desire any such co11d1tlon'
and do not desire to give to them the mar kets which we liave helped to build up.””

- Mr. -G. Cunningham, Gloucester, V[assachusetts Owner of ﬁshmg vessels
(page 137, Senate Committee Report) —Extract from the Brief filed in' opposition
to the p1opos_ed tariff arrangements. Tiled by the Gloucestei Board of Trade
and Master Mariners’ Association, on behalf of the New England Fisheries:—
“The proposed arrangement, howeve1 is of little or no value to any American
industry, and. will delay if not pe1mane11t1y prevent, ainy true reciprocity,
because the President has granted to the Canadians their heart’s desire and all :
* they want from us, the Atlantic fisheries, and we have nothing to offer for further .
concessions. Acco1dmvly we ask ‘all persons. ¥ * % % {g reject the present .
arrangement as one lacking entirely the element of - rec1p1oc1tv, in that our
industries gain nothing from Canada.” :

W. B. Roper, Secretary of the North Carolina’ Plne Assoc1at10n (page 519
. Senate Committee Report) —1 may say before reading these resolittions that"
the North Carolina Pine Association, while not including the entire milling
population of -the three' States: we represent, represents an output of. abott
1,000,000,000 feet 'annually. * * * % Whereas there has been introdiced
into the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States, and’
passed by the latter body, a bill enacting into law the Canadian 1ec1p1oc1ty‘
agreement, -and whereas this agréement is reciprocal in name only, for all the
burdens of ‘the bill are borne by a few industries and sections and- the benefits
accrue to others. * ¥ * % Whereas this agreement does-not even recognize .
reciprocity between the lumber producing industries of the two countries * S
. Therefore be it resolved by the North Carolina Pine Association ¥ * * * that
the so-called reciprocity agreement is both inequitalle and unjust, and discrim-
inates- against - the lumber industry, being barred of 1ec1p1oca1 features so far -

as this industry is concerned.” o .

- L. Bronson, representing the N ational Lumber Manufacturmg Assoma’mon
of the United States (page 362, Senate Committee Report):— It .indicates’
something of the character of this—the car elessness with which this treaty was
framed. We admit Canadian. lumber, a ploduct of the sawmill, upon which -
perhaps $8 a.thousand has been expended in the way of labor and’ supplies, and .
on top of the $2, §3 or $4, or whatever it is, stu 1mpage value, stanqu value,
- give that free access to our markets, but do not requive Canada to give us any
advantage whatever. She does not release her forest; she gives us no access
to her forests, but just to her sawmills. Tt seems to me very strange that the
represeutatlves of ‘the United States Govemment who negotiated this tleaty
did not cover that point.” (

Leonard Bromson (page 633) ——“Tlns treaty. discriminates against the.
lumber industry, among a few others, and that there is .absolutely no reciprocity
in it so far as the ]umber industry is concemed——we g1ve all and get nothing.”

- Leonard Bronson, Manager National Lumbe1 Manufacturers’ Association
(page 478):—"This 1ec1p1o<:1ty agreement is supposed to be in the interest of
conservation, whereas it is destructive of it. . * #* * * On the west coast there
are pecuhal conditions wlnch make them tr emble as thev look at this 1ecquoclty
agr eement .

M. _ Bromson (page 487)—‘Now, under these conditions the west-coast
people say they know from bitter experience that the ordinary mill has got to
go out of business soon if this duty is removed, and unless they are g1ven some
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. beneﬁt in the management of ‘our: shrpplng laws they have got to go out of
'-'fibusrness as fast as British: Columbia can erect mills.” .. ..., :

Mz BrOnson, Manager - Natronal Lumber Manufacturers Assoc1at10n (page”

‘485) —“Then-they :aré further- ‘handicapped .ini’ the prospect: if the duty on -
lumiber be removed, of a water competition into their own markets. I see in
the figiires that I- have got.-this morning that Oregon, Washington, and- British

Columbia -ship into- California about: 1,750,000,000 feet of himber a year. It "
is an enormous business * * * * and. Bntlsh Columbra, because ‘of our coast- -

- wise laws, has an advantage of at least $1 a'thousand—irom $1.25 to-$1.50.
" a thousand in transportation cost, so that if it were'not- for the duty, the British
.'Columbia mills’ could operate, in California, sell their product at. terms: with
- which the, Washington mills could not compete——absolutely could:not compete.

k¥ k. Ag soon as they get adjusted with their enormous supplies of available -
‘timber and cheap timber, then they. will'go out for the foréign trade and cheaper-

trade, which they will capture in spite ‘of all we can do if this duty.is-off, # % # #

‘Take the duty off as things'stand to-day and you ruin the operatrng lumbermen S

' 1n the sawmills of the coast and the northern border.”

- Mz, Féig, Chairman of thi¢ Minnesota Delegatron (page 183 Senate Com— ‘
‘ mrttee Reports) —“Resolution adopted by a.mass meeting ‘of farmers held in-
" Minnesota on’ ‘April 11:~—That this trade agreément, this’ proposed trade agree-. . -

" -ment’with.Canada; would: be of inestimable damage-and i 1n]ury ‘tothe people

-of oursection-of the ~country ‘and: to'allthe agricultural interests, Whatever they Lo
..”. may ‘be in this country. 'We: farmers and business men of- Mrnnesota in-mags .-

meeting, assembled, at-St: “Paul; Minn., do most earnestly and s1ncerely ‘protest

~ against . the: ratrﬁcatron by Congress of. the pending-treaty with Canada in- its

present form.  In do1ng SO We hereby announce and publish the followrng reasons:
First, that the treaty is unfair, unjust, and discriminating ‘against the agr1cul-.

a tural interests of the: United- States giving-these interests: practrcally nothinhg:

‘in return for what it deprrves them of,  * # 1% % -Fourth, Tt creates an.unfair -
_:competition, ihasmuch as it will compel our, farmers to compéte in our markets .

. . with the cheap- prodiced products of-alien competitors; .. We contend that our'u S

home market belongs in the first instance to our own citizens.’

farmers of’ the. Northwest o sis

Recrprocrty Bill,”.

Canada and was preparing to miove oveér and—so he would not 51gn it
. Senator Stone.—You got abouthO per cent of the farmers in; Mrnnesota to
srgn that petltlon?” )

v

-7 Mr. Collins.—*“Yes, sir,. I d1d We thrnk that is remarkably srgmﬁcant for o
seedlng time, * # % % That does not mean:that the other 80 per cent fefused .

by ahy means. It means that every farmer to whom that pet1t10n Was offered

~
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T Mz Felg, Charrman of the Mrnnesota Delegatron (page 186 Senate Com— .
) mrttee Reports):—Our 85,000,000 are. called upon-to share: equally with the . .
8,000,000 Canadrans our own. home markets the r1chest markets in the’ world:” o
. Mr. Collrns, Editor of the Northwestern Agrlculturahst Mrnneapohs M1nn Pt
A (page 191, Senate Commrttee Report) "Since the civil war, "there hag not Been - PR
' a-question that has so aroused people as does th1s 1n1qu1tous pact arouse the S

Mr. Colhns (page 197) —“We stand here W1th a’ petltron Whrch has been~
c1rcu1ated among the farmers, and which bears. to- day some 35,000 signatures | -
‘of genuine American farmers, * * * * We, the undersigned. farmers of the North-:
- west, . respectfully. protest agarnst the’*adoptron of the -0~ called Canad1an v

:*And on'page 199 T remember one letter Whrch came from North Dakota U
The writer said that: every man in the township had signed it except two, and one-
' of those was not present and the other said that he had just bought a farm m‘




A51gned it, Wlth the exception of twenty or thnty altogethe1 ' N

Collins (page 201) ——“Some of the most prominent members of the
Chambe1 of Commerce are now opposed to this treaty on the ground. that it will
absolutely kill the grain production in our own State in the Thome markets, in
order that they should build up a greater market in the Canadian Northwest.
Then what will' be the ultimate effect in the Canadian Northwest. Will they
not- move to the Canadian Northwest, up closer to the source of supply? of
coulse they will, and these millers and the grain men are begmmng to sée that

. point.”

Mzr. "Collins (page 212); ——It gives the Canadlan farmel the advantage
which you are taking away from thé American farmer.’

Mr. Wilkinson, representing the Farmers of Minnesota and the Amencan
Society .of Equity (page 230, Senate Comumittee -Report):——‘Somewhere

* there was hatched out or attempted to be hatched out a proposition that would -

practically make the difference in farming that would reduce it from a profit

- to a loss.” Where we are indignant, where we feel as farmers that we have not

been treated right is because we have been given 1o cons1de1at1on no chance
to be heard.”

Mr. Wilkinson (page 236) ——“The same condition will p1eva11 i this

.. Reciprocity agreement goes into effect; wheat that comes from Canada to any

of the American markets will have to be competed for by the different railroads
* %k % % and they will have to bring it in on an import rate‘to get.it. That rate
will be'in favour of the Canadian farmer, will be a lower rate than the North-

_western farmer can get, because of the competition, so the effect will be that not

only are you placing the Canadian farmer on equality, but you are g1v1ng him
the means of having an advantage over the Amencan farmer in gettmg his

- wheat to the Minneapolis and Duluth markets.”

Hon. F. M. Warner, Ex-Governor of Michigaii (page 276, Senate. Comm1ttee
Report) — The fa1mers of Michigan are about the same as the farmers of all
other states, they are not 50 per cent against this'measure, nor 75 per cent against
thls measure, but I really think 99 per cent are against it.’ E

R. P. Bailey, Tacoma, Ohio (page "310, Senate Committee Report) —'“The

-proposed Reciprocity treaty with- Canada brings into competltlon with the

American farmer lands larger in area than our western country, and in the pro-
duction of hay, oats and barley surpasses our most fertile western plains.”

Mr.iiMcSparrow, rvepresenting the Grangers of Pennsylvania, Maine,
Kentucky, Colorado, Oregon and Washington (page 57, Senate Committee
Report) —* We are not responsible for the development of Canada. I submit

‘it would be a grand thing for her development; and I admit this, also, that Mr.

Taft was not fair to the people of the United States when he compared, to show
that the Canadian farmer could not hurt in competition the American farmer,

the corn crop. He was very careful to stay off the wheat-crop; he was very car eful
to stay off the oat crop or the barley crop, or even the potato crop or the hay crop
* % % % when you take it down through the list of food products you will find
that not only can she to- -day produce practically along with the virgin soils of the
United States, but that she is so situated and has a capacity.that she will continue
to do much better than we if you glve her the advantage that you propose to

ve her in this Reciprocity treaty.”

Statement of Mr. C. M. Gardner, Master of the Massachusetts State Grange
and Chairman of the Massachusetts Dany Bureau (page 63, Senate Committee
Report):—' We are building up our agriculture through bu11d111g up our rural
towns. Through building up our rural towns we are benefiting our whole Com-
monwealth and we believe it is good for the country that Massachusetts should
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be prosperous just as we believe that it is good for Massachusetts that North :

and South Dakota and all those states and the states in the south and everywhere
should be prosperous, and we are just pleading-with yot for a'fair chance and a
square deal. Our living is just as dear to us as yours, and our children want
education the same as yours, and our homes we want to protect the same as you’

E do, and'we are doing.those things to a reasonable degree, and all we ask is justice

and a square deal and a chance to go on doing those things just as you want to
go on doing those things. It is the voice of Massachusetts, and I bring it to you
plainly and distinctly and clearlv. a voice of protest against the ratification of

" the treaty.”

F. B! Marchant Master of the Rhode Island State Grange (page 69, Serate
Commrttee Report):—*T just want to say to you that the farmers of Rhode :
Island believe that this treaty is a rank 1nJust1ce to.the farmers.”

J. W. Hutchins, Secr etary of the Michigan State Grrange (page 77 U. S
Senate Committee Repo1t) "I want to.say one word in regard to the. sentiment -
in Michigan. I am among thefarmers, and I ama farmer myself. * * * % Iknow

“what their sentiment is. To-day they stand unanimously against-this measure.

ok % % We believe-that it will-be injurious to' the. farmers, * * * * A farmer

““not many miles from where I am located and who is not a member of our organ1— .

zation at all, called on me a short time ago and said: ‘Are not you people going

“to get busy about thls? Are you go1ng to let th1s go through without any.
" protest? ! "

.- 8. H. Messick, Master of Delaware State Glange (page 80 . S Senate -
Committee Report) —* Qur people in Delaware, in common with the farmers of
other rural states, are in hearty accord in oppos1t1on to the proposed treaty
They cannot understand how this proposed. treaty'is fair and equitable.. They’
all seem to understand that it is unfair and dlsc11m1nat1ve throughout * ok ok ok
We regard it as a very dangerous experiment.” =
. Mr.'S. H. Messick (page 81) "It lias already been shown to my mind very.

conc1us1vely that-the products of the farm can-be purchased cheaper in Canada’
than in our country. I am told that they buy no fertilizers, and they certalnlyv

- have cheaper lands. ‘T am told that wages are lower. - All these ‘conspire to give:

‘speak for the whole farm people of the Staté of New Hampshrre in and out of

the Canadian farmer an advantage over the American farmer. He buys in the
cheaper market, and if you put him alongside of the Amer1can farmer to sell in
our malkets he ‘Wil have yet a g1eater advantage over us.’

Mr. Pattee Master of New Hampshlre State Grange (page 85 U S Senate’ \.
Committee Report) —*“Independent of -everything, else, I -am very sure that 1

our organization, in saying that they are opposed to these th1ngs
J. A. Sherwood, Lecturer of the Connecticut State Grange (page 88 U.S.

. Senate Committee Report) -1 wish to say that I bring to you the feehng and ,,

“the expression.of the agricultural people in the little State of- Connectlcut and -
I know that they are all opposed—nearly- all opposed, T should say,. ‘to this -
,treaty which we have under consideration here before us. # *  # Pelhaps/

the dairying interest is the one interest which will be most largely affected in our -
State provided ‘this treaty is_passed, and that alome, it seems to me, is one of

-the reasons why we cannot. agree with this bill.””

“Ex-Gov, M. J: Batchelder, of New Hampshrre Master of the Natronal ‘

fGrange (page. 25, U.S. Senate: Committee Report):— * # # % I then stated

that in the 28 States in which the Grange is organized, from all the. information -
I had received from the thousands of subordinate Granges, the farmers were
practically a unit in denouncing it, as an unJust attack on their interests. # * *® *

S1nce my appearance before you 'this question of the sentiment of the farmers
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has beeh raised by the P1e51dent and sevelal membels of Congless

while: statements pulpommg to - emanate from the - White House.
have - been ,widely. circulated in the newspapers to the effect that™ the

~ ‘majority of the farmers favoured reciprocity and that the protests showered
~upon Congress by farm-organizations and individual farmers were inspired

by some- unknowu mtelests and.did not represent the genume sentlment of the-
farmers.”

Robert Eaton, Ilhnms Falmer (page 32, U.S. Senateé Comm1ttee Rep01t) —
“I want to say to this comimittee and thmugh you I want to convey it to this

. Congress that you are passing through a crisis which is equal to,,if not greater,

than that which Lincoln and Washington passed through. . I beheve we have
coine to the parting of the ways here in tlie United States. There are two roads
before us.to travel, and you.are to decide along which of those highways the
old chariot of this United States is going to continue to roll. Down along one
of those pathways I;see peace and prosperity. -Along. the highway are Well—

. kept farms and a contented people. A little farther along are little villages well

. volume of smoke. From out of these walls comé the sound of wheels and the ‘

laid out and prosperous. Farther down that road are the great manufacturing
cities, with their chimneys pointing heavenward, from’ which pours forth a

_ rattle of. the shuttle. -Above this are heard the happy voices of the workmen

as they sing about their work. Come with me down this other road, leading

‘into the avenues of free trade and destruction. Pass down that road. What .

"~ do we find? We find the farmer’s home going down, his fields not well tilled.

" A little farther down the villages are becoming dilapidated. Down farther, from

that great chimney pours forth no smoke, from those mills there issue forth no
sound of wheels. Come with me over to the workingman’s ~home.\ The garden

_is uncared for, the children are clinging around their mother’s knee and are not

decently clothed The workman sits there almost the picture of a famished
wolf. Why? Because free trade has been forced upon this country, and the

. workimen of America was put upon the level with the peasantry of Europe,

and the manufacturing man who had his money tied up in that great manufactur- .
ing plant found that he could not run it to any advantage and he tumed the
key in the door. )

Oscar Ramey Master of Missouri-State Grange and Member of the Execu-
tive Committee of the National Grange. Resolution passed at a mass meeting
in the South eastern part of the State. Page 40, U.S. Senate Committee Re-
port) —“We condemn the action of our Ples1dent William H. Taft, in un-

- nieasured terms for his action in bringing before Congress a measure Wheleby

the products of the farmer are destroyed. We are painfully aware of the fact
that, owing to such favorablée conditions, Canada has in the past been able to

‘pay the duty and make large shipments of cattle and wheat to this country, and

we can not but believe, were the taniff barriers withdrawn, the effect would be
runinous to many of our agricultural sections.”

Senator Williams—‘Do you think it will reduce thepl‘ice of horses.”

Mr. Rainey.—" Yes, sir; Canada certainly thinks so. A few years ago we
had apparently a fair sample of what Canada would do had she an opportunity.
I happened to be at the head of our agricultural department.there at the State
fair, and they sent down there a gentleinan, who was a very courteous gentle-. .

-man, to present the exhibits from all that Manitoba country, and our exhibitors

from the State of Missouri raised such a howl about it in about two years we

“had to exclude him from the building.”

M. J. Lawrence, Owner and Publisher of the ‘“Ohio Farmer” and the
“Michigan Farmer.”(page 271, U.S.¥Senate Committee Report):—"“I want to
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say to you very emphatrcally, cand1dly, and knowrngly, that the 1nference that E
was undertaken to! be drawn out yesterday by a member of your committee, .
that it is only. a portron or a few, of thie farmers of this country that are making °
this plea antagonistic to this’ pact, is wrong. ‘I say-to you, as I said before,
'candldly ‘and knowmgly, thiat it is universal. - There are no sections which are -
‘exceptions. It is just as strong in the East as it isin the West. . There is not'
‘an agricultural paper or publication that I know that has not. been absolutely -
harassed by thousands of letters-from’ their’ subscribers to take the stand that is’- -
" béing advocated to-you by the delegates before you from Oliio and ‘Michigan.

' " They represent the sent1ment of the farmers gentlemen Do not doubt 1t
" because it is “absolutely true.”

. Treadwell . Twitchell, Farmer North’ Dakota (page 407 u. S Sena,te»
Cominittee- Report):— ”We of the Northwest farmers * % * * are constrained’ ,
to criticize the action of the present admlnlstra,tlon who invite the American. *

- farmér to take himself, his. fam:lly, and his a,lleglance to an alien country that = .
. hemay there enjoy a prosperity that: this Government insures him as 4 Canadian .= -

‘citizen by open1ng up the best market in this world for such product as he can”*

raise in Canada * * * * and the. Canadian Government in its beneficence - °

_ 'guarantees to'him a larger purchasing power for every. dollar. tha,t it can sell - . ':.‘J‘
for in-the American market if he spends. that. money ifi Canada.” - oo

‘- .. Governor Lewis, North Dakota (page 396, U, S. Senate Comm1ttee’ B

: Report) —T have béen. told by people living along the border that there is a-

: d1ﬁerence in the pr1ce of the land between this side *-%. % * of from $S to $15 an.
acre.

Senator Stone e R Why would land on the south 51de of the d1v1d- o

ing, hne command a pr1ce of from: $5 to $15. an acre mofe than on. the northern s
S1de?” e - S
. Mr., LeW1s 4 For thlS reason, because the thrngs produced on this s1de
- brrng more money-than a like amount ‘of material’ produced on the other side.”’
" ‘Senator . Williams.—* Does this differerice of 10 cents 1n the pr1ce of Wheat .

I ) me,ke the difference in the pricé of theland.” *:

Mr. Lewis—T th1nk it do& I th1nk I Would g1ve that much dlfference,'_

"’f.'fbrthatland”» PR R, IR v ge M et ¢ L
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Contradxctory Arguments Advanced by
| Conservatxves

Summarizing the a1guments of the Opposmon acramst Rec1p1001ty, we
find the following:— :
1. Rec1p1001ty will prove of no beneﬁt to Canada because pnces for farm
products are higher in.Canada than i the United- States.
2. Reciprocity will entirely destloy our east and West or 1nte1p1ov11101a1
trade. : ‘
’ Now these two qtatements are self—contladlctory Our farmers pro- -
, ducts are sure to go t0 the highest market. . If the United States market
" is not as good as the home market then none of our trade will go to the ‘»‘Q
~ United States. ' But if our east and west interprovincial trade will.be )
affected it will only be because the United States 111'11ket offers  higher
prices than the home market. . B
- 3. Reciprocity will ~destroy our packing houses and our 1111111ng 111dust1y
4. Reciprocity will reduce the price of pork and beef and will not give
“our farmers any higher price for their wheat. .
B The reason given for the destruction of our packing and 111111111U indus-
" tries is that the paclker and the miller will have to pay a higher price for
pork and beef and for wheat respectively. ~For instance, on February 22,
©1911, Mr. Ames, Conservative M.P., said in the Commons:— ~
. “The eastern miller, the eastern packer, to- -day does not kuow where,
“if .this agreement is 1'1t1ﬁed he is going to get his raw material.”
and Dr. Sproule, Conservative M.P., said in the House, on February 21, 1911:
“But the flour that seems the most saleable, the strong baker’s ﬁour, is
“made from the hard wheat of the west and the soft wheat of Ontario.
) “The1efo1e the Ontario and Quebec miller requires that western wheat ‘
“to malke the quality of flour that the Ontario people desire to have, and '
“they require to get it to keep their mills running as well. They have a *
“l‘u ge amount of wealth invested in the plants, and unless their mills are
“running fairly well up to their capacity they stand to be seriously injured.
“The harder you make it for them to get that grain from the west and the
“more. grain that 'goes to Chicago, St. Paul and Minneapolis the more
K “dlfﬁcult it will be for them to meet the supply down lhere, and the less
“there will be of offal from the cmndmg of that gr ain to supply the farmers
“of this country.”
Now which of these Conservative arguments is correct? - Will the
" farmer get a higher price for his grain and his meat or will the packer get
cheaper grain and méat. Both statements cannot be true. ‘
5. We should reach out for new markets.
6. We should refuse to accept the United States market.
' Thus we should refuse the Conservative ideal of a home market—
one in which the industrial establishments are highly protected—and one
“right at our doors; and seek new markets thousands of miles away, where

‘
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labor is. low—waged and.so unable to pay high prices- for food products—
7 “That’ Reciprocity destroys the Br1t1sh ‘Preference. ’ o

"And yet, that we- should not give Britain any preference unless she
g1ves us a preference in her market : PR

- The British Preference remains . as it has. always been Everything
" comiing from Britain enters' Canada under a tariff one-third lower than goods
from any ‘other country The’ Conservatrves have alvvays opposed it ‘and
S they came into. power would ' revise the tariff to provide - adequate pro-~" -
. tection” . against. Br1t1sh goods Borden sa1d on March 8 1911 in the
i Commons— s it 1l v : -
“Now, some reference has been made by hon gentlemen oppos1te to -
“an increase of the British preference! . I do not know whether the gentle-
“‘men who spoke on: that subject were: msp1red or not. I have expressed
“my views on this subject e1ght or nine years ago in this House, ‘and. T stand -
o “by thern to-day. I stand, in the first place, for-the empire as against the
“world, and within the empire I stand, first, for Canada. I believe that a
““mill or a factory in Canada is worth as much to this great ‘empire as a.
“mill -or factory in Yorkshire or- anywhere else in England "

This Preferential Tariff matter is of so much" 1mportance in view of

the clairas.of Imperial loyalty ‘that the Conservatives make, that it is worth
" while quot1ng in addition to'Mr. Borden’s remarks, extracts from speeches .

. delivered in the House ‘of Commons by . several other prom;lnent Conser_ o

V’A,vatlves— : S
-+ Mr. Monk; November 30 1909 Rev1sed Hansard page 761 —_

“We have not concluded a treaty, but -we have. established a tariff
N spec1ally favourable to Great Britain, giving Her a. spec1a1 fayour for which

““we recetve nothing in reétutn; "It is a matter of sentiment.  For my own ..

: part I thought at. the time, and have always expressed the view, that we

-“were going very far. The resu1ts have demonstrated that those who

" ‘raised that, ob]ect1on were right.”! ' :
" Mr. Sproule, M.P., December 16, 1909, Rev1sed Hansard, page . 1606 —

. 7 .. “Let me point out to him that oné ‘of the changes hade in the tariff _
B When it was revised some years ago, was a change which I have always

: regarded as unwise and injurious-to the interests of the agncultural com-
“munity ¥ * * % and also the woollen textile industries.. When we gave
“the Br1t1sh preference we struck a vital blow at the woollen industry.”

. And on page 1607: ““Why was, this unwise policy 1ntroduced? For what . .
.. “purpose did the Government give that British preference.” And againon . -
©page-1611: " “The Government- killed the Canadian farmers’ miarket in_

- “Germany ‘and destroyed the market for consumption at home by those
“who were engaged in the textile industry, in addition to-sacrificing the home
“mmarket for the wool the farmer raised. * # * % Thig was all. accomphshed -

o by the British preference.” ’

| 'T S. Sproule, M. P, November 30, 1909 Rev1sed Hansard page 749 —

“The’ arrangement they made with-England was one-sided and Canada e

“sustained a great injury from it without deriving any benefit in return.”
ST S. Sproule, M.P., ‘November 30, 1909, Revised Hansard, page 748:—

“In 1897, they started off by throwing off part of the-duty on English - - E

““goods, giving a preference to England ' * % *% What has been the -
pract1ca1 result of that course? It practlcally k‘llled our woollen trade in
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! Canada closed up- hear ly.all our woollen'mills, threvv the.ar t1sans employed :

“in these mills out of employment, reduced: the market for Canadian wool
“and swept away the greater part of the hundreds of thousands of dollars
“invested in the woollen trade of Canada. * *.%* * Which side derived the
“advantage from that one-sided arrangement? Not Canada: It is true
o “that England got an advantage, but Canada received no advantage from it

“whatever. * % % % The Minister of Agriculture went to England and-
_ “d1scussmg reciprocal preferential trade said that. what we did we did-
“voluntarily and of our own free will and accord, we did it for England’s’

“sake, we did not want anything in return. * % % % e thought he re-
. “presented the whole Dominion of Canada, when if he had gone among the
‘.“falmers of Canada they would have regarded him as one’ of Mark Twain’s
““innocents abroad.”
Mr. Monk, Novemiber 22, 1910, Unlev1sed Hansard page 119:—
“I speak as one who was brought up in the school of Sir John A.

"‘Macdonald and I 'do not ‘believe that the cardinal policy which-should -
gtude this Govemment ‘at plesent in connection with these negotiations.
“‘is the British preference. It is true that I have contended in this House, .

: “thel ein echoing, I believe, the opinion of many, that so long as that prefer-

“ence was one-sided it was incomplete, I was only echoing the opinion of -

“the Minister of Finance, at the conference in 1902, stated to the represent-
“atives of the British countries, in a memmand'um which I believe was
plesented at that conference, or at the conference of 1907, that if there
““was no mutuality in the tarif! p1efe1 ence, it would be for us to consider

“whether we should not make more favomable arrangements. with other
“nations, whether it was not our duty to change the conditions of a favour

“which we had extended with pléasure in the expectation of Reciprocity.
“But, I say, what the cardinal principal which should guide us in all matters
“relating to the tariff is the advantage of Canada, the welfare of our own

“industrial life. That is the cardinal principle, and I join issue with my .

“right hon. friend in the proposition which he laid down last’ night, that

“the British. preference was the cardinal p11nc1p1e which should guide usin -

. Mthe negotlatlons which, it seems to me, have become necessary. with our
“neighbors.”

RECIPROCITY DOES NOT INTERFERE WITH PREFERENCE

*

Finance Minister- Fleldmg s Opmxon . -
He1e is what Hon. W. S. Fielding, Minister of Fmauce, who negot1ated ‘the
Reciprocity arrangement says in regard to the preferencei—

“In consequence of such comments I have on several occasions
‘“emphasized the fact that there is NOTHING IN THIS AGREEMENT
“WHICH WILL PREVENT the people, of Canada at any time making
; any changes whatever they may desire in their tariff pohcy and that if at
“‘any time they desire to GIVE THE BRITISH  PEOPLE A LARGER
“PREFERENCE THAN NOW, there is absolutely nothing in this
“ Rec1p1oc1ty agr eement to prevent the Canad1an Govemment and Parlia-

“ment from domg so.’ :

THE BRITISH CHANCELLOR ALSO.

‘Rt ‘Hon. David Lloyd-George, Chancellor of the ExclleQuer in the Impenal
 Government, has expressed himself in favor of the Reciprocity arrangement

between Canada and the United States. The Canadian Associated Cable, dated

London;. England,; February 17, 1911, quotes him as follows:—




- of protectlve duties in the United K1ngdom .

“I re301ce that it has been negotlated ‘and heart1ly trust it will carry .
- “toa successful concluslon I regard it as a great triumph.of common sense .
s .. ‘“and an immense stride ini"the cause of free trade, inculcating a step towards
' \ “the fraternrty and co- operat1on of the Enghsh speakmg farruly '

§

l CANADIAN LIBERALS ARE FOR PREFERENCE WITH GREAT BRITAIN
‘ ' AND FOR THE RECIPROCITY AGREEMENT WITH THE
UNITED STATES :

It is srgmﬁcant that the Rec1proc1ty agreement is attacked, not: because of ~

- dts terms but because of some remote result that may flow from.it or © ecause of

. 'some opinion-held about it by certain publrc men in'the United States. Taft's

‘recént- declaratlon has Dbeen seized.upon. with avidity. - His position and his-- -

‘ moderatlon demand that his words be. considered, but they ought not to be taken
- ‘as ihfallible, nor allowed to frighten Canadrans away from exerc1s1ng the1r own
]udgment Here 1 is the passage —

s

e " “The forces whrch are at work in Dngland and in Canada to separate ‘.'

: “her (Canada) from the Utitéd States by a Chinese wall, and t6: make her . - .

part of an Tmperial commercial bond reachihg from anland around tlie
“world to.England again by-a system of preferential tariff; will derive an
1mpetus from the rejection of this treaty ;.. and if we w0u1d have Re01proc1ty‘
“we must take it now, or glve it up for ever,

v'Presrdent Taft heré conveys the'i impression that our. ch01ce in Canada andyi SO

: England is between British trade and American trade: The fact is that the issue’

/in Great. Britain.and Canada is between.freedom and restriction.,. The polrcyl A
©, of the Liberal palty in Great Br1ta1n is free: trade with all the world, The -+
‘ ‘Protec’momst party is by no means-united on the’ questmn of admrttrng colonial L

“imports free of duty. " In England as in Canada, there are protect1on1sts who

*. indulge in vague eloquence about Imperial trade, but who. object strongly:” to: -

o outside compet1t1on whether it co,mes"“from forergn countries’ or; ‘from other"_
parts of the Ernprre ‘

R In Canada ‘the’ d1v1s1on isof a s1m11ar Kind. - Canada does not possess a

/- )'.Br1t1sh party and an Arherican party.. It has a’ party ‘which favors freéedom -
* . and a party which loves restriction. There may be, as President. Taft ‘thinks;

a party which desires. to separate Canada’ from the United States by a ‘Chinese

wall;- but let him not imagine that this same party des1res to 10wer the tariff wall © -

“s0’ a5 to, admit British imports free or at a lower rate of duty* Many of those who'-

~are ﬁghtrng tooth and mnail aga1nst this Recrproclty agreement would- bepanic- c

* stricken if it were proposed 40 make a substantlal increasé in. the Br1t1sl1 prefer- -
* ence. When they advocate preferential trade what they mean is the adoptron”

i

" On the other hand, the’ advocates of the Rec1proc1ty agreement in Canada

" are also the advocates of the British preference Mr. Tielding, who negotrated» -
“the Recrprocrty agreement is author of the British preférencs.  The Western E

farmers; who are strong friends of the Recrproclty agreement ask for the i increase
: ,'of the Br1t1sh preference - ‘.
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| * CANADA THE HIGHLY FAVORED NATION, NOT ARGENTINA.
“Let well enough alone” has become a stock phrase of those opposing
~Reciprocity.” This phrase of itself is a great tribut eto the efficient administration
- of the Liberal Government. Canada is so prosperous to-day under the Liberals—
in marked contrast to the cond1t1ons that prevailed under the, Conse1vat1ves—~
" that the Conser vatives do not think any further efforts should be made to make
Canada still more prosperous. The basis of Canada’s prospetity to-day is her
farm products Canada with but a small poF ftion of her agricultural lands under,
cultivation is prodiicing vastly more products than she can consume. It is, the
* duty of the Government to find markets in order that the uncultivated land may
be placed under crop and made to p1oduce wealth for the Canadian people

The United States affords the nearest and best market. The United States’
has reached such a point that the Reciprocity arrangement was car ried through )
' Cong1 ess despite the opposmon of the American farmers and despite the opposi-
tion of the “interests,” who, like the “interests’’ in Canada, feared it would mean

the narrow edge of the wedge against protection. It was carried through , -

Congress because of the uprising of thé American people against the high prices
of food. It is claimed by the Opposition that on that account the Democrats-
would have made food free even if no Reciprocity arrangement had been made

with Canada This all the more shows that from the Canadian standpoint it --

" was good business for Canada to make the arr angement. ‘Had the Government
failed to take advantage of the opportinity the United: States might either have
made natural products to the world or it mlght have made a reciprocity arrange- .
ment with Argentina or some other food exportmg nation. If the latter course
had been followed Canada would have seen another country reaping the rich -
harvest of the American market out of which Canadian products were shut.
If the former course had been followed Canada, it is true, would have had access -

. to the American market, but would have had to compete in it with the world.

Now, Canada alone will get that mar ket.

RECIPROCITY AND CON SERVATIOi‘T.

Conservatives indulge in much rhetoric about Americans. who have dis-
sipated their, own natural resources and purpose dissipating ours. " But none of
" them are able to say how this can be brought about. Canada’s natural resources
consist of water, land, minerals, timber. The Americans cannot take away our
" water or our lands., Then the resources that- the Conselvatlves fear w111 be’
d1551pated are our minerals and our timber. : C

Conservation does not consist in allowing these or any other natural resources
to lie unused. Conservation means intelligent use. Control of our mines and
timber absolutely rests with the Governments of Canada—TFederal “and
Provincial. They have full atthori ity to make and enforce regulations to prevent
any waste or misuse of our natural resources. How can any Americans, or any-
one else, dissipate our natural resources under the circumstances? The question
of conservation is a question of regulation and administration within our own -
. country of our own resources.. Conservation is the preservation of our resources
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\ from Waste,‘the ut1]1zat1on of our resources under Wlse/ and propef management

Conservat1on of forest resources, for instance, does not mean to fOI‘bld the

o \cuttlng of any tree in Canada; it means the cutting of the trees that dre ripe-

‘to becitt and the proper preservation of those that'are not yet ready for cutting

' from the destructive influences of fire, 1nsects and other etiemies . of our forests. -
~ If-conservation means that we are ‘to stop 1umber1ng operatlons in this countryl
) ‘1f it means that we are to- keep our trees until they fall from age and fot. upon R
" the ground where they will be a hiding- place and breeding place of insects -in=" ' o
- Jurrous to the forests and a means ‘of spreadlng ﬁre then, conservation means
. _putting an- end to: the utilization of -our: forest resources It does not ‘mean
: ‘anythlng of the k1nd Conservatlon means that we shall so regulate the cutt1ng o

-of our trees that no tree too small to becut Shall be cut, that no tree when it is

. t1nuous ﬂow
' TI—IE LOYALTY CRY

. -

are bad Who is go1ng to become dlsloyal to Canada? IsR.L. Borden or Geo. E;

W111 become d1s10ya1

_wouild be'to throw off all hier tariff dutres against 4s.-

' of this subjecti— -

“latent, the insipient destructlon of -our 1ndustr1es but it is still more
_ “difficult to find therein the fatal germ which is to d1ssolve our autonomy

“ﬁnally landing it.into the American Republic: Autonomy! They speak = .-
of autonomy Why, 1t Was only 1ast year we heard the same men rebuke ’ /

f93't

cut shall. destroy other trees arotund it; that When the tops and the debrrs of the -
trees -which'-are cut. are left'in the forest, ‘they Shall be taken care of so that fire ~ -

g may not spread among them ‘and” therebv -generate. those destructwe fires :
X Whlch aré thie worst’ enemies of our forest resources. - Conservation means that
we shall see to it that the insect. pests that infect our forests and trees'shall be -
- fought and combatted that fires shall not be allowed to'spread, Whether or1gmat- T
ing by settlers, or by hunters; or by trappers, or by rallroads Forest conserva- L
~ tion meéans. that forest -aréas shall be set. apart as forest reserves to protect the . ° - £
. . .sources of our water supply, the sources of our streams in order that water’ may el

Ty v;be procured for agrlcultural and manufacturlng operatrons and kept at a con— C '

' Everv Canachan is 1n3u1ted by the’ manner An Wh1ch the Conservatrvesj* .
prophesy that Rec1proc1ty will lead ‘t0- annexatron and that all . who' favor-.'}- R
Rec1proc1ty are therefore d1sloya1 Whether trmes are, good or Whether times- - .

Foster? If they -are not what r1ght have they to say that any of the rest of us - .

In this connection 1t is Well to read Srr erfrld Laurrer s masterly handhng‘

‘ © . “I'now come to the last of the objectrons raised aga1nst us. Hon L
ST gentlemen opposrte Afind- within. the: four ¢éorners of this agreement the -

. W111 large . and proﬁtable busmess Wrth the Un1ted Sta’res make us d1sloya1?"~—\‘ S

' We purchased from the United” States $239,000,000: worth of- goods and only .

. sold them- &113 000 000. Worth and if it-has’ not made us chsloyal to buy. from .

. them $125,000,000 more- than we sold them, then how will it make us d1sloya1 or -
o annexat1on1sts if ‘'we row try to sell thein ‘that $125, 000,000 Worth of produce - /1t . o

" rather than paythem that-amount in gold. Why, if there is ‘any danger of .-

" volume of trade making iis- dlsloyal all the United Statés Would ever have to do‘,“"r )




“us because we pald too 1nuch attention to autonomy

¢ But, whether thev approve of autonomy, or whether they combat it, |

R ‘they show clearly, in one instance as in the other, that they never under-

“stood or appreciated thé true meaning of the word. - This new-born zeal, .

;“f01 autonomy, when reduced to actual exposition, is generally e}xplessed
“somewhat in this way: There 1 may be, perhaps, no danger to our autonomy

. ““in this agreement itself; but this is only a first step that will be followed
“by 'others. This, they ‘tell us, is a trade agreement confined to natural
“‘products; another time the agreement will be extended to manufactured

products this will be followed by cominercial union and lastly by political -
“union. Such logic, Sir, will carry you any distance, in any direction, to
“any conclusion which hope fear or any other passion may suggest. Wlth_.

- “*such logic the world has long been familiar. Was there evet, in any land,

“at any time, a réform proposed which was not lmmedlately denounced as

“revolution by the forces of. reaction? ‘With this logic we have been
“particularly fainiliar in this country even since the first days of responsible
“government. Open the records of our own old discussions, and you will
“find that when the reformers of that day were asking for r espons1b1e govern-
“ment, all the Tories denounced the idea as bemg the first step towards
annexa.tlon It is not, therefore, to be wondered at that, if, upon this
‘““‘occasion, the whole Conselvamve party have Dbeen moved bv the old
“instincts of Toryism. . But the manner in which this reform which we now

“bling forward is opposed to my mind, will bé seen by anybody who ex-.
‘amines ‘the question to be an insult to the intelligence and character of

““the Canadian people. ‘What are the arguments we hear against this agree-
‘““ment to justify the position which is taken that this is a first step towards
“the dissolution of our autonomy? We are told that this agreement may,

pelhaps lead to certain satisfactory results for some time, but that later-
© “it may be rémoved, may be followed by a high protectionist tariff, and -

“under such circumstances the Canadian people would not have the stamina
“to resist the dislocation of trade but would be forced to seek refuge in the
““ American union.’ This is the argument which we have heard from the

\“leader of the opposition (Mr. Borden, Halifax); this is the argument of '

my hon. friend from North Toronto' (Mr. Foster). Nay, this is even the
“argument we have heard from my hon. friend from Brandon (Mr. Sifton),
Who on this occasion of all occasions, has deserted the principles of
“L1be1ahsm to join the principles of Conselvatlsm Let me refer to the

“resolutions of the Board of Trade of Toronto,—I také these because they .
“contain in condensed form all the arguments with.‘which we have been

“deluged 1n this House. The third resolution saysi—
‘3—That any present benefit to any section of Canada or to any
“interest therein which might accrue from said agreement would be
“more than offset by the loss and injury to other sections and interests.

““There 1 is an admission that in this agreement there will be a benefit .

“at least to some sections of the community. It ‘may be qualified, but it is
“there all the same. And the fourth and fifth resolutions read:—

““4—That the proposed agreement would weaken the ties which

“bind Canada to the Empire.

“5—That to avoid the disruption of tlade which after some years -

“under said agreement would result were said agreement terminated

“and a protective tariff against Canada established by the United
““States, Canada would be forced to closer trade relations with them,
“which would still further weaken those ties and make it more difficult
“to avert political union with the United States.
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“Mark ‘those words— Can ’we be forced to- closer trade relations.’
) e Well, Sirg if Canada-would be forced, what' would force it? Nations there
A “have been which, in the face of a great emergency, a great national

“calamity, would rise to the occasion; and even the women throw. thelr_.

“jewels and ornaments into the common fund for the protection of the coun-

“try But we are told here by Canadian Tories that if a crisis, an economic
‘crisis, were to. arise in which their pockets would be liable to suffer, ‘they
would Lesitate between their pockets and their loyalty. -

“But, Sir, the Tories of fifty years ago weré made of sterner stuff. In
o 1854 the treaLy which was negotiated by Lord Elgin, with Francis Hincks
- “as h1s Prime Minister, resulted in immediate -abundance of prosperity. Ten

“years afterwards the treaty was repealed, “and ‘a higli protective tatiff

“substituted for it. At that time, did Canadians falter? Did they hesitate?

“Were tley {orced into closer: relations with the United States? Did they. -

“seek a reluge in political union? No, in the face of that action they con-
“ceived and organized the Canadian confedera‘cron

“The treaty of 1854 was negotiated by Lord Elgm ‘when; as I’ have saud

“by the first Liberal-Conservative administration that wé had. That ad-

“ministration was presided over by that statnch, stalwart Tory, Sir Allan-

“ Macnab and one of its-members was the young man; Jobn A. Macdonald.
“Did Sir Allan’ Macnab, or did John A. Macdonald falter? Did they say to

- “Lord Elgin that they would not advise the ratification of ‘the treaty for
“fear that, if it were afterwards abolished, tlie Canadian people-would be
“forced into closer relations with the United States? On the contrary,
“their ‘advice to Lord Elgin was to_ratify the tr eaty. "1t never occurred to

‘ “he had as his First Prime Minister Francis Hincks. It was ra‘crﬁed in 1854 :

© “them that, even if the treaty could be repealed, as it was repealed ten years -

“later, there would be a single Canadian who would be led by the-dislocation
“of trade to change his country’s allegiance. But i imagine what would have
“Been the colloquy betweeén Lord Elgin and his advisers, if, instead of being
“advised by such men as-Sir Allan Macnab and John A, Mac‘donald he had

“been advised by the present leaders of the opposition, my: hon. friend
“Mr. Borden and my hon. friend George TFulas Foster. ‘Sir,” they, would -

S “have said, ‘do not ratify this treaty.’ Lord Elgin would ask them ‘Why;
v ' “will not the treaty be a cause of satisfaction to the people?’ ‘It would)’
3 L they would answer; ‘but that is the very thing we dread. It may brmg

wf ' “us prosrerl‘cy Bu‘c after prosperity comes, the treaty may be repealed.

“and replaced by a hrgh tariff: and we are not sure that our knees would be

“firm - enough and our spmes strong enough to resxs’c the aggressmn of the B

“ Americans.’

““We reject the advice of the timorous-hearted men of Lo day we stand ,

‘by the advice of thie stout-hedrted men of fifty years ago.’
~ BISHOPS OF ‘THE EPISCOPAL CHURCH

"t At the opening ‘meeting of the Synod of the Diocese of Ontario (Anghcan)
" on ]une 13, 1911, His Lordship Bishop Mills of ngston referred.to this cry of -

dlsloyalty He said in part —

“Of course, there are some people gomg up and down the coun‘my now,

“professional polltlclans for the most part. (though there are some otherS’

“with them who know just as little about the matter), who are singing a song
“ahout blue ruin which is coming on our country through Reciprocity with
“the United States. Whether it would be in the general interests of-the-

“country is a question for deba‘ce and about whlch d1fferent op1n1ons may :
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.+ “Dbe held. But pohtlclans have not. devoted their attention so- much to the-

- “discussion ‘of this question as in- ringing changes on the cry that if
- Reciprocity . were adopted it would be the first step towards annexation;
“that the United States would be buying us, and we would be selling our-

“selves.‘ I think that is the greatest nonsense that ever came from the

“mouths of supposedly sane men; as a Canadian, I resent it. I would think

“httle of my loyalty to the British Crown and the British Empire if it de-
“pendéd on tariff schedules. Those who think the national spirit of Canada
“is such a poor and uncertain thing that her existence as a nation would be

“imperilled by an increase of trade with the United States certainly do not:
. “know her. There is no part of the British Empire in which there is truer"
“loyalty than in Canada, and she can be neither bought nor sold.. It is a.
“strange thing that both parties, from Sir John Macdonald down, have

“sought for Reciprocity with the United States, and looked upon- it as
“desn able, but the United States would not agree to it, and I am not sure

they will now; however, when it is apparently withiil our reach, there i is

“a cry raised against it, as though it meant the ruination of the country.”

Bishop Cou1tenay, of New Y01k foxmerly Anghcan Bishop of Nova

Scotla says:— . - N

18

“What we want most of all at tlns time is to back up the admnnstl ation

\

“on both sides of the nnagmary boundary hne between this countl y and .

‘“Canada.

“The assertion of those opposed to plans for Reciprocity that the
“acceptance of the one now ‘proposed means the ultimate annexation of
“Canada to the United States is about the biggest rubbish that you can
get any honest man to listen to at this time. Annexation. does not e\nst
“in the mmds of any body of men on this 51de of the bor de1 :
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Recrprocrty and the Farmer.

-

it has been the best and, for a few, is'still; but one single market can never be :
as:good as two. To-day; the Canadian farmer has free entry only to his home .~

To- day, a high duty meets the Canadlan exporter of agrrcultural products‘ T
; 'when trying to sell in the United States. Under the agreement- this high, duty, < .,
~will dlsappear on all’ agr1cu1tura1 products. ’ At present Great: B11ta1n charges o
__ +ho duty to the Canadian exportet, She will contrnue to charge 0o’ daty, and,
T .therefore “the ‘Canadian -exporter will still be in- the same position in'the
", . British market: that he is to-day, while he will have the advantage of free trade

Z"/mto the Amerrcan market 1nstead of be1ng heav1ly taxed for that p11v11ege

It is sa1d the’ Br1t1sh market is.‘the best. What is the actual trade to—day_ ;
' 7 in the followmg artlcles of Canad1an export? S

, Statement of .. art1c1es 1nc1uded in the proposed Rec1p10ca1 Agreement o o
LA ‘.showrng value of goods, the produce of Canada exported to Great Brrtam and -
a Umted Statesz;for years 1910 and 1911 : 2

’ B

ig1o Z,?N S 1911 §

-~

) Thrs Rec1proc1ty pact is generally stated to be in the 1nterest of theiﬂ'
" farmer: In Canada that surely is no great ground for condemning it. Agri- '
,.culture is so 1mportant in’ Canada that’ if it is beneﬁtted the whole country - A
-~ must be.. » : : S
Let us examine the pact from an economrc view as 1t affects our farmers. .
: At present, Canadian farmers’ produce more than Canada can consumie. - T'he”
" -price of agrrcultural produce, where there is a surplus for export ‘1s almost- oo
- entirely determified by the export price. : If therefore, the export prrce can’” -
~ -be raised, thé farmers will be benefitted all round. - : o

. The opponents of Rec1proc1ty clalm that the Br1t1sh market is the best -
" market for Canadian-agricultural products Tt is.true that for some products .

i

S Barley... ... ... .:07 . 744470 - 66,608 0 576002 - 49,361

A

-

R

o .omarket and the British mar ket. , With free entry into the big, Amerlcan c0n-/' NN
> suming centres; he will have that additional market without in any way inter-

. fering with his privilege. or rlght to-sell When it su1ts h1m in the Canadlan and -
C Brltrsh markets.. ) e : : ‘

‘ . Artl'cle, - ," "Gt. Britain , " U.'S. " Gt. ‘Britain ‘US
L Horses:.. i, .. .. $ 66815 $ 453,186_,7 $ 36,072 $ 499,116,'
Cattle, .. ..o .. ,979,918',_ 642,674 7,942,144 .. 457,079 -
" Swine... ... Ll mone- " 6,088 - - '_nOne . 45,526, -
. Sheep....... ... .i.. . 1La4t - 569,679 2610 7 251,850
CPoultry .. .ol ...o:. 7 - 27,468° - 137,200 Lis4 . 102,266 -
. Wheat..: oo .. Lo 401267,756 ¢ 1,883,647 43,335,500 - - 236,256
“Ryé,.. ... ..o ..o '28208 - 7347 . nome - 45309
Oats... ... ... .... " -7 '508,300 534680 T LB40I19 47,466




B

1910 S 1911

Article ~~ Gt.Britain - U/S. - Gt Britain  U.S."
Buckwheat. e i 7306332 24,663 ' 205 . 40 024
"Hay. oo von ven o o 022,718 - 673,220 1,152,620 . 1,449,090
Straw... ... ... ... . - 542 24,081 . . 3,010 = 14,465 -
Potatoes... ... ... .. 250 345,003 132 13,835 -
STurnips. .. v, L .. 550 173,933 © none .~ 206,263
All other vegetables.f‘. - 6613 - 150,078 1 . 43 233,068
Apples... ... ... ... T 4,184,878 132810 1598350 50,149 -
Berries... ... 1. .. . none . 148,676 none 82,814
Frits, all other... .. - 3308 - 35382 35003 28106
“Dried Apples ciiiee o 86,084 88,342 . 16,013 . 20,033
Butter. N T 587,493 109,854 401,621 91,370
Peas:/.: oo ooi e 195,178 ' 273,056 79,310 . . 334,234
Cheese ot Coe 21,481,566 © 23,995 20,577,542 . 36,034
Milk and Cleam. R o 1,719,919
Eggs... ... f.. :... - 0333 - ILssT 2,428 6927
Clover Seed el e 237,514 422,272 1+230,081 1,169,751
Flax Seed.:. ... ... 2,796,502 7 741,349 2,285,411 3,850,211
Grass Seed... ... ... 1,903 - 66,908 2,048 101,797

All other Seeds... ... . 6,808 "25,007 557 . 45603 -

This shows that, 110tWithstandin’g the fact that Great Britain’s market is -
-Irve, and -that the American market ch'uges a high rate of duty, of the 26 .

" products above quoted with the exception of 8 articles (cattle, wheat, oats,
‘barley, buckwheat, apples, butter and cheese) Canada exports more to the
United States than she does to, Great Brltam

" Here is ploof conclusive, that on these articles the British market with-
,,out duty is not as good asthe. American market with duty. Put the two
_countries on-the same footmg of “no duty” and it is a self-evident fact that

the American market is the better malket '

Our Conservative friends may take execption to the above as they do to.

- everything that is of advantage to the farmer so let us compare"Canada’s total
trade with Great Britain, with her total trade with the United States for the
last ﬁve years. '

Gt. Britain United States ‘Total with world

CIQ07. .. ... $ 169,000,000  $ 234,000,000 $ 462,000,000
1908. .. i .. 220,000,000 . 324,000,000 638,000,000
I00Q...... 204,000,000 272,000,000 520,000,000 ‘
IQIO...... 244,0’00,000 - 336,000,000 - 677,000,000
IQII...... 246,000,000 . 404,000,000 - 750,000,000
Total.... $1,092,000000 . 1,570,000,000  $3,095,000,000 ‘
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L CHEESE S ,
There are some of these products Whlch requlre a htt]e more attentlon
Take the dairy. products Great- Britain is and has for many- years. been the
great consumer of our cheese. We have -exported by far the largest pro-

N

“portion of our whole product. to-that market and we have had, on the‘whole, :
very satlsfactory_ prices. ‘The, quality of our cheesé: is h1gh and it commands’..

.- the English import markeét. In the Unlted States they have tampeled w1thr

. their cheese manufacture by perm1tt1ng skimmed cheese and filled cheese to -

" 'be manufactured and as a- rule they make a softer cheése than the Canadlan .
" “Chedder Cheese. - This- may sit ‘the uninitiated taste -but. there is..in the
United States, as well as-in Great Britain, a very large growing- demand for-

fancy cheese such as our best Canadlan Chedder and the fancy cheeses of -

- Burope,

. 'sh0W1ng an. immense increase. while the exports’ fall off to almost nothlng
Imports and Exports of Cheese to and from the United' States

: S Lo 'j’,f" Exports = " - ImpOlt: o~
SR 1'9'00.-'-. : ; .:. e '$ 4,943,600 . $°1,y61,613 ‘
L IQOT......i.aen T 43,050,009 | 2120203
T90Z: ..., 2,745 597 . ";2,551,336 o \
L UEQO3L Al eaew. T 2250229 - 3,183,224 - ‘
L IQO4 e © 2,452,239 - 3,284,811 -
S 1gos.. e e T T L,084,044, 3,379,600 L LT
1966, it 1,040,620 L (4,303,830
CIQey. i et 201262600 goqorz G U
1o L v ,092053_ 5,586,706
LOI90Q. .t T L Bezioor, 5,866,154 1T

These imports are largely in the fancy ‘cheese.” Already 1n Canada thele

" is afy attempt made to, inddce the, manu{acture of this cheese. With the entry, S
into - such a market as the United . States is. shown to be, there wotld be a. - . ;
proﬁt in' a'latge expansion .of trade in:Canada in the’ manufacture of this -

- cheese. - "These fancy cheese. pay-a much highet rate- per hundred pounds for
the milk that enters into their. manufacture than does even the best Canadian ._ Lt
‘Chedder cheese. Wl‘l:h the free entry into ‘the Amerlcan market there is no.

" reason - that our: Canadlan dalrymen shotld not soon control ‘the American -

‘market for these .cheese. Such of our ‘Canadian’ cheese makers as _go'into it" -
“would probably make from’ $1.50t0 $1.80 per hundred pounds of milk instead *
of, as they do now from 80 to $I 00 per hundred pounds So much for"

cheese
E BUTTER

" ago Canada exported & large ‘amount of butter to Great Brltaln T'his has

. steadlly ‘decreased in the last few years, nothW1thstand1ng the larger produce;
- of ‘butter in Canada. - Last. year we sent only $4OI 621 worth of butter to

_— f 99 .

- The United States has. ceased ‘to be a cheese expo1t1ng count1y, W111ch is’
. clearly shown in the following tables of imports and exports “The 1mports,”‘

In regard to butter We have a d1fferent cond1t10n of affalrs Some‘yea_rs- -




Coe

Great Brltam. One reason for thlS g1eat declease lately has been the change

- of tariff-on cream on the part of the United- States. - By the Payne- Aldrich
tariff-of 1909 the duty on cream was reduced from zoc. to 5c. a gallon. Before - A
- that time our people had found the: most profit in the butter industry L
,by making their cream into butter and exporting most of it to Great Britain
~ largely because they had to pay 6c¢. a pound duty on butter or 2oc. a gallon
“duty on cream if they tried to send it into the United States, Immediately the'_‘
_duty -was lowered the Canadiai dairyman began to send cream into tlie
: Umted States and last year (the year ending the 3ist of March Iast) wWe ex-
, ported $I,719,919 worth of cream to the United States.

-Had this' duty not been lowered the probability is that that cream- Would‘

have been made into butter in Canada and sent to England.” The English

market was still available and if our dairyman preferred to send their. cream
into-the United States it was 'simply because they were able to make more
vmone'y out of it on their hundred pounds of milk from which that cream was

skimmed than if the product of that milk had been made into butter in Canada

and sent,to England. This, too, in face of the duty of gc. a gallon or 1% cents
"~ per pound on the butter gquivealent of the gallon .of cream,

Uinder the Reciprocity agreement cream and butter both will go into the
United States free of duty, the Canadian Dairyman will have the 5 cents a

butter; an additional advantage in future in sending that into the United:

- States instead of sendmg it to England. He has done it already to a profit and

~gallon duty on cream or about the equivalent of 1}4 cénts per pound on the  ~

with Reciprocity it is evident-he -will have a greater profit in the United’ States. .

market. We have an eloquent tribute to the truth of these arguments from

Mr. A. A. Ayer, of Montreal; the lalgest dealer-in Dairy Produce in.the

Dominion, who said at the Meeting of the District of Bedford Dairyman’s
Convention held in Cowansville on January 3oth and 31st, 1911

“Do you know that if it were not for this opening to ship Cream -
across the line, and if it were not for this wonderful openi Eg in' the West
1

for our butter, the Canadian shipments of butter this year, to England, instead
of being somethmg like 27,500 packages, would have been more than 275,000
packages, and that your prices would have -been at least 2 cents per pound
less than you have obtained this last year, which means a big-sum of money.

You see, you had these openings, you had these new markets, Wlnch increased

“the whole.level of your prices in this country.”

ThlS is proof conclusive that the British Market is not the best We .

have been sending this product in the shape of cream to the United States.
because the duty on cream was reduced while the duty on butter was main--

tained at 6 cents. By the ~Recip1'ocifcy Pact the duty disappears from both -

butter and cream, and there is no reason why in the future the Canadian

Dairyman cannot make his cream into butter and send it to the United States . .

instead of sending his cream—an advantage to the Factorymen of Canada as
well as the ploducels of the milk. So much for butter.
_ : . “HAY. : . -
.Generally speaking it is not advisable to encourage the exportation of
100 ‘ o
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- \Hay Canada is an agr1cultural country -To. be a successful agrlcultural, =

_country one great. object is to see that the- fertlllty of the soil i is not impaired. -
- Therefore, to avoid this the Canadlan farmer should feed his hay and straw"

" to his stock-and produce mantre to -put: back on the 1and to enr1ch the soil..

. There are, However, exceptions to this.-

~ Along the, St. Tawrence and other rlvers in the Provmce of Quebec there', o
-are lar ‘ge intervale lands which are flooded over year after year. . "This flooding” -

_“adds to the fertility of the soil and for 75 ‘or '100 years (and.in some cases

"Ionger) the owners of these. lands have been cutting and selling hay The farm-- :

 érs’owning these- lands have growsr rich, nothwitlistanding that their market

- has been restricted. These lands as stated abové; are: fertilized, by natule and .

L ‘hay cropping i by far the most profitable use that can be fiade of them, The
same is true in regard to'the dyked lands on the Bay of Fundy in NewBruns—»(
~wick and also in Nova. Scotia, and it-is idle for Mr. Sifton and his clique. of

'capltallsts who ‘are opposmg everythng that will in any way beneﬁt the 7. - K

. farmer, to say that it is" to the disadvantage of Canada to have the duty on

- hay gomg into the United States taken off. -The high duty of $4.00 per‘ton, "~ .
“has in the past been a’ gredt Handicap in getting’ this Canadian-hay . into the.. -

K United States market at prices which would'compete with the American- grown,

" hay. Canada’ has, however, as 'showri ‘in ‘the followmg table, even under these

S conditions; sent a. con51derab1e quant1ty of hay to the, Umted States. With this g ’
- . duty ‘off, the ' American ‘market will -undoubtedly be the best, and it is the -

" unijversal opinion "of partles who understand  this trade “that the Canadran

o farmer will” get the' difference of" the duty (pretty ‘surely. three dollars out of

the four), as an increased: price for his hay. Itis the Iawyers, manufactu1ers

. bankers,and capitalists, who are. ‘objeéting to thé selhng of this hay and say it~ )
is. ‘bad: for the' Canadian Farme1s to sell hay. There are c1rcumsta11ces as
- above stated ander, which it is bad for the Canadian Farmer- to- -sell his hay,”

and the1e are also circumstances under which it is best - ‘and " most ‘profit+’’

~able for him: to do so. Let the farmer say. whrch he prefers an oaen market

o rrght at his door, or a market four thousand mlles away.

“The hay crop in the Fastern States for the year 1911 is except1onally '

~ small, Fortunately in Fastern Ontario, ‘Western Quebec, and ‘the Matitime ™

Provinces 'we have a very’ large crop. of Hay of the very best. quahty With T
'Rec1pr0c1ty the -Canadian- Farmer. will be able:to sell his hay in the Hastersn

o States at a hrgh price-and at the same time save the $4.00 a.ton duty. - Within

o the past month ‘the prlce of hay in the- Eastern States has taken a tremendous"‘}“_' Y

N

'Jump
OTATOES

_ Potatoes of the hlghest qual1ty are grown in large quantltles 1n Eastern
: Canada “The. American Duty on Potatoes going into that country is 25 cents - .

"per bushel; but nothwithstanding this great handlcap in 1910°the farmers of - -

Canada sent to the United States 679,441 bushels of Potatoes and paid on ‘each R v

bushel a. duty of 25 cents or a total of $169,850." Now, how would the Canad--

ian farmer like the major. portion of that $169,856 included.in his profits?: That '

s ]ust what Rec1pr0c1ty in natural product W111 do for. h1m
B - . 106 ’ -
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. Thele is absolutely no 1na1ket in Engldnd for C'madlan potatoes. As a
‘matter of fact in 19og Great Britain expotted to the United ‘States $2, 315,218
worth of- potatoes Natmally the Umted States Malket is our best M'uket

. . FRUIT AND VEGETABLES

Delegations of market gardeners and fruit growers numbeung seve1a1
- hundreds—inspired by canners and wholesalers on the lookout for large profits -
—have come two or three hundred miles to Ottawa to protest to the Govern-
ment against freer trade with the United States for-their products, although

the trade reurns show thatin the last twenty-five years they have met the -

COlldlthllS of a higher tariff against them, and have increased their exports

ot fruits and vegetables iu that period by more than $7o 000,000 and all this

-

. time no outcry has been heard from the farmers of the countly whose market
for barley had been destroyed by the operation of the’ United States tariff,
bringing upon them a loss of mote than $90,000,000 in seventeen years, three—
fourths of Wthh has f"dlen upon the p10v1nce of Ontarlo

) BARLEY. :

Tlns subject needs no introduction. The Canadian farmer well remem-
beIS when he was able to sell his barley to the United States. IHe remembers
also when the duty was raised and his market practically: shut off.

“T'he following table is'an evidence of this:— - - . . :

: Quaﬁtity and value of ‘Barléy (Canadian produce) “exported from Canada to |

the United States during the fiscal years 1876—1909. ’

Year Quantity. -  Value - - Year Quantity -~ Value
B ~ Bushels - $ ~ " Bushels % -
1876 .. 10,164,551 © 7,420,827 - 1803 ' 1,431,308 638271
1877 6,243,033 4,503,117 ’ 1804 493,551 210,493
1878 6,498,444 3:787,718 - 1805 1,674,193 = 706,580
1879 5,193,324 4,043,048 o 1896 787,787 297,438
1880 - 0,732,403 4,184,007 . 1897 1,246,343 371,033
1881 8724,931 6,272,098 1808 84,083 28,867
1882 11,577,251 10,105,556 1899 . 122,374 50,158
1883 8,741,626 | 6,245,263 1000 . 104,408 77754
1884 7,700,581 . 5,054,144 1901 190,547 - 85927
1885 9,028,314 5477441 - 1902 17,401 9,499 -
1886 8,528,287 5,708,130 1903 37,112 17,148
188y 9,437,717 5,245,008 1904 86,175 39,030
1888 19,300,521 6,488,317 1905 IOI,IIT -46,225
189 . 993450 - 6,454,603 © 1906 47245 - 21,645
1890 - 9,939,745 4,582,562 1907, ‘ '
: . : (9 mos.) 10,004 8,258
1891 4,752,053 . 2,849,269 - . 1908 210,788 139,573
1892 . . 2,721,168 1,354,485 . 1909 266,006 144,660
. 'Totals . /Totals
. for the for the '
I7.yrs. 135,279,351 90,323,435 17 yrs. 6,079,826 2,008,171 °
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The“low‘ duties imposed by the United Stat_es on - barley enabled th—_e\
farmers of Canada to send to that courtry in: the seventeen years 1876— .

. 1892 an aggregate of 1 35’,279',351 bushels, ‘valued in the trade teports at $90,-
-322,453; and the high duties of the succeeding seventeen years brought the_

aggregate export down to 6,979,826 bushels, valued at $2,908,171. .
In the first period the average price computed from total values was 67 A
cents per bushel, under a tariff ranging from 10 to 15 cents per bushel; and in

.. the second period, under a tariff ranging from 30 cents per. bushel to. 30 per

cent. ad valorem, the average price was only 42 cents per bushel.
-A report on the malting -quality of barleys made during this period by

-exports of the United States Department of Agriculture showed that the

Canadian grain was- the finest growt anywhere i America, and was only

- surpassed in the world by the barley grown in Bavaria in the south of Ger— -
many’ - . :

In considering the large product1on in the Umted States it must be

. remembered that the bulk of their crop is fit for feeding only, and that the
. prodtiction of maltmg barley has been’ steadily declining. In this connection -
the U. S. Tariff Board (Document No. 849 on Reciprocity with Canada, Feb-

o ruary 28th 1911) in their report to the President,’ make the followmg state—'
ment:— -, :

. “QOur best. maltmg barleys are. g1own in the extreme West \ smail

.quantlty of excellent barley is also grewn in- the Rocky Mountain jregion.. -~
The Batley of the Northeast is of an inferior quality and is grown largely for |

feeding purposes.: “The barley of California is not shipped to the domestic
markets-'in the East except. when the pr1ce is unusually 111gh V\/hat is not ,
used locally is exported.” :

. “In most of our barley—producmg reglons there Has been an- apparent :
decline in the quality of the barley faised as a. larger and larger proportion

‘has been fit only for feeding. This is said to be due to carelessness in seed,

selection, and to failure to maintain soil fertility.” - : .
“While the amount of balley produced has increased enonmously an in-

creasing-proportion of the crop-is undesirable for maltmg L

“The actual situation in the United States is best shown by the followmg :

~-table. It is seen that only five States are important producers of malting

barley in the region eastof the Rocky Mountains. Four of these States show a _

.marked falling off, 22,000,000 bushels in the’ crop of 191y from the crop of 1909,

or a less of 21.4 per cent., while if comparison is made with the 1en-year
average a loss of 209 per cent is apparent. The average yield per-acre in
1910, except in the State of Iowa, is less than the ten-year average. ‘

Table 18—Statlst1cs of Barley Production for 1910

(From the B.rewers Journal \Jov T, IDI0).
* States. - . _ i . . : Prodnmon
N Wisconsin -............ ... e e 22,420,000 -
‘Minnesota  .......... P PP e . 28,142,000
Towa .. coiviin i e R ..... .13,420,000
South Dakota ........... e “uo.. 18,582,000
North Daketa ............ Sl e SR ... " 5,626,000
I TIOLAL et e ... 88190;000




 “The shortége of malting barley has become more and more pronoinced’

every year, and prices have steadily advanced.”

Let us compare the Canadian 'Barley markets with the American Barley, -

markets and see how much more favorable are the American markets.

Tlie'folIoWing statement shows the Wholesale Price of Malting Baﬂéy, -
. at Minneapolis, Buffalo, Milwaukee, Toronto and Winnipeg each week from
-July 6th, 1910, to April T2th, 1911. (Quotations from the Northwestern Mil- .

‘ler, Minneapolis, and the Grain Growers’ Guide, Winnipeg).

li»Minn;eapolis; Buffalo. Milwaukee.

Dartgs.

Best

Malting.
Per bush.

62
68
67
65

. Best
Malting.
Per bush.
64— 69
68 — 70
75.- 77
70 - 74
65 — 70.
70— 76
73 ~ .77
72— 77
73— 75
71~ 73
74— 78
73— 78
72— 77
76 - 80
78— 82
76— 80
75= 76
77— 82
81—~ 85
81— 82
82— 85
86~ 90
87 - .93 .
93 - 97
97 - 100
97 - 100
94—~ 98
95 ~ 100
88 — 95
91~ 95
93 - 96
94—~ 100
98 - 104 -
.96 -102
69 —102
111 -113
110 -114
109 — 112

No. 2

Per bush.
6614 %67
67 —-72°
75 ~76

70 -76

65 68
67 —69
70 —73
75 —76
72 ~74
700 —7314
69 ~72
71 —74 .
72 ~74 -
7014 ~ 7234
705~ 75"
73% - 76"
727 ~75.
71 ~78
7214 7634
797 ~8134
7734 ~82" -
76" -804
7634 - 83
879 ~ 90
847 ~8814
83 . ~85%4
80 —86

87 -92°

92  -100
91 -97 -
8914 ~94 -
90" ~95
85 —88
92 —95
80 -96
9214 - 97
97" -
97 —10014
10015 - 112
1057 ~115
10414 112

Toronto. Winnipeg.
No. 3 No: 3
Per bush. Per bush,
s1-52 45
51-352 . 481
51 ~52 52
51-52 50
51~52 No quotation..
51-52 | ¢

- 51~52 ‘ o

© 5254 .
52-54
52 ~54 4615 — 47
5254 - 46
48 — 50 4614
55 —-56 C47

.. 55356 Y
55~ 60 4714

© 53356 4614
53 -56 46%
53 -356 43
55-60 . . 46
55 —60 47
57 -62 - 47
56— 60 R
58 - 62 46
58 ~62 - 4614
58 - 60 47
58-60 ..
58 - 60 47
58 - 60 . 49
58 - 60 50
58~60 49
60 - 62 49 14

© 60 - 62 49148
65 ~ 68 57
65 ~170 Y
65 -170 ¢ 57
65 -70 No quotation.
63 - 66 ‘
63 - 66 58
60 - 63 ..
63 - 67 70

63 - 67 . 70

*Quotations in store Fort William and Port Arthur.
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o were equal thce

v f‘ publrshed by the Honourable Sydney Fisher, Minister . of Agrictlture,-it s, -
- shown:. conclusrvely that the prices are much hlgher in the American market '_ T

v cooked in any way, and have beéen prepared for the purpose “of drawing de- .

CHEESE -,p‘-,.,:, Sea
. Average pr1ce - ’; SR ) Average prrce JRRTITaR
Year Market durlng year S "Y Market durmg year RS
"""}],"19'()6‘ A_Montreal ;' v 1,2'.53 -;-1909 Montreal R % & S
. & New York L1333 New York SE 14680 o a
"~ . Boston.. ... 1322 0 “Toronto.. .. ..... I3 36 ’
’ 'Chrcago e w1269 0 Chlcago. cele. ... 1503 .
v . : cc.. .. - Boston,.. ... ,.‘.v_,1487
7 1907 Montreal e w1262 0 1910 4Montrea1 o x..' S TT68
7 New _York Joov. 1416 .. o UNew York ..... . .._._‘15.90' .
' Toronto E 130 v .. Toromto... ... .. .. 1241
.. Chicago.. <. s...:. 1416~ . . .Chicago.. Lo I15.87
2 TBoston. .., il Tl 1420 00 ' ~ Boston. . 1562 -
1908 Montreal,.. ..v ... 1285 .. '1911 Montreal T .. 1200 e
- - New York... .. <. 1377 . Jani New York...-:..‘ i. 14480
.~ Toronto..:.. .. .. 1333 - - ' to Toronto....... .. .. 1405 .. "
' Chrcago vi we il 128700 May Chicago.. .. .. .. 1481 .., "
Boston ceL e o 1413 LI T Boston..p. ..-_14-12 : a

s YSUMMARY .
Based on the ab0ve quotatlons the average prrce in each market for the
perrocl July 6th,” 1910, to April rzth 191 I, was as follows — -

L Mrnneapolls. e '.‘.’ ....786 cents per bushel R
Buffalo......... PRSP e 8s. 7 cents per bushel ~ - ..~
B Mllwaukee. R . 82.4 cents per buishel -* .
. Toronto............. J...0.v 57:8 cents per bushel "+ -, -

- Wmnrpeg .......... PRI 50 o cents per bushel : o

Now, by the tables given above it is ev1dent we have an opportunrty to .-
renew _the prosperity of the Canadian Batley Grower Wrthout in any Way
threatenlng or 1n]ur1ng h1s loyalty and his patrlotrsm T

Summary of Comparatrve Prlces of Darry Produce, in Canada and the
T '. UmtedStates '

Makmg a summary of a, llst of comparatrve pr1ces Whrch has ]ust been , e
‘than they are in the Canadiah market. ‘These prices have been taken from - -
“the best market quotations available, - They are entirely. unbiased and not :

duct1ons The quotatrons grven can be rehed upon as be1ng absolutely cor- '
rect B . ~ : : '

Out of a total of - 135 quotatlons on Cheese, it ‘shows that the Amerlcan o
price was h1ghe1 112 trmes, the Canadlan pr1ce hlgher 21 t1mes ‘and the prrres a
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Year

1906

1907

‘1908

" BUTTER.

Avérage price -

Market during year.
S .G
Montreal.. .. .. 2285
New York... ..23.37
Toronto.. .. .- 23.62
Chicago. . . 24.68
_ Boston. . ... 24.73
Montr eal veoes e 24.60
New York. . ...28.67
~Toronto..” .. .. .. 2541
Chicago... .. .., 2061
Boston... ... v 27610
Montreal... ... .. 27.00 . -
New York... . 20.97
Toronto... .. ... .. 27.00
Chicago... .. 26.58
Boston. . .. 2695

t

M ark\'e_t :

Average price -

. 2426

Year . " during ‘year.
L < c.
1909 * Montreal.. .. . 2371
© New York. .. .. 2882
“Toronto. . .. 25.50
~ Chicago... .. .. .. 2812 -
" Boston... ... .. .. 29.38
1910 Montreal.. .. .. .. 2498
‘New York... .. 30.57
. Toronto.. .. .. .. 2638
Chicago... . ..-20.05
_ Boston. ., ce. 3047,
“1911 Montreal.. .. .. .. 2534
Jan. New York.. .. 23.25 -
" to Toronto... .. .. 2504
May Chlcago
: Boston . 2086

Out of a total of 203 quotatxons on Buttel it shows that the American
price was h1ghe1 135 times, the Canadian price hlghel 59 t1mes, and the prices

- Year

1906

1907

1908

Market during. ycar. .
c.

Boston. ..
Halifax... "o, ..
New York:.. ..
Montreal. . 9.97
Chicago. . . 1219
Toronto. . 9.70
Boston. .
Halifax. .. ..

"New York... .. .. :
Montreal. . . .. 1537
Chicago. . .. 1587
Toronto. . .. I4.1I9
Boston... .. .. .. 1863
Halifax... .o ... 15.07
Montreal.. .. .. .. 13.32

" New York... .. ..
Chicago... .. .. .. 1181 |
Toronte... =. .. .. I3.01

were equal 9 times.

-Average price

HAY.

-

Average price -

" Year Market during year.
1909 Boston... ... . 18.19
© - Halifax... .. .. .. 1538
. New York ... .. ..
Montreal. . .. 1299
. Chicago: .. . 14.02
. Toronto. .. e 1291
1910 Boston... . .. 22,02
. Halifax... .. .. 13.37
New York... c.o22.41
Montreal. . . 13.57
Chicago. . S I204
Toronto. . . '13.58
1911 - Boston.. . .. 2130
Jan. Halifax. .. ... .. .. IL.OO. .
. -to New York... .. .. 23.58
May Montreal. . .. ILYg
Chicago. . .. 18.25
Toronto. . . 12.41

Out of a total .of 97 quotations on Hay, it shows that the American price
was higher 85 times, the Canadnn prlce higher 12 times, and the prices were

equal 6 times.
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- Year

Average pr1ce,.,.\,
Market durlng year.
: c. :
" I910: Clncago '9.03
g “Toronto. .. . 1880
.. Buffalo... ... .. ..9.75
« MontreaI

Out of a total of 66 quotatlons on Live Hogs 1t shows that the, Amerlcan, :

822,,'_-

LIVE HOGS
' ,."Yea'r:t;. Market'
"f911 Chicago. ..

- Jan. Buffalo... ...
to  Toronto... +. .. ..
May Montreal.. S

lAverage pr1ce .
'durmg year '

'729_'
- 7.50 ..
7.00.

7094

' prlce was hlgher 60 t1mes, the Canadlan price h1gher 5 tlmes andl the(pmces

»Were equal once

SRR Average prlce
: 'Year Market A

durmg year., c Year
*1910 New York -630 ST 1911 New York
) . Buffalo. : . 640 Buffalo. .. -
T Montreal L0823 _-Jan. Montreal. .
L Wmmpeg L4508, L to Winnipeg
~Chicago. . ...o660 May Chicago.
Toronto : ‘.'6 51 PR Toronto

, Out of a; total of 11T quotat1ons on Live Cattle, it shows that ‘the Amer1—_ o
T can pr1ce was higher'gy times, the Canad1an prlce hlgher 8 t1mes and the- e

: pr1ces' Were equaI 6 t1mes

DRESSED POULTRY
S T - Average pr1cef:$;-A,; ’ A
: Year’ o Market.‘ durlng ‘year. . 4. Year Market ,‘
1910 Montreal .. '13.35 1911 Montreal
- New York 1890 +Jan. New’ York
. 16,00 . to. 'Toronto..

., 'Toronto. .

Out of a- total of 28 quotat1ons on- dréssed’ Poultry it shows that the ;e

' "":"‘.LIQVE__CATT.LE':v o

Market

|

May

Average price. . -

" Average: price
durmg year. -

..“‘623~
cooee 4760
Loo. 6260
. 5.0

.. 601 C
.'.3_..622‘”-* Lo

durmg year,
: c

1235 S

"..4“17.30{ .
oo I7250

Amer1can prlce was higher than the- Canadlan price in each case.’
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o Average pr1ce . ST © - Average price
Year . Market durmg year,  Year Market  during year.
. e .o ‘ c. :
1906 ‘Halifax... .. .. .. 1740 * = 1909 Halifak:.. i .. .. 22.30
Montreal.. .. ..., 2020 - " Montreéal.. ... .. .. 2340 .
o Toronto.. .. .. .. I7I10 .. . . “Toronto.. ~. .. -.. 23.40 .
Boston... .. .. .. 2130 - -~ Boston... .. .. .. 2500
" New York... ,. ..2140.- ~ .. New York.., .. . 2512
~ +  Chicago.. .. .. .. 19.20° . - "Chicago... +. .. \. 2391
9oy Halifax... .. .. .. 2006 =~ 1910 Halifax... .. .. .. 21.29
' Montreal.-. .. ... 23.33 o . Montreal.. .. .. ... 24.80
_Toronto... :. . .. 2130 ~+ Toronto... .. .. .. 24.00
- Boston...-..,... .. 2161 .. . Boston..._ .. .. ...26.00.
New York... .. .. 22.00 New York... .. .. 2440 .
' -Chicago.. .. .. .. 10.00 "Chicago... «. .. .. 24.00
1908 Halifax... .. .. .. 1954 - "rgric Halifax... .. .. ..
© Montreal.. .. .. .. 2245 . Jan ‘Montreal. . .. .. .. 25.00
Toronto.. .. .. .. 15.3 to ‘Toronto.. .. .. .. 22.10
Boston... ... .. .. 2229 . ._May.Boston... . +. .. 2300
NeW»York.'.. “v.ow. 2390 T New York... .. .. 2090
- Chicago... .. .. .. 1565 Chicago' ve .. .. 1850

Out of a total of 127 quotatlons on Eggs it shows that the Amerlcan.
price was higher 71 tlmes, the Canadian price lnghel 50 tlmes, and the prices - .

were equal 6 times.

s

'Tlle reader will do_ﬁbtless discover that in the above statements giving

the comparative prices of Butter and Eggs, that in January, 1911, the Ameri-
can prices began falling off and in many instances the Canadian prices for
these two commodities were higher. This is only.natural. For some time
past .the large. produce -dealers and Cold Storage Companies in the United
States have, at the time of the year when butter and eggs were the cheapest,
purchased large quantities and placed them in Cold Storage. They would

then keep these products until the market advanced and unload at enhanced .

prices;. ‘This-year, in view of this reciprocity agreement and. the povssibili'tya
of it coming into force before the summer months, the produce dealers an:
Cold Storage people became ' frightened and preferred slaughtering their
goods at a time when prices were fairly high, than waiting until Canadian
produce was placed in competition with theirs. The result has heen that
.prices have dropped. ‘To-day, however, the condition of affairs is righting it-
delf. ‘Their surplus stock has been disposed of and.even during the past
month prices in the United Sattes have materially advanced

It has been stated verbally and by’ correspondence, that the Amerlcan
Produce  Dealers, the moment this agreement is passed, will immediately
send their representatives into our Canadian markets for the purpose of buy-
ing our Canadian produce. '

Let us quote a few extracts from American importers.
108 ‘ ‘
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. - / . R )
The Frank Slmpson Frult Co of Los Angeles, Callfornla, ertes —"-“In

-“demand for Canadian butter, eggs and cheese, providing conditions
“shippers.

" “gress, we think it very probable that many houses in the Umted States
“will look to Canada for supphes in that line.”

. concelned the advantages from the. selling point of view, that he will have
' by the removal ot' Duties on h1s p1oducts ‘when- gomg into-the Unlted States.

HOME MARKET AND - FOREIGN MARKETS,

- '.’f:',

- _;Lanadlan home market: as the best:  In this they are qu1te right. A Home

--‘;-Lambton, who in an open’ 1ette1 to the ‘press stated as follows

~“Tp the case of the Wyomlng Plant in which our Company has a half

"‘States dur1ng the sumimer months, for ice cream purposes... In this

Hsweet cream .at Toronto, but- the American. Market "being. nearer we

' “Yiew of the prospect for’ rec1proc1ty, there will. no doubt be conslderabler

T'he- opponents. of Rec1proc1ty laud the home market and talk about the

" This seems to cover pretty completely, as far as the Eastern E arme1 is -

~ . Magket, in a genelal way, is. the best place because it is the nearest, ‘and most

., convenient and is one in which- there is the least’ obstruction to the trade.
.~ .’T'his has heen acknowledged ina most remarkable way by one of ‘the léading’

’ Conseryative Members of the. IIouse of ‘Commons, Mr Jos. E. Armstlong, of

~

“warrant merchauts in this sect1on drawmg on Canadlan da1rymen and- -

L - “We are partlcularly 1nterested in cheese and in the event that thei'
. rec1ploc1ty agreement is reached through the. Extra Session -of Con-

" “interest, the whole milk is taken-'and skimmed at the plant, the skim . - '
“milk bemg made into casein, and the;sweet cream shipped to the’ United .. -

“connection, we might state that we were offered as high a price for our -

"+ “accépted:their quotation: for theé ‘small amount requ1red on account of

owmg to. the great distance.” .. o o . ;

P S e . o

- American market “Why does the Conservative party stand in'their way? -

- “much cream. having arrived in To1onto f01merly in a. sour ‘condltlon ,

Lo Mr Armstrong may squirm and w1ggle all he likes, the fact is on record_" :
'j'_'that he ‘and: his leader, Mr R. L. Borden, and the Whole Conservat1ve Party .- '
- have for the pastsix rnonths bitterly: oppgsed. the Canadian farmer bemg -
7 glven access to this American market, a ‘market ‘which. he himself has’ been_” 3
-~ enjoying. Theré are'a whole lot of Farmers in Canada who live nearer the','

Canada is' a very large country, and the -home market of Canada at one .

... end of the contment is"very far away from the home producer at the other

end, even sometimes- within the same provincer The producer.in" Ontario

might eas1ly be from five hundred to seven hundred miles away from the,"

.. -consumer in Ontario. "The ploducer in" Ontario, Quebec .and -the Maritime -

Provinces is within four hundred or five hundred miles from twenty to thirty s

.millions._of people:in the: Eastern States—the richest * and best’ consuming

. people stand, for all practical commercial purposes; in eéxactly the same rela-

) _.tion to him as his home market, and the.praise which is lavished on the home '
1arket by the enemies of Reciprocity must be accorded to this market. The
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Ca11ad1an Farme1 gets all the advantages -of the Amerlcan ma1ket without
sacrificing anythmd of his pohtlcal status or-independence. This is the rea-
son why the farmers of the American Union have made such-a tremendous

“fight against the adoption of the Reciprocity pact by the American Congr ess. -

They say that the' Canadian Farmer, as far as the disposal ‘of his produce is

" concerned, is getting. all the advantages they enjoy WIthOﬂt havmg any of

the 1esponslb1ht1es of Amellcan citizenship. Quite true, -

These facts make it vely ‘evident that the Agleemeut is to the interest of
the Canadian Farmer and must induce him to suppont Rec1p10c1ty

WHAT ARE THE OBSTACLES HELD UP- TO THE FARMER. =

~TO FRIGHTEN “HIM FROM ACCEPTING RECIPROCITY?

. Fr rom an economic point of view there 1s but one—that in his own horne
market he will.have the competition of the United States farmer, and, by

~ teason of the Favoured Nation Treaties of the British Empire with certain
other countries the free entry of t11e1r similar p1oducts into the Canadian

market,
A - Dealing first with the Umted States products .the compauson of prices
above indicated show there will be no inducement to the American farmer to
- sell his produce in Canada. It may be that in a few instances, where local or

-climatic¢ conditions are .patamount, some American produce will come into - -

- Canada under the Reciprocity pact, just as it does to-day. - It is true that a
“-comnsiderable amount of farm- produce cpzlleé from the United States into
Canada and pays the duty, just as we send a'considerable amount of farm

produce into the United States and pay the duty; that in some parts of Can--
ada animals are brought in and the duty paid, just as - we now send a consider-.
able number of our animals into the United States. The only change will be .

_ that the Canadian consumer, when it is convenient for him and his advantage

locally, will have the advantage of being able to buy from the United States’
without the burden of the duty, just as the United States consumer will be.

‘able to buy from the Canadian farmers without paying a tax upon his food.

But the comparison of prices makes it evident that the temptation will be for

the Canadian farmer to-send his produce to the higher market in-tlle United
States, and that there will be no temptation for the American f'11me1 to send
his produce to the lower market of Canada. :

FAVOURED NATIONS

Of these favoured nations the ‘Argentine is the one coustantly quoted by

the ‘opponents of, Reciprocity. The other nations, outside the Empire, have

practically no produce to send here. The Argentine has free entry into the
‘British market just as we have. It has direct steamship communication, lines
of transport thoroughly established, both in carrying produce from the Ar-
gentine to Great Britain and in carrying manufactured articles on the return
from Great Britain to Argentine., The distance from the Argentine to Great
Britain is about the same as from Argentine to our Atlantic Coast. The
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’ "',frelght rates are less and . must. always be- less from the Argentme to: Great :

Britain, than they can be from the Argentine to’ Canada by reason:of the
x Amuch greater trade and the fre1ght both ‘ways. TFor years back we have beén

’;'competlng with the Argent1ne produce on the-British market.  We have heenn
able to hold our own in the past and we believe we shall be able to hold cur
own in the future in the British Market, which, the osponents of Reciprocity.

have: 1ns1sted is the best market fof Canadian- produce We have the- expense

N of sendlng our goods to Great Britain and competing, there If the Argentlne ‘
were to- undertake to send their produce into Canada, to compete with-our.
own, p1oductron heré, the expense of delivery to them wauld be greater ‘than
'the expense of dellvery now in Great Britain.. Our expense of delivery in our -

'+ home market ‘would be’ much less ‘than thé expense. of sending our produce
_and del1ver1ng it in Great Brltaln We, therefore, Would have a cond1t10n of

‘ compet1t1on more favourable on both these accounts than has Jeen the com- . ‘
_petition-in Great’ Britain,” and it’is absurd to suppose that under these con-j' ‘
ditions, .the Argentlne producer could compete with any . poss1ble success. .

' 'agalnst the Canadlan producer in h1s own home market

It is sa1d that- hve cattle can come to- Canada from the Argentlne There

is' much dlsease amongst the anlmals Jof that ‘country, and for. years the Ar-
;gentlne has been forbidden to land-live cattle in Great-Britain-or Canada.

"% Our Quarantrne Jlaws are strrctly enforced ‘They. will .be just as-strictly

fenforced ‘under Rec1proc1ty as they are to-day, and’ there seems to be mo - .

prospect at all that, 11ve an1mals from any ‘of the favotred” Nat10n countrles" .

- -will be. perm1tted to be landed in Canada in- the future any more than i in: the - -
: past : : , : :

C

FAVORED NATION TREATIES TO ‘BE ABROGATED

o At the Imperlal Conference Slr W1lfr1d Laurler secured an arrangement
. f01 the abrogatlon of these favoured nation’ treaties. To- day ‘Canada_ i$

v

iy hampered in"-commercial , tariff arrangements and. is forced, by reason of’ . o
"thesé old treat1es which were made, before. Canada’ became a nation, by, the. ..

. ;'Imperral authorltles 1nc1ud1ng the colon1es as they were then called; without. : -

" ‘the.colonies having any say - thereln “T'his condition is sh01tly to be remedied:”
T hls is the last of tlie signal’ tr1umphs Wthh Sir Wilfrid Tatftier has sécured '
St the “up- bulldlng of ‘the Canadian natlon ‘and the recognltlon of its® status‘(’: L

,and maintenarce Wlthln the Emplre At the'last Imperial Conference which

’ took" place in- London in ]une 1911 the followmg resolut1on Was unanlmously.’

passed — -

K g . n B . /|~)

" “That His Ma]esty s Government be requested to. open negotlatlons PR
“with the- ‘several foreign’ governments havrng treaties which apply-to

““QOvérseas Dominions, with a view tosecuring liberty for any -of those

~ “Dominions which may so desire fo Wlthdraw from the operat1on of the -

: “Treaty W1thout 1mpa1r1ng the Treaty in. respect of -the rest. of the Em—
“pire.” " - - o :

o .. We thus see that not only has, Canada, through her Great Leader “Se a
: cured a further and very important recognrtlon of her authorrty in regard to
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* her own affairs, but the practical efféct is of the greatest importarnce ; not only

.in-regard to this particular pact between us and the United States, but also in
regard to the several treaties we have aheady negotiated, and imay in future
negotiate, Wlth othel countrles for the e}\pansmn of mar kets for, our own
p1oducts

NO SPURIOUS BUTTER OR FILLED CHEESE OR DISEASED
B ANIMALS To,BE ADMITTFD INTO CANADA

IIete let us remark that tlns same algu'vent anphes to the p10tect10n of

cur irade in dauy products, meat-prod 1.is and anunal from the United Statés. .
The Reciprocity Pact inakes tio change whatever in.our laws against the intro-

duction of spurious buttel or filled cheese, or uninspected meat, or the entry
of animals from countiies. which are affected by .disease. We reqitire today that

all cattle coming from-the Uhited States for breeding or dairy purposes shall

"be subject to tuberculine test, that all ‘hogs coming. fromthe United ‘States
_ should be quarantined for a pe110d of thirty days. With 1efelence to sheep,
" thosée for immediate slaughter are admitted without. quarantine, but are care-

fully watched until killed, those for b1eed1ng purposes unless accompanied -

by an official certificate as regards health are held for thirty days.or until the

officials of the Veterinary Branch are positive that they are not affected by any.

contagious disease. - These laws will be maintained without reference to the
Rec1p10c1ty Pact just as long as the health conditions of the animals in Can-
ada -and the other countries require it. - So much ‘for the competition of these
other countries in our own market—the only economic ob]ectlon that has been
\put forward. to the Reciprocity Pact. :

I’M‘P'ERIALISM' :

The1e are two sentlmental objections. One is that we should trade within
the Empite. So we should when that trade is the most profitable. “The °

Mother Country has risen to her. splendid supremacy in commerce, finance,

and industry by t1ad1ng with all the world, wherever she found it most -

profitable. Nothwithstanding keen controversy .upon this subject she has
steadily maintained-that principle through election after election. If the
heart of the Empire maintains that principle certainly the outlying parts may

+ fairly consider themselves entitled to practise it also. - In that British market .
which is held out to us as the best, we compete with all the world, we have

‘no advantages as an integral part of the Empire. Under the Reciprocity Pact
as it reads we will have free entry into the United States market, which other
countries do not have. The high American duties are against all the world. We

by this Pact, have them. remitted to us—a distinct and very exceptional ad-

vantage in that great mazket while we have no such advantage in the British

market, Great Britdin trades with foreign countries far more than she does

with her Donnmons, Whlch is proven by the following table: g
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Great Brltam S Imports for the last ﬁve years Were" "

F1 om Canada. SR . £15 ooo 000, Or approx1mately $. 75 ooo ooo
From Un1ted States et ee. £63,000,000, or _approximately $315,000,000
Prom Germany o £55, ooo 000, -or approximately $275,oooooo P

. Great Brrtaln s Exports durmg the same period' (Five Years) werei— “ -
To Canada,.. ....-.. ... ... £I12 500 000 or approx1mately $-62 5oo ooo ,
T United. States e £23 500 000 "or approxrmately $117 500, ooo o

To Germany 50 ooo ooo or approxnnately $250 000, ooo

Ev1dent1y there is. no- necess1ty in: the Imper1al 1nterest that :one part of
the Empire. ishould confine itself to trade: with another part.. “There s no need
" of the Canadlan Imper1al1st be1ng more: Imper1al than the Centre of the Em— :

p1re 1tself K S _ . S

‘¢ ‘ o .‘.‘\r:
v

R AR ANNEXATION

Then 1t 1s agreed that greater trade' W1th the ‘Umted States under 'thlS
th1s argument absolutely In 1850 there' was ‘a strong agrtat1on in Canada f:‘ o
. for! annexation with' the - United. States ‘i Lord “Elgin. the” then - Governor—x T
General reported: to his Government at home that it was' absolutely necessary
to. obtam opportunities for expansion of tr ade between Canada and the United-

" States so as to c¢heck this- movement for annexatron Lord" Elgm ‘Was, ‘wise -

- in his! day and géneration. The annexation movement was  for purely

_economical reasons—that trade Was necessary to the ex1stence ‘of the country

- and that ‘the best way to’ get ‘it was by’ joining the ‘Amerrcan “Union;. Tord

E1g1n succeeded 1n securing the: Rec1proc1ty Treaty in- 1854, Wh1ch guaranteed

L the advantages of trade without the. d1sadvantage of p011t1cal union; and im-

o t1ade and then the Amerrcans “Put-the- screw-on’ by th1eaten1ng to put, an

;

med1ate1y the: des1re for. annexat10n d1sappeared SONU IS S DY f\,‘,‘ e R

But say ‘the. opponents of Rec1proc1ty, ‘If We get these advantages in ":!-"‘T o

“end to the’ arrangement our: people Would be tempted to go ifi for -annexation 3-, '

: jso as to ‘continue the” enjoyment of the benefits;” Th1s is an extraord1nary ' : ‘_f' B

“argument for men who’ c1a1m that there are no,benefits.. It is 1ndeed a complete
-surrender of the opposltron to Rec1proc1ty -Here agam h1story ‘proves the::
contrary to this- statement. In 1866 when the Amerlcans repealed the former
- 'Reciprocity Treaty there was no demand on the part of anybody in Canada for -

. annexation, although there was a’ umversal asknOWIedgment of the loss’ the

country sustained. ,We had a. someWhat similar éxample a lrttlc lafer on: |
. From 1866 to- 1890 the Canadian farmers sold a very large. quantrty of barley
“in ‘the- Un1ted States ‘under ‘a modérate- duty By 'the McKinley Bill, passed
_in 1890, the duty on barley was raised to an almost prohibited ﬁgure This"

K - rcsulted in the pr actical destructron of the trade The Canadian farmer clur1ng :7 B

t11e 17 yeals before 1892 sold 135,279, 351 bushels. of barley to the Unrted States .
at’an average price of 67¢. In'the 17 ‘years aftelwards he Was able ‘to sell only
6908 71 bushels of barley at 42c. pér bushel Th1s was a hard b10W There
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+ it.would be met by a: patriotic' proud people . like the Canadians with the same

" Reciprocity has any foundation ought ‘to have led to a strong feeling for an- -

ists because they have sold $33,350,000 worth of minerals to the United States

is no doubt, that one object of the-high tariff against Canadian farm produce”
imposed. by the McKmIey Bill was to coerce Canada into annexation.

The

farmers, however, were not to be coelced and notwithstanding the great finan-
cial loss, as sliown by the figtires above, there was absolutely no suggestion
made that. Canada should, for tlie sake of this loss, su11e11de1 11e1 Nat10na1
ex1stence and j ]om the American Umon No. o

I Rec1plo<:1ty comes about and plOV'eS to be a gr eat boon (as it is ev1dent_
it Wlll) co111n1e1<:1a11y and ﬁnanc1a11y to this country, a threat on the part of.

the American people that they would force us into annexation by repealing

answer that was given in 1890: -

But why should trade lead to annexation? - E'verybody will acknowledge

“We like your trade and we are glad: to con-
t1nue it, but if you refuse it we shall get along without you.” R

. TRADE.

that Canadian Imperial feeling, and patriotic self confidence in the Country

and the Natlon, has greatly increased in the last 15 years. .
our trade? Has it been all with the Mother Country? Have we not traded with .
Have we been sending all our export produce to the

the United States? .

Mothe1 Country, or to other countries than the United. States? No.

Not-

withstanding. the high duties against our products going-into the United States
notwithstanding the free .entry.of our products into the Mother Land, we
have all the time traded more with the United States than we.did with_the
Mother Land. . For the last few years our miners have exported about e1ghty—
five per cent. of their surplus products to the United States and only six per

cent. to Great Britain.

I—Ie1e is-a condition of affairs which, if the argument: of those opposed to

nexation in the country. Are our Canadian Miners disloyal or annexation-

. and only $6,726, 015 to the Mother Country? .

~ So much for the Exports

T'Lke again the Imports.

We' have imported for home consumption from

the Umted States and G1 eat Butam durmg the last five years the followmg

-'Totals. AT, -

" From Gt. Britain

. $ 64,581,373
94,059,471
70,082,944
05,250,300,
100,036,462

$435,510,550

From Umted States
$ 155,943,029
210,652,825

180,026,550
223,501,309,
284,934,739

$1,055,058,952

People who have bought these goods from the United States are many. of
them amongst those who oppose Reciprocity. Do they think it disloyal and
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- fear it will: Tlead to" annexat1on? How 1s 1t they are tr ad1ng -,vvlthi "these
,‘Amencansp oo b

The Manufacturers of Eastern Canada buy their Coal from Pennsylvanra,
:not from Nova Scotra, Albelta ‘or British Columb1a The Cotton "Manu-

P PR .
Yool i . I S U A i

facturérs of C'tnada buy their Cotton from the United States not from Egypt
or, Ind1a where’ it is raised in ‘large quantities, under the Br1t1sh Flag, .and
within the Empire. ~Are they disloyal or iannexationists? . They are

sound, true Canadians buying and selling where they-can malke the most ot of -
‘ the1r 1ndustry, and for the benefit of themselves, their families, and the1r ,

Count1y, but sufely if that is true of theim thé Canadian’ farmer ‘may be

~ trusted to sell a few more Horses or Sheep, or Pounds of Butter, or Bushels ‘of

Wheat or Barley to the American and not become d1sloya1 and annexation-

‘ists. The facts have only to be stated to show:the utter absurd1ty of this cry

Hav1ng thus. shown the main economjc reasons in favour of the Pact and

' the. '1bsurd1ty and unsoundness of the main appeals against it, these latter seem
"to show that theére must be some further reason for the. oppos1t1on which has |

been:so pers1stently and so obstruct1vely made,

T can’ qu1te ‘understand that’ the present purchasers of otr Canad1an

+ produce, like the Packers, the Dairyhandlers, the Millers, the Grain Dealets, |

and the Fish dealers on- the coasts should object to the American buyer enter-

ing ‘their Preserve, which, up to the. present time, they have pract1cally con- .
, trolled . . L ,

to get for his Cattle, or h1s Hogs. Itis well known that Mr. A. A Ayer and'a

_- few .other dealers in Montreal pract1cally fix the price which the Canad1an;
.Da1ryman is to get for his Butter, or his Cheese Tt is well understood that _ -
the-dealers in Fish in Coast Cities pract1cally ﬁx the price : the F1she1man isto

get for his catch

" These people comparatrvely few in number but with.a thorough under-

stand1ng amongst themselves, are greatly .incensed: at the idea that..the
American buyer is coming into their market to comipete with them, and, prob—
g ably buty.at a h1gl1e1 pr1ce than'they have pald or want to pay in the future.

“Let us ]ust for' a minite see what a lar; gé¢ English Importer of butter and

frozen and chilled meats, by name Mr. Samueél Lowe of Messrs W Weddell "

& Co., Ltd., London,: England, has to say:

“The Rec1proc1ty Treaty between ourselves and the United States

.~ “seems to me likely to change the course of events to the better of Canada,
“If the Treaty’ beomes law then Canada will have two buyers instead of
“one and that is-a position that'is always to the advantage to-the seller.”.

“If Canada’sénds us less it will be because sh¢ has found a better
. “market- elsewhere and therefore the Treaty must be- beneﬁc1a1 to her and
“her people : » o . .
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~ consistently until the Liberals came into power attempted' to get from. the

United States just such Reciprocity. = It is another instance of the present

leaders turning their backs on the policy of their predecessors. When the-

Tory party was strong, vigorous and successful under men like Sir John Me-

.Donald, Sir Charles Tuppel and Sir John Thompson, it was strongly in

favom of Reciprocity. To- day, torn by dissension, uncontrolled by its leaders,
and weakened by mistakes, it keeps up a pelslstent factlous and unreasoning
obstruction to this arrangement.’ :

It has succeeded in forcing dn, electlon because, under the p1esent Rules

of Debate in thé House of Commons, a small minority can effectually block
all public business. There has been for some time a feeling that the Rules of

“thé Canadian Parliament require revision so as to: -remove public business

“struction, the Rules of the House must be changed,’and-an opportunity be -

from this difficulty. All other 1epresentat1ve bodies amongst the 'great
nations of the world have regulations by which obstruction may be checked,
It is evident by this last, but by no means only evidence of the evils of ob-

given for more prompt and expeditious transaction of the public business,
with less waste of time by useless repetition and endless talk, and if the
Liberal Party is returned to power at this Election—the rules will be changed
to that end. _

The Opposition are putting forward a:lot of Fly Sheets: Some ingenious,
some containing simply wild appeals, and many disingénious and incorrect
in their statements. One of these entitled “An appeal to the British Born”

tries to raise the prejudice of those Canadians. who happen to have been born -

within the four seas of the Mother Land. As a matter of fact, the words

-“British Born” applies just as much to Canadian Born as it does to English

L

Born, Scotch Born, or Irish Born. The British Born are all those who came
into the world under the British Flag, and within the British Empire. It
matters not whether the accident of birth took place in Canada, Austraha;
New-Zealand, Great Britain, or Ireland. :
The intention of this Pamphlet “British Born” is to arouse the prejudice
of the newcomer from Britain into.Canada against Reciprocity. The whole
Pamphlet turns around a quotation of Sir John MacDonald “A British Subject

b}

I was born, a British Subject I will Die”—a sound good sentiment shared in

by practically every man, woman and child who is fortunate enough to have
been born within the British Empire, and beheved in by no people more
faithfully than the average Canadian,

This is quoted as an appeal against Rec1p10c1ty, but those who use the
quotation forget that in the very election in which Sir John uttered that

sentence he did so in his manifesto asking the endorsation of the Canadian-

people for his Government to go to Washington to secure just exactly the
same Reciprocity as is now before the Canadian people. If there was any
force or sentiment in that sentence of Sir John MacDonald at that time, the
same force and the same sentiment is in favour of the Government who to-day

have secured what he was then seeking, and what his successors -in the Con-
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ﬁve per cent,. ‘or miners and handlers: of m1nera1 products Who sell Eighty -
. per cent. should have the audac1ty to ob]ect to the farmers and fishermen also
selhng a large proportron of their products to ‘the Unitéd States. When. we ‘.

' ‘Monéy in the United States ob]ectlng to greater trade with the United States,
~dnd say1ng it is d1sloya1 and will lead to annexatron, the 1ns1ncer1ty and d1s B
honesty of their attrtude must be apparent

~

;1 Lo relatrons with the Mother Country? Shortly. after. the L1bera1 Government
* came 1nto power they adopted.the preferentlal Tariff, maklng it more adyan-"
~the -men, who are opposing Reclprocrty to-day ob]ected to th1s preférential

Tariff. When this. preferentlal Tariff had Been in operation ‘for some time
-and,’ therefore could not be looked upon. as an’.experiment, Mr BenJamm

‘a Comm1ttee ‘of Supply, moved an- amendment and after a most 1nstruct1ve:.

' .speech asked the House to’ pass the followrng resolutlon

L “Canadlan customs. tariff. ‘as’ one -which ‘in its apphcatron has already
7 “resulted, and will, in increasing measure, continue to result in material:
\ “beneﬁt to the Mother Country and to Canada, and which'has already

T a1ded in welding, and must still more finally weld ‘togeéther the ties which -
7 “How bind thém, and- desires to express its emphatic approval “of such ’
SR '“Brrtlsh preference hav1ng been granted by. the Parllament 6f Canada.” -

1\’_[other Land and its passage‘ practically made the Policy a permanent ane;

“resolution. The Hon. Geo. E.’ Foster placed himself on record in no uncertaln'
w\ © ‘terms. -Other leading thembers of. the Conservatlve party also spoke against .

‘Russell’s amendment we find that Mr. R. L. Borden; now the Leader of the
K Opposltlon, the Hon. Geo. E. Foster , and other Conservative Members. of the
" House voted against ‘the resolution, or in othéer ‘words against. closer trade .-
. rélations between Canada and the Mother Country. It so happened that the
“‘Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Tupper-was absent’ from the I—Iouse when the vote was .’
taken, but the record shows that he was parred in opposrtron to-the resolution.

P But 1t seems extraordlnary that. the manufacturers Who sell Fifty. per,;” -
: _‘ cent. of the1r surplus produce to the Amerlcans or Iumbermen Who sell Sixty- -

have capitalists who are constantly investing their cap1ta1 ‘and. lendrng their e

- What. has this obstructlonlst Conservative par ty done to promote trade e

tageous for Great Brrtarn to trade with- Canada.: The Conservative party and =

Russell M.P. for I—Ialrfax, on a motion before the House to resolve itself into o

: “That the House regards the pr1nc4p1e of Brrtrsh preference in the-,

T Th1s Wwas an endorsat1on after experience of the Pollcy of preference tothe .~

_ What' was the record of the Conservative party on that occasion? . The R1ght,: s
"Hon.. Srr Charles Tupper made a long speech agalnst the adoption of this .~ -

the resolut1on, and eventually on March 20,. when 4 vote was taken on Mr. ' *

CONSERVATIVE OBSTRUCTION, OR' WHY THE AGREEMENT'T' o

WAS NOT PASSED... =~~~ . - .

There seems no possrble ground left on Wh1ch the Opposrtlon can be '
based except that of Party Opposltlon That the Opposition should thus- .
attack us seems all the more extraordlnary 1nasmuch as the. Tory party has
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servatlve pa1ty are now t1 ymg to prevent .

* For economic reasons, for sentimental reasons, “for- 1mper1a1 reasons and*

' for Canadian reasons Reciprocity is-a good thmg and ought to.be adopted

‘Mr. Borden as the Leader of the Consérvative party saye he is unalter-
ably opposed to it." Anybody ‘who is in favour of it, or believes. in_ the
progress and Welfare of Canada must’ therefore vote agalnst h1m cand m
favour of the candldates of the leeral Government L .

s

A
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F1na.nc1a1 Adm1n1strat1on

adm1n1stratlon has been prudent and 'sound. -

gant statements have been made, figures have been grossly exaggerated and

. estimates”have been palpably stuffed, all W1th the idea of - confus1ng and be-' -
"cloudrng the pubhc m1nd It is truly said 'that ﬁgures ‘cannot’ lie, but it is ~
~equally true that persons ‘who are not scrupulous as to the truth can ﬁgure o
Itis therefore proposed in this art1c1e to give a clear statement of actual.’
O facts taken from the Government ofﬁc1a1 pubhcatlon, 80 that the- general pub

" lic may. get a correct understand1ng of the situation. Tt will bé obv1ous1y im-. -

poss1b1e ‘within the limits of an af t1c1e of thiskind to fully expldin every item

" of éxpenditure.  "We shall’ ‘thérefore” content ourselves by showmg and CX-‘" .
~ plaining the expend1ture under its ma1n heads s St

In 1896 when the Liberal’ Government ‘took ‘dffice, the national ﬁnances.v '

" were by no means in a rosy condltlon For a number of years back there -

~had been a ser1es of deficits, - - - T L e o

‘ ﬁeﬁcits.

1896, e o ST $ 330,5‘5‘/1"_5“”_ ‘
L L I8O5 e 453875 -
S R .0 I L A ,.’fvleo,ggz; T

The Pubhc Debt has also been 1arge1y added to each yea1
Addrtrons to Net Pubhc Debt . N

1896 ‘55 422505

I8O5 . e 6891,897 ( -t
S IBO4L vl 4,501,989 /_f" Sl

SI893 e seeeeeesedies e, Y 540,005 S

1802. . ... 3322403

As a matter of fact dur1ng the,18 years the Conservat1ves Were in power'

o they increased the. pub11c debt by no.less than $118,000, 000,

5 The Customs Tarlff—~the pr1nc1pa1 source - of revenue——was then hlgh“; o
‘ and bore heavily and. unequally ‘upon the people. o N

" The people were clamoring: for" reduced postal rates—another 1n1po1tant' .
souice of revenue—but in view:of an annual deﬁc1t in the finances of the Post
~Ofﬁce Department ‘amounting to, on the ‘average, $750,000 a year, the Fin-
ance- Minister shut’ the door oni their faces and dechned to make the reduc— .

s

9

No part of the record of the leeral Government appears in a more fav-
'orable light than that. pe1ta1n1ng to the finances: of the' ‘country. - Hvery Lib- -
" eral should be 1mmense1y proud of it. . Tt will warrant the closest cr1t1c1sm," RS
“and’ the more closely it is looked info the more clea1 ly W111 it be seen that the '

. Strong’ efforts’ have been made ,by Conservatlves to a1arm the pubhc as ’
to the state of the ﬁnances Toward that énd the most. reckless and extrava-’
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tion. ‘With-such a.poor financial »showing, our national credit was not as high\'

as it otight to have been.and that told against Canadians seeking money in
the London market for their industrial enterprises.

The British Government would not (although Sir Charles. Tupper stren- ‘
uously tried. to persuade them for years) place Canadian Government securi- _
ties on the favored trustee list in Great Britain, which comprises only the .’
most gilt-edged securities. Securities admltted to that list usually co‘mmand EE

from two to three pomts more.

‘The plain truth is that Canada was then in Very bad shape. The cotintry
was travelling in a limited'and constricted business circle and seemeéd unable

to pierce through to the greater circles beyond, wlnch spell a greater’ Canada.

The Liberals promptly addressed themselves to-the task of remedying -

the state of affairs, and to state that they have sticceeded is to state only the

actual bare fact. The degrg‘é of succe;Ss ‘achieved has beeu of a'very high-

order.
First, they 1educed taxation, bellevmg that redticed rates of customs du-
ties would mean in¢reased imports, more life to business and greater revenue.

“The rate of cuistoms taxation in 1896 was 18.28. T'hat is to say, $18.28
were levied on the average on every hundred dollazs worth of good 1mpo1ted

~into the country for Home consumption.

Under the Libral Tariff the rates have. been as folIows

T80 e e e e $17.87
1808, . 16.95
800+t e et e 16.70
00 o T 15.98
0T ) © 16.06
10 Lo R P 15.99
0 o K 15.87
0T N O " 16.28
00)e )-SR 16.04
IQ00. vt e e - 16.07
0T S 15.66
CIQOB. e T © 16.27
I000. ¢ttt e 16.11
0 % {0 S 16.24
107 U e . 15.87

If the Conservative rate of $18.28 in 1896 had been levied upon all the ‘

imports since that-year, nearly $75,000,000 maore customs duties would have

. been paid by the people. That is the measure of the 1educt10n in customs’

“taxation, and of the saving to the public.

Postal rates on letters mailed to places in Canada, United States, the

* Empire, on drop letters in cities and on newspapers, were very substantially

reduced, as every Canadian knows. Here again the wisdom of the Govern-
ment was manifested. The reduced postal rates, coupled with the progress
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.of the country, brought about a great1y 1ncreased volume of . correspondence .

v———(a good thing for- bus1ness), and consequently. swelled the postal revenue,’
“T'he incréased revenite of this Department qulckly made large surpluses nge o
place to huge. deficits. - - '

“ Conctirrént with the greaslng ‘of the wheels of 1ndustry and commerce -

by reducing the burden of taxation, the Government entered, upon a bold con-'-.'
structive policy .of building. up Canada and of maklng its. great- potentlal'»
. -wealth known among the other nations of the world: Our greatest want was _
' more populatron By a vigorous immigration- pohcy 1mm1grants to the nam- -

' ;aber of 1; ,807,645 were brought into the country in fifteen years, most .of whom

_dvent on the lands and became’ producers . The exodus was stopped. Instead

".of our:people going-to the United States, as they did.in Conservatlve days; to n

' the number.of 1,181 ,255 in-about teén years, hundreds of thousands of farmers - '

“ from that country are-now séttling. in Canada each year:~ The gieat North-

o west has been’ rapidly ‘developed, the populatlon there having ‘increased’ ‘from

1419,512 tg 808,863 in the first five years of the present decade, and the: -estim- ‘

- ated population, 31st March; 1911, totals 1,339,161, The number -of farms -

_;also doubled there in the same perrod———from 54,625 to. 122,398 in 1906

o The acreage there 1n wheat and oats, two staple crops 1ncreased as fol- _
" lows ' SEESIE N ‘

s ; v iy PR e .3,328 856 acres.,
g e e b g ..7:371,932 acres:
. . 12,793;400. acres

In t111s country w1th its magn1ﬁc1emt d1stances, transportatlon is the allil" ‘
: 1mportant problem to which ‘our statesmen must .give their best attention.

PO The -Liberal- Government, qulckly recogn1zed th1s and bolclly grappled with .

the: situation. They determ1ned to do everythlng in -their power, without

. 'straining the credit. of the country; to provrde the cheapest and best trans®

’ portation fac1ht1es fo1 our ‘products and our’ imports, They further aimed to " '

c take the fullest advantage of: Canadas geograph1ca1 advantage in- the grarna‘. '
,'*carrylng trade of the cont1nent :

P L L »'/,'-" _- Vo

. In the last ﬁfteen years the Government has spent on cap1tal expendrture :‘\ '
for the development of transportation. facrhtles no less a sttm than $221 380- D

: fooS clrstrrbutecl pr1nc1pa11y as follows PR o
Lot Canals. O SR . .$32,>383,4o8 e

: ;'Extenslon and clevelopment of Govern- = -

- 7 ment owned Intercolonial- Rallway  37,494:815
: Natlonal Transco11t1nenta1 ..... B Seeame . 05,422,533
" Bonuses towards the extensron and con-. R

struction: ‘of. ra11ways.‘.‘.l. e 25,260,708

R Montreal Harbor, Rrver ‘St. Lawrence : E ‘, L
- . - and Shrp Channel...........0..... 10;746,403 - - :




: qubms at. Port Arthur, Fort. W1111'1m :
~and Port Colbome. e i Lo 4,807,342

. iQuebec Harbor. oo v 2,004,431
. St. Andrew’s Rapids and Red River Im- S
T PrOVements, ..i.....viiiiiin.. vl o 1,420,705

"The Grow’s Nest Pass. Railway was. bmlt opening up_the wonderfully

; -'11ch Kootenay mining regions and providing a splendid market there for the

farm produce of the Prairies. The Intercolonial was extended from LeVIS, a

-comparatively small place, to Montreal, the- commercial metropolis of .Can-'

. ada. Its mhileage was increased by purchase of branch lines—299 mniiles. . Tt
-has also-been brought up to.a high point of. efﬁc1ency, and it is to-day the
equal of any railroad on the continent of America. By dredcrmg, lighting and
other improvements, the St. Lawrence has been made one of the best, cheap-
est and safest riverways in the world. Montreal is rapidly belng made an up-
to- date modern port. )

From being away behindhand among other nations in the matter of
‘Marine llghtln Canada was brought up to the ﬁrst rauk and is now recog-
nized to be in the van of progress. .

‘Canal and tonnage dues were abolished.

The Canadian Northern Rallway, which is materially helpmg to bmld :
up the West, and which may ultimately develop into a Transcontinental Rail-

way, was stbstantially aided by bonuses and by guarantée of bonds. It will
shortly link up Halifax, Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and other cities and
towns with Port Arthur and Fort William and the far West.

Wharves and breakwaters have been-constructed at hundreds of places.
: A generous broad-minded policy has been pursted in the matter of erect-
~ing Public Buildings. On this account, during the last 15 years, $32,895,292,
h.We ‘beenn expended. ‘

-The Government have been c11t1c1zed for spending too much money in
small places for buildings, wharves and breakwaters, and too little in cities,
The Conservatives forget, however, that the majority of the people of Canada
live in small places, and that, by building up these places, and making it
~ easier and more convement for them to do business, the Whole of Canada is
undoubtedly benefited. :

~ The construction of the National Tlanscontmental Raillway was entered
upon, and is now well under way. Under this head there have been expend-
ed, up to the 3rst March, 1911, $95,422,533.44.

A forward policy of subsidizing Steamboats was adopted, and, as a re-
sult, many new Steamship services were provided for, notably:

From St. John, N.B,, to Glasgow, Belfast and Dublin.
From Montreal and Quebec in the summer, and Halifax and
St. John in the winter, to Manchester,
From Atlantic Ports to France and South Africa.
From Atlantic and Pacific Ports to Mexico.
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Generous add1t1onal ex,pendltures have been made to d1rect1y plomote‘,

. the great ag11cultura1 interests of the country by cold storage, refr 1gerat1on, e

“improved: methods in mal<1ng butter  cheese, - bacons and hams, superv1s1on

“and “care of sh1pments from the point of productxon to the British markets, ;
~ the extension of Experimental Farms, and in.a hundred other ways.. ‘In this

" connection the expenditure. during the last 15 years amounted to $11,108,653.
- 106, as.compared. with: $5 441 607, for the prevrous 12 year perlod under the:
Couservatlves . ‘ P ; L

“In the 1nterests of the shrpplng of the St Lawrence and the Mar1t1me_'>:}

YL'Prov1nces, and to promote trade and commun1cat1on with the outlylng dis= - .

" tricts of the Dominion, the Government Telégraph lrnes were largely extend-
o '.ed Under tlus head the expendlture dur1ng the last 15 years was $4,486 182 :

In add1t1on to the large and heavy expend1tures on publ1c works—as

above ment1oned—of ‘a productive character, which will return to ‘the people : .
 in the fiture inan ever /increasing measure, the Government. has kept pace .

. with' the’ development of the -country, and has kept all the varrous Depart~" -
_'ments of the Dommlon m an up- to date cond1t1on ,

BNV

New Courts of justlce have been estabhshed and others enlarged

The increasing business 6f. the country has nece351tated a very con51der-: L

, 'able 1ncrease in the number of C1v11 Servants, and consequent 1ncreased ex~ )
pendlture therefor L ' : - v

Law and order have been establ1shed 1n the Yukon

The Iron and Steel Lead M1n1ng, Blnder Twine and 011 produc1ng 1n—" ‘

N ) ;dustrles of ‘the country weére encouraged by bounties. ' Fhe total Aamount of
S ,such bountles pa1d from 1896 to- 1911 1nc1us1ve was $20,351 891: R

Let us look now at the general ﬁnanc1a1 results
For the per10d of 15 years from the Ist ]uly, 1896 to the 3Ist March
. 'i 191I “the “Revenues -0f the country exceeded the ordlnary expendl— o

ture by$166166,453 2 IR ,: o T o

e

The average surplus for each year was $II 077,763

Por the last 15 years the Conservatlves were. in ofﬁce, the total ord1nary-‘
Revenuer exceeded _the - expendlture by . $9,150 197.19. Dur1ng each of |
these 15 years the average surplus per annum was $6Io,013 4. I e

The follow1ng Statement shows the Surpluses and Deﬁc1ts for these two
15 year perlods L : :

‘e

“aes )




Year., » ‘Surplus.

1902-03
1903-04
- 1904-05
1905-06

Increase unde1 beemls, $140,317,411.12, .

PUBLIC DEBT

.........

’

~ 15 Years "Under

_ 'Conservatives.
Deficit.

e " $ 6,316,351.04 .
7,064,492 35
754,255 48

.......... -97,313.00
1,865,035.47
3,885,803.94

2,235,742.92

- 155,977.42
1,354:55595

D R
...........
BN
.........
..........
---------
..........
.........
...........
......
........
...........
..........
.........
.........
.........

.........
.........

$ 5,240,05890"
©5,834i571.87

_ 81(5,031.2}6

[,210,332.45
4153,875.58
33055131

15 Yeérs Under
L;berals

‘ Surplus Deficit. ‘. :

$1,722,712.33

. 4,837,749.00

8,054,714.51
5:048,333.20
7,201,308.06
14,345,166.17
15,056,084.12
7,863,089.81
12,808,719.12
16,427,167.20
19,413,054.22
" 1,020,171.97
22,091,063.81
30,000,211.46

CAPITAL AND SPECIAL EXPENDITURE.,
'T'he total amount of Capital and Special Expenditure during the 15 years
.. of Liberal Rule to the 31st March, 1908, amounted to $283,673,897.05.

T'he total amount of Capital and Special Expendztme during the 15 years
of Conservative rule ended June 3oth, 1896, was $143,356,48s. 92

When the Tories took office in 1878 the net Public Debt amounted to
$140,362,069, and when they left office in 1896 it had increased to $258,497,-
432—an increase of slightly over $118,000,000, or at the rate of about $6,500,-
000 a year, for each of the 18 years they were in power.
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The Public Debt at the 3rst March, 19i'1 was $340,042,052. This means -

- that the Liberals increased the’ Debt by only $81,544,6zo, or at the rate of
.$3,436 308 per annum. -

CIf the expenditure on the Trans- Contmental Rallway had not_been in-
curred, the1 e would have been an actual decrease of the Public Debt under the

. Liberals, to the amount of $13,877,013.41. 'The éxpenditure to date on the

National -T'rans-Continental Railway amounts to "p‘95,422,533 44 . ,

In 1896 the Public Debt per head of the population was $50 82, and by’\
reason of the increased population brought about largely by the vigorous im-, -
mlgratlon and busmess pohcy of the Government, the debt per capita is now‘ _

) $43. 68

. : REVENUE P
' In 1896 the total Revenues of the count1y amounted to $36 618, 590 It had

,i.remalned within a few rmlhons, more or less; of that ﬁgure for 15 years..:

Under reduced rates. of taxatlon as has prev10usly been’ explamed the

-Reventles swelled each year under thie Liberals, until last fiscal year when

they ‘reaclied the large total of $117, 780,409 78 The foIIowmg Statement'
shows the Revenues for eath year from. 1882 to 1911.. : :

15 Years Under , 15’Yeafé iInder_ 8

) Year S Conservatlves " Liberals =
P 1882. - m.i . ius.. i $33 383,455.52.
1883, eeeeee . 35,794,0649.80 e
Coa884 ...l ein e 31,861,001.73
1885l Lol 32,707,002 0
"1886......... Leeen sl 33,177,040.30
CI88y... il 38754009325 T L
S 1888, we e " 35,008,463.53 ST
1880. .t wie.. o 3878287023 - )
18901 . ... S S T 30,879,925.41
CI80T. e 38,579,310.88 - oL
1802% ... i we. o 36,021,871.60 B ; -
1803 e . 38,168,608.85 N
CI894. - 36,374,693.07-
CI805. e 33,078,120.47
- 18g6...... PP S 36, 618,590 72
1897 v venvevnn. ERTRI : $ 37,820,778.40 .
1808...... e _ 40,555,238.03
I800. . o S o 46,741 249.54
STQO00: . v v o " 51,020,004.02
o Lo ) S ) 52,514,701.13
1902 ... PR o ‘ " £8,050,790.03
S Uete X T . 66,037,008.03
TIQO4 . i - o . ? 70,660,816.82



1000, oot L. 80,139,360.07
9 months ending March ‘ '
-3Ist, IGO0V, ... ..., 07,969,328.29 ~
Year ending March 3Ist L
17Te1: J 96,054,505.81
1970 ¢ P 185,093,404.35
140 ) ¥ T 101,503,710.92
Lo} & (S 11%7,780,409.78

71,182,772.07

ORDINARY EXPENDITURES.

The Ordinary Expenditure in the last year of the Conservatives a\mount;
ed to $36,949,142, and during the last fiscal year it was $87,774.198.32.

Sub-

mitted hereunder is a Statement showmg the Oldmary Expenditure for each

+ year from 1832 to 1911,

. 15 Years Under
Year

Conservatives
1882, e $27,007,103.58 -
1883 i e 28,730,157.45
84, . 31,107,700.25
I885. i e . 35,037,000:12
I886. v e 39,011,612.26 . °
1887, v it 35,057,680.16
888, .. e © 36,718,494.79
1889, . i 36,917,834.76
1800, ' vi v . 35,994,031.47
.63 o) P . 36,343,567.96
1892, vl _ 36,765,804.18
e 36,314,052.90
T804 cvvve e 37,585,025.52
I895. o it 38,132,005.05
1896....... e e o 306,040,142.03
I897. it o N
898, ' _
I899. vt
TO00. vt
LT ) S
T -
IO03 .t vtneennnsn.,
1004 . vt e e,
{9To )
I000. v
1907, (9 months ending

March 3ist........ -
1908, (year ending March
3ISE. e

100G & vt iieeinannn,
L0 T
(91 15 SRR L

126

15 Years Under

Liberals

38,349,759.84
38,832,525.70
41,903,500.54

42,975,279.51
46,866,367.84
50.759,391.97
51,691,002.76

" 55,612.832.50

63,319,682.86
07,240,640.95

51,542,161.09

76,041,451.59 -

84,c64.232." 8
79411,747.12
87,774,198.32

-




Let s now - look for a few moments at'the. pr111c1pa1 Sub heads of the Or— )
d1nary Dxpendlture, in which increasés have taken place: -~ -~ - .. .
First we will take the Administr at10n of Justice. ‘ :

} This service cost in 1896..... T, w.n$. 758,270 -
And in 10T1T....inue.... R Leeeeess U L202401 0 - -
An-increase of ............ e e e 534 I3T '

Th1s increase is due to the fact that a large number of new cotirts have
been _provided, and others extended, to meet the. development of 'the country; -
and it has also Dbeen necessary to increase the salaries of the ]udnex _

‘No ‘serious: cr1t1c1sm has’ ever been advanced i regard to thlS addvtloual
expend1tu1e : . S
o . : CIVIL GOVERNMENT S L,
\b‘ . For Civil Government, by which is meant the C1v11 Service at head-

: /quarters at Ottawa,. the expendlture for 1896 was $I,396 628 and in 1911 1t . ,

" was $4,463,004. . o ) -
" . - - Here again the increased business -of the. count1y has nece551tated large '

- additions, to:the number of Civil Servants;-and the increased cost of 11v1ng has
‘also necessitated higher pay to the Civil Servants. . .
If the” Government is 'accused of- extravagance in' this connectlon, ‘the
A obvious answer is that the Civil Servants. themselves have been complalnmg
S about the 1nsufﬁc1ency of their salar1es ' e

. IMwIGRATION,
Dxpendlture in 1896.. ...l weqie.$ 120,109
Expendlture in I9IT...iice.. . D " 1,079,129 .

3 . This 1ncreased expendlture is- absolutely and completely ]ustlﬁed by the, A
agmﬁcent 1esults wh1ch have accrued and a1e accrumg to the country ‘

-

o SUBSIDIES TO PROVINCES _ :
v, Tn. 1896 the Domlmon Government pa1d ‘to'the Provinces by way of Stib-
i s1d1es—whlch is the lalgest source of income the Provinces have—-the sum of
' $4,235,664. . S Lo ‘
" On two. dlfferent occas1ons the Government act1ng on the -urgent and .
pressing requests’ of the va110us Prov1nces, 1ncreased the amounts of such
. - Subsidies, and the amount now paid in that way is $9,092,47I 80 pet annum,
R which is cons1de1ab1y more than double what was pald in 1806, ' _
" 'This is nioney rettirned d1rect1y to tlie people at the request of the B
people s 1epresentat1ves C L

e o COLLECTION oF TI—IE REVENUE
‘ _ 'I‘he Public Accounts has a main stb- d1v1s1on of expenditure entitled,
“Collection of the Revenue which | compllses the expenditure for Customs,
Dommlon Lands Exclse, Post Office, Public Works, Ra11ways and Canals, ’
and Trade and Commerce, for collecting the Revenue. -~ :
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The aggregate of the charges under that head in 1896 amounted to $9,-
" 291,169, and in 1911 to $2I 811,194.

) The Revenues, of .course, expanded largely duung the peuocl—the ex-
pansion being from $36,618,590, to $117,780,400. ‘ .

The only true way to test whether there has been e\tlavagant expendi-

ture in this connection is to find out the percentage cost of collection of the

. Revenue. . T'he fact is, that in 1896 the percentage cost of collection was 25%,
- whereas in 1908 1t was only 19%, a difference of 6% : ’

If the same percentage had prevailed last year as obtained under the
Conservatives in 1896 the. expendltme would have been $7,633 908 more than

it Was .
LIGHTHOUSE AND -COAST SERVICE, OCEAN AND RIVER -
‘ SERVICE. .
Expend1tu1e in, 1896...... [ $ 647,509
“ F70) F S e 2,849,002

The explanation of this is that Canada was away behind the age under
the Conservatives, in this connection. - T'he officials and ministers were alto-
gether too conservative in their ideas, and did not have a proper appreciation
of the necessities of the countly, or of its great possibilities for development.
The Liberal Government is proud of its increased expenditure to make the
'coa_sts and riverways, and inland waters of our country, easily and safely
navigable Canada is now in the van of progress among thé nations of the

world in these respects.
PUBLIC WORKS.

Expenditure in 1896........ e $1,200,763
“ IQIT. ... e 8,621,431

his large increase is due to rwar icy of the Government in pro-
This larg e is due to the forward policy of the Government i1
moting development and improvement of harbors and rivers, the construction
of public buildings, the extension of telegraph systems, etc., etc. '

ARTS, AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS.

Expenditure in 1896...............oii. $ . 210877
o IQIT...onu... P e 1,310,905

- This increase is largely in aid of the agncultulal interests of the country.

This expenditure needs no defence. ) . '

It has been productive of excellent results, and no one knows this better
than the farmers themselves. . -

MILITIA AND DEFENCE.

Expendit‘ure in 1896. ...t i, $1,136,713
“ F 9] 5 S ... 6,868,651

This increase is quite justifiable—the Militia having been brought up to a

high state of efficiency.
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N 'I‘he recognlzed Conservatlve critic - of the Militia in Parliament has re-- -
peatedly endorsed the policy of the Goverament. . The only fault he has ever

‘found has been that the expenchtures were: not large enough

CAUSES OF INCREASED EXPENDITURE

In cons1der1ng these increases in expenditure, it is necessary, in all fair-

ness. to the Government to remember that there /has been in recent years a '

-~ large increase in wages and in.the cost of supplies of all kinds. It is impossible

to state, with any degree of accuracy, the actual increased expenditure caused

- by this increase in wages and cost. of supphes, but- that they have been an im-
, portant factor is undoubted '

. .
The increased expe11d1tu1es have not been more than proportlonate to

comimerce..

’

An examination of the’ 1etu1ns of the fore1gn trade of the cotntry, -and

-c1eased expend1tu1es -of the Government L o , o
- In this connection the followmg ﬁgures are’ 1nstruct1ve TR
'I‘otal 'I‘rade e 38960 $239,025 360
S I9ILL L e ceer 760,443,905
Assets of Banks... . '.'1896.- ..... e "$316,123,700 .
) ’ - 1911...._‘.'.,. .; 1,302,131,886
Dlscounts in. Banks 1896, . $224,507,301 '
) ' ‘ TOITu s oo e o - 780, 743,770
Deposits in Banks, . 1896 ............. . $245,020,143
T . IQ11. v oo oo 874,672,408
o Rallway 'I‘rafﬁc, tons carried, 1896 . 24,260,825 tons

_ 1910 -+ 74:482,800. tons

c Accordlng to the 1eports of the Cerisus” Depa1 tmerit, the cap1ta1 111vestec1

_the increase in the growth and development of Canada, and of its trade ancl__

.of the business of; 1a11ways banks, manufacturlng establlshments, and business - -
" houses, shows that the increase has been in even a 1a1ger ratlo than the in-

in manufacturing establishments in Canada increased in the last five years .

. from 1900 to 1905, from $446,000,000 to $833,000,000, Whlle the value of the
_ p1oducts inecr eased from $481,000,000 to $7006, 000, 000, »

- TOSUMMARIZE,

'I‘he Govelnment clalms that its -financial pollcy has been wise, p1udentf :
“and progressive. - It has kept pace with the country, and it has plovlded large-

ly for future development of the country. 'I‘he Gover fiment have been able

““to pay their-way, and have spent the enormous sum of $222 605,513 in
- Capital Expenditure, on great pubhc works, to thie present and future ad-
vantage of the country, without increasing the rate of taxation, ‘and_without - - -
"‘unduly increasing the Public Debt. On the contrar y, the rates of taxation were

loweled The Public Debt was only increased $81, 544,620 as agalust $118,-

' _ooo 000 by the Conselvatlves, and it is to- day $7. 13 less per caprta than it was
“in I896

' L o~
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OPPOSITION ATTITUDE

'The attltude of the Opposition in Parliament has-been the attltude of

:, “fittle Canadlans, w1thout a -proper appreciation of the greatness of -their.

country. ) .

Every year since the leerals took office- they have c1oaked and cr oaked
like the raven. According to them, the country was going back to the

“demnition bow-wows’ as. Mr~ Mantalini would say. BHach year the gloomiest

_ predictions of blue ruin were uttered, if the Government persisted in its for-
" ward pohcy Mr Foster that great Mephistophiles of Finance, has time and
-again laid the dust on the floors of Parliament with his crocodile tears, on.the
question of Liberal finance. As each succeeding year rolled by, bringing with
it an ever increasing surplus, and little, if any, increase in the Public Debt, the
Conservative predictions were shattered, but still they kept on croaking—
that, apparéntly, being the Party attitude agreed upon. But, while the Party

- tas a whole denounced the expenditure, individual members of the Party in the
House were, not slow to recommend further e*cpenclltmes most of which ..

would- help them pol1t1cally :
Outside of Parliament, too, we find the gleat apostle of finance,, the Hori.

Mr. Foster, making the most extravagant promises to the people. Speaklng‘

in Prince Edward Island recently, he distinctly pledged himself and his party
to build a submarine tunnel between Nova Scotia and Prince Fdward Island,
. 1z miles in length, which would cost at least $40,000,000.

TRANSPORTATION.

The many problems connected with T'ransportation were among the first
to which the Government directed special attention. They fully recognized
that "in this country if such magnificent distances it was \rltually
_necessary to provide in the interests of producers the best possible transporta-
tion facilities. . In no better way than ‘this can the farmer be helped.
They also had a {ull appreciation of thé fact that the geograph-
. ical situation of Canada gave it a great advantage in the grain carrying trade

of the continent. With both these objects well in view, the Government adopt--

ed a bold progressive pOlle wlnch they have steadily {followed, w1th mag-
-nificent results.

Though much has been done, much still remains to be done and if the
Liberal Government is allowed to complete its plans (of which there doés not
-appear to be any doubt) we will have before many more years roll by the

large bulk of the grain carrying trade of the.American Confinent gong

~

through Canadian channels to the old countries.
The work accomplished to date may be summarized as follows
(1) The St. Lawrence Canal System, which, under the Conservatives,

- was progressing very very slowly, was rushed to completion, and by 1910 a

clear channel of 14 feet was available f1 om the Great Lakes to Ocean Ports
by Canada : i
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cond1t10ns of— :

hvered by rallways and transhlpped _
(b) I—Iarbours for transhipment in- Ontar1o

(c) The llnes of route between Ontarlo and Montleal

. \voyages L

(e) The sh1p channel between Montreal and Quebec to the sea.

Lawrence

- » slgned w1ll very. shortly be one of the most modern ports in the world

C,whlch Montreal is- respon51b1e S P ; Lo f

’T_' 2nd, 1908

o o “In shrpplng c1rcles at. New York and other North Atlantrc ports of | . '
77 “the United States, envy, and someth1ng like panic have been produced. <’
AU “by the steady set of ‘the outward wheat forwarded to Montreal. During" -
.. “thé past three months the Canadian port has received more wheat from |

& o “the 1nter1or than have all 1ts r1va1s of the Unlted States put together

' ‘Canal Tolls and Tonnage Dues. Were abol1shed in 1903

EXPENDITURE ON TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES

o ed to the huge total of $121 215,115, d1str1buted pr1nc1pally as follows:

(2) Spec1al and energetlc attent1on was d1rected towa1ds 1mprov1ng v

(a) I—Iarbors on Lake Super1or, where the Western gra1n is de- e

-(d) 'The harbours for rece1v1ng, stor1ng and sh1pment for ocean.

(f) “Extension of the Government Telegraph System down the St_ o _.

;‘M’” “Alds to nav1gat1on in the shape of L1ghthouses, Range L1ghts, Fog I—Iorns'
. and Alarms, and lightships were provided at hundreds of places.. In this
~ - connection Canada was very much -behind - the- age. in 1896 To- day other"

countr1es recogn1ze that Canada is in the van of progress in Marrne L1ght1ng B

Montreal with the 1mprovements ‘that ‘have been made, and those de—'_.' '

. The St. Lawrence Channel 1s fo-day a r1verway along wh1ch the 1argest/ SR
_ 'boats of the Canad1an l1nes can nav1gate w1th secur1ty L S

R , Western Gra1n, whlch had been comlng through Amer1can ports is now
S coming" through Montreal in ever increasing quantities, and the: ports of New - - .
"o .- York and Buffalo are becommg alarmed at the’ formldable compet1t10n for P

o In. th1s connect1on the. follow1ng str1k1ng adm1ss1on was . made by “The
" Ma11 afid- Emplre the ch1ef Tory organ, 1n an_ ed1tor1al pub11shed September—" ’

) The sums chargeable to: Cap1tal expended by the L1beral Govelnment in
“the development of Transportation. facilities durirg the last'15 years amount-




g -NatlonalJ Transcontlnental Rallway. e e
Canals...... ...t e weeeens

Intercolonial Railway.. ...... «...iiav

Montreal Harbour, River St Law1 ence and
- Ship Channel.... . ‘._ ..............
Quebec, Harbor. ... ©uvivr vorivs seiin

$95,422,533
32,383,408
37,494,815

10,746,403
2,004,431 "

Harbors at Port Arthur; Fort Wllham and_ ’

Port. Colborne...._-.‘. P Wl ‘

St. "Andrew’s Rapids...... ..... e ,

Georgian Bay Survey...... ...... e
- Levis Graving Dock........ e S
Bonuses towards ' the extension and con-

- struction of railways... ‘

1327

Is429:765‘
726,003
1 96,592

28,260,798 » .
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Slr W11fr1d Laurler s Speech at Sxmcoe, Ont
AUGUST 15th, 1911

s

Prem1er Laur1er opened the Federal general elect1on campalgn at a meet1ngl .
_in the Town of Slmcoe in the County of Norfolk in the Province of Ontar1o, on
" Tuesday. August 15, 1911, " The meet1ng Was a stccess in every particular, The. . -

concludJng portion of Sir- W11fr1d’s address ,as reported 1n the Montreal Star
(Conservatlve) August 16 is as follows - . L ‘ ,

Rec1procxty Will Not Affect Preference

' ”There are those who' tell us that we cannot entér 1nto this agreement’
because they say if. we do 50 we: make-it 1mposs‘1(b1e to have mutual preferent1a1 ’
g trade with Great Britain. . It seems to me’ very funny that these people of the

“Conservative party should be so much. concerned 'to- -day about preferential trade

- with Great Britain, when at every step that we have taken in the past towards“ o
that end they have opposed it.. I 1897. whén Mr.. F1eld1ng, our, Minister of .
" Finnace, constructed his first tariff- proposals ‘he made the card1na1 feature one .
of preferent1al trade with:Great Biitain, He stated, and it was “agreed to; that . o0 -
“upon.goods we received from Great Br1ta1n there should be an abatement of -~
twelve and a half per cent.. This was strenuously opposed by the Conservative
- “party. ‘They submitted that it Would rum our industries, But we wént on Wlth '
- the policy and two: years afterwards we 1ncreased the- abatement to twenty ﬁve .
. per cent:, and’ later we carr1ed it. to thirty-three and oné-third per cent. It has« !

- remalned there ever sinee the Conservatlve party took the’ ground that we should -
= . not g1ve a preference to'the Motherland unless the Mothe1land were prepared to -

o giveusa preference in the1r OWn markets ‘We stated in reply’ that we would' -
e not bargain with England We were qu1te w1lhng to. cont1nue giving Great Britain
“a preference, but we stated to’ the people of the United Klngdom that if they - .

" chose to-give us a preference in their markets, we- Would thankfully acceptit v

i and that we were prepared-to go: further in our preferentlal treatment towards .

- them but we refused to: bargain with them. There are peopie.who i 1mag1ne that 7

) Great Br1ta1n would glve us preference if we were to ask for 1t ‘but three times’ in
l three different elections it has been refused ' But we were go1ng on with otr o

pollcy and we, say that if at any time the Br1t1sh people should change the1r
. policy and give us preference we are ready 10 meet them.

/+ “Isay more, that the present arrangement will not in any Way 1nterferew1th1-

th1s pohcy and is not against it-at all; I will prove it. We have made an agree-

- ment with the United States under which we give them an abatement- of our’

tarlff upon natural products and on their part-they do the same to us. Is there

anything in this agreement which Would prevent the British people from . g1v1ng ’

us. a preference in their markets if they wished to do so?- Nothing of the kind. '
Tf the British people are to -give us preference upon what would they expect - '
. - preference? Would .they expect a preference: upon natural products such as
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: Wheat cattle, peaches apples and all other articles I have pr ev1ously mentmned?
Nothing of the.kind. They don’t export any such aritcles, but they buy them
-and we could give them a preference upon the very things not mentioned in this
agreement—that is to say; upon manufactured products. We could give them-
a preference upon whatever they want, and there is nothing in this agreement
-that is against it. . There is no reason Why the American people should say that.
because we would: give a pxeference to the Mother Country on manufactured-
p10ducts therefore they would not mamtam this agreement unless’ we agreed to
g1ve them’ the same preferénce. S

“There.is no reason why the Amencan people should ﬁnd fault with us
because we would give a preference to the Mother Country, and if they would say .
to us: ‘We will not maintain this agreement unless you refuse to give this
preference to the Mother Country,’ we would say: ‘Take your course. There is
nothmcr binding in this agleement FRE ; " o

' An Agreement—Not a Treaty

“This is, not a treaty, mind you. This,is an agr eement ‘thh could be.
repealed to-mor row, which can last as many years as we want it to, and as many -
years as they want it to, which can last for one year, five, ten, fifteen or twenty
years, or it can-be ended next week. In order to make’ this Ulam let me quote to
you from the text of the law upon this point. I quote from the letter which

.Mr. Fielding addressed to Mr. Knox in reference to this agreement, as follows:—

“‘January 21, 1911, Tt is. -agreed that the desired tariff changes shall not
talce thie formal sh ape of a-treaty, but that the Governments of the two countries
+ will use their utmost efforts to bring about such changes by concurrent legislation
at Washington and Ottawa. The Governments of the two countries having made
" this agreement from the conviction that if confirmed by necessary legislative
- authorities it will benefit the people on both sides of the border line, we may
reasonably hope and expect that the arrangement if so confirmed will remain’
in operation for a considerable period. Only this expectation on the part of both ",
Governments would justify the time and labor that have been employed in the
making of the proposed measure. Nevertheless, it is distinctly understood that
we do not attempt to bind for the future the action of the United States Congress

or the Parliament of Canada, but that each of these authorities shall be absolutely -
free to make any change of tariff policy or of any other matter covered by the

present arrangement that may be deemed expedient. (Signed). W.S. Fielding.’

- “Now let me read you the letter from the United States Secretary of State,

".Hon. P. C. Knox, addlessed to Mr. I‘mldmg, in reply to the letter T have just
read:—-

“ ‘Gentlemen-I take great pleasure in 1ep1y1ng to your statement Of the -

prqposed arrangement. It is ent1relv in acco1d w1th my own undelstandmg
_ofit. (Signed). P.C. Knox.’

. ““Thus, gentlemen, you will see that our pohcy is forward and that at the

. same time it leaves our Gover nment ‘absolutely free while there is nothing in the
conditions we have agreed to that fetters us in regard to our standing with the
. Mother Countly ” : A

Why the Government Enfeled Into ’Pact Now.

“Again we are told: ‘Why did the Government bind itself as it did? There
was no necessity for the Government to take any such action. The Democrats
are in power and they would have reduced the tariff in accordance with their
policy without any concessions being made by Canada at all.” .1 admit that the
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'f twelve countrles

th1s matter?

' Democrats are commg 1nto power
1 know from the’ experience of the- United- States and the experiénce of any other
- country how difficult it is to reduce the duties:of; protective tariffs.-
crats tried it in-the United States in 1893; 'and they failed.- The]Repubhcans tried:
" itin 1910'and they failed also..

' This agreement is' certain. . It is here'in black and white. And we can have it

“. whenever we want it. =~ We have thisbirdin the hand. ; The other is in the bush, -

~

The1r pohcy is a- pohcy of tarrft reform but :

They miay do it, it is possible, buthit is not certain:’

“The Demo- - N

- Which -would you rather have—the bird in the hand or the bird in ‘the busk? :

(Laughter) “There is. another. consideration glso:

not’ only accorded to Canada, but to the whole world. Thus we should meet in

-If the Democrats come into
- power and carry out their policy there will be a feduction in the tariff all round,;”’

the United States the competition of the whole world.  I'donot know how it may

‘strike you, buit under the present.agreement this reduction-is not given to the’
. whole world, but to. Canada and Canada only. Which is the best, do you think?

‘That we should have the policy of the Democrats with:possible compet1t1on from -

‘the hand, also to the other bird in the bush, . (Applause)..

., products in favor of the Americans we are opening our doors to the whole world.
- You have heard that.
two,
- what it means,

R “You have' heard that you are go1ng ‘to have competrtlon with. the Whole-_ g
oy world if th1s agreement is passed on account of some old treaties passed by. Gredt.. -
" Britain in the ancient -ages what we call the barbarous ages of the colonial regime "
by ‘which, certain countries are entitled to.the most favored nation treatment.

. What is that? Tt means that there are certain’ treaties in- which it is stipulated

‘that if Great Britain or any.of her. Dominions give any tariff advantages to one"\’

country, all these other countries should have.the benefit ofit, . ... .

.. i “The Conservatives say.this applies to the whole world, but as.a matter of
The wholé world is thiis.reduced.to. . . .
That is & 11tt1e example of Conservat1ve exaggeratron LT

fact it appl1es only to- twelve countries,

(Laughter) _ . . : .
Enumerated Trade of Favored Natmns

g “‘N ow, What are these twelve countries, for we must be qu1te cand1d about. IR
What, are thése countries that. are at ‘the preseént time entitled to~

. The first is ‘Bolivia. I -
“~do not Wonder that this strikes terror’ into’ your breasts. (Laughter). If there is

. this most favored nation treatment? = Lef. me tell you.

“, any man in this audiénce who knows anything about Bolivia let him hold up his
" hand. (Renewed laughter); No, nobody knows anything. about Bolivia.~ We

‘never bought .one dollar’s Worth from Bolivia' or sold -one dollar’s .worth o',
Who knows anything.about Colom-,

Bohv1a The next on thelist is Colombia.
‘bia? . No more than you know anything about Bolivia. But I may say—for we
must be honest about.these things—we have a trade with Colombia.
bought from.them.. What did we buy?- We bought $20,000 worth of produce,
Not agricultural produce,’ not natural produce: .
‘sort, - Then there is-the Republic of Argentina. -
Argent1na "We bought $3,181,554 worth from-them last year.
- “barley, butter or any of the th1ngs mentioned inthe Reciprocity agreement?

" much Whether we buy h1des Or..cocoa from Argent1na
135 ’

‘the whole world or the policy the Reciprocity. agreement provides with reductions =
'for Canada and for Canada alone?. For my part I say that I prefer this-bird in ..
But in connectron‘ A
-with this you, have been told———I have heard it said on thé floor of the: House a ‘-
“Veritable wail of laméntation coming from the Conservative side—that-in maklng c
~thig agreement “with -the United ‘States, in tak1ng away the duties 6n natural -

.If you have not ‘heard it yet you will hear it.in a 'day. or o
Let mie give you 4 11tt1e explanatlon om thlS point. . Let me exp1a1n to. you,p.g

We havé . .

-1 think it was. wood of- somie
We. have a larger trade with:.

- Wids it wheat,.’
No, =
‘it 'was wool, which.is free, hides and cocoa. . I"do not think you will care 'very ’
Then there is Austr1a~' '

-
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Hungary We bought $144,000 froin Austria Hungary. What was it? ? Wheat, ™
. barley, oats, any natuial product? No; it was silk, ladies’ blouses and wearing:
. apparel. . Then there is Denmaik.. We bought $86 000 worth firom Demmark,
_but none of it was natural products. We have trade with Japan. We bought

$2,401,309 worth of goods from Japan last year.. Here I must say—for we

- must be honest in this matter—that there was some agricultural produce in-.~
- cluded in this, We bought some rice from Japan.. I do not think you will care

very much whether we bought any rice from Japan or not. (Laughte1) FromNor-

“way we bought $168,000 worth, chiefly preserved fish. Then there is Russia. We

bought $344,000 worth from Russia, chiefly hides, I think. - Then there is
Spain. We bought from Spain. $1 OOO 000 worth of fruit, alimonds and wine.
I do not think this will scare anybody Then there is Sweden from whom we
bought $207,000 and a million worth from Switzerland, chiefly silk goods and

Iy wearing apparel for. ladies. . And there 1s -also Venezuela from whom Cauada

purchased $53 000 .worth, clneﬂy coffee

Colonies Exempted From Favoreﬂ Nations: Treatles. S
“Well, gentlemen you seé the sort of competition you have to féar from

these. " It is simply. ridiculous. It is an insult to the common sense of the
Canadian people to pretend that there is any danger in the competition of these

countries. It is possible, however, that these countries in course of time may

perhaps come into competition in otr markets after we have entered into this -

agreement with the United States. This question came before the last Imperial

. Conference which was héld in 'London in May, and which I had the honor of

attending. I drew the attention of the Imperial Government to these treaties,
and I pointed out that they. might be obstacles to us and.I expressed the hope

that His Majesty’s Imperial Government -would enter into negotiations with
these nations to exempt-us from the operation of those treaties. I moved the

following resolution with this object in view: ‘That Mis Majesty's Government
be requested to open negotiations with the several foreign Governments having

treaties which apply to the self-governing Dominions with a view .to -securing

liberty for those Dominions which desire to withdraw from the:operaﬁion of
these treaties without interfering with the rest of the Governments.” This
resolution was accepted by His Majesty’s Government, approved by all' the
members of the Imperial Conference and passed unammously If we make a

complaint at any time, 'of undue competition from any of these nations that I,

have named the British Government, upon our complaint, are ready to enter

-into negotiations with these nations in order to remove the application of

these treaties from this Dominion. . I must say that for this action which I

took at the Imperial Conference I have been denounced by the Tory mem-

bers, as a traitor and a separatist, having as my ultnnate object ‘the removal
of this Dominion from the British Empire. .

“Let me discuss that with you in the light of common sense. . At the present
. time the British Government never negotiates a treaty with any nation without

putting in a provision that this treaty shall not apply to Canada, or Australia,
or New Zealand, or South Africa, or any of the self-governing dominions unless
they agree to become parties to it. This summer the British Government

passed a commercial treaty with Japan, and we have refused to be bound by

that treaty because, though it suits the British people, it does not suit our com-

© merce, and our position has been accepted on that understanding. By taking

up this. p051t1011 we are not separatists, we are not traitors, and we.have no
sinister motive. If we apply this self-same doctrine to other treaties which may
be proposed, will there be a.nythmg more in it that makes us more sepalatlsts
or more treacherous than, befme? (Cries of * No ’) ”
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, | Bond of Peace and Harmony.‘ S
7 “I do not parade my loyalty, bt I may ‘beallowed to say that I was born

under British institutions, and under these institutions my people- ‘have found a

11berty that they could not have found under any other regime, and I could .

" notdo ‘any other but,_stand loyally- by Britain, because I value the liberty of ©

my countrymen higher than any question. of political economy. (Applause.) - I

. have noiw .laid before you.all the objections that have been raised against this - - .

Reciprocity agreement, These objections, you will agree with me, do not starid
~ discussion. ,On the othér hand, the advantages are obvious. ‘The more they
_are examined, the better they appear to be.. They commend themselves, and the .-
‘more they are discussed, the more attractive they appear, but there is much *
‘more.- This agreément ; which we place. before you for you ratification is a bond
of peace:and harmony and fnendsh1p between two nations, between whom more

- than between any twoother natiosis in the world, there should be a bond of

mutual respect and affection. (Applause) We share with our- ne1ghbors on’
this'one hemisphere a Ionger frontier than exists between any other two nations.
“We spring from-the same’stock, Enghsh Scotch, Irish, French, and to a. certain’.

‘extent,-German. . We have 1nher1ted in-a certain measture the same institutions -

and everythmg makes for peace, harmony, and concord between . us arid- our”
neighbors. Yet it was not always so.  The days are not far' distant, many -of
you remember thetn, as I do,.when there’ was a feeling of hostility between Great
Britain and the Domnnon of Canada on the one hand, and the American Repubhc
‘on the other, when the Amerrcan press was filled W1th abuse against England, -
and the English newspapers talked of Yankee arrogance. - Such expressions;

however, are heard no more. : We have seen the' dawn of a new era, and better’

“and nobler sentiments prevail. We have learfied; perhaps, in spite of ourselves,
- that blood is: thicker than water, - At the battle of Manilla in 1898 (when the‘
‘Americans were fighting the Spaniards in Ph11l1p1ne waters,) the commander of "

one of the European squadrons sought to interfere, but.the commander of the = - -
" British squadron who happened to be in.the same waters, stated that there, was -~ -
to be fair play, and that if there was not fair play ! he would Line up his ship by -
- the side of Admiral Dewey Th1s was g1v1ng vo1ce to the fact that blood is~

thmker than Water o

. The Peace Treaty :
= It was only last week that a treaty was signed between H1s Ma]esty ng

. George V-and the President of the Urited. States, which makes it pract1cally IR

- 1mposs1ble that there shall be war between the Un1ted States and Great Britain. .
(Applause) “It has been, gwen to us to see this glad day. (Renewed applause) .

' But far reaching as this treaty is, I ask is it t0 be supposed that-if'is the last -

" and final and supreme expressxon of fr1endsh1p between these two great’ countrles

(Cr1es of ‘No,’).

" “For my part, 1 harbor in . my heart a sincere belief that th1s treaty may be .
" supplemented with another which shall, in so far as possible, repair the mischief” "~ .

that was done-in’ the Eighteenth Century, by the violent separat1on of mother,
-and .child—by the separation, that is to say, ,of the then American Colomes
from Great Britain. (Applause).

. “Sir, this agreement which I propose to- you to- day, will not only be a.
", powerful factor for our material prospenty, but, it-is an advance towards that.

higher civilization which I tell you'is now W1th1n the range of practrcal p011t1cs
(Loud applause) , .
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Wh1te Book

Report of Umted States Tauff Board
It Wlll be remembered that after the passing of the Pavne Aldrich Tar1ﬁ the

President of the United States was empower ed to appomt a board of expe1ts to

prepare data on the tariff schedule. The main idea of the President was that
the Board would bé able to institute. investigations that would .show cost of
p1oduct1on in' the United States and foreign countries, the1eby enabling the
tariff to be adjusted. in accordarice with the Repubhcan platform promises, so

as to give the exact amount of protectmn necessary to. equahze the cost of pro- * k

“duction at home and abroad. - :
At the tiime of the Rec1p1oc1ty negot1at1ons Tittle or no headway~had been
made by the Board in its investigations, except in the case of the pulp and news:

‘ prmt paper 1ndust1y, and in certam ‘branches of the textile industry.

Not Founded on Accurate Basis.

"The rest of the- 1nformat1011 embodied by the United States Tariff Board in’
- the “White Book" that, nainely, relating to farm products, is not based on,01igi- .

nal materials collected by the Board, but is merely in the way of a hasty comrpila-

_ tion from Census and other Departmental sotrces in the United States and

Canada. No time for more than this was available, as the report was published

- on February;28, in response to an.order of February 23. The;only tables based

on actual market transactions which were mcluded were from the prices T ep01t
of the United States Bureau of Labor, and the report on Wholesale Prices in
Canada, from 1890 to 1909, issued last year by the Canadian Department of
Labour, Some comparative prices from the daily press were included, but these
cover.a single day only and afford no- adequate basis for comprehensive coms

~ parisons,

For the most part, theref01e the statistics contalned in the report are based

*.on Census and Departmental averages and estimates. It is obvious that such

estimates, while adequate for their purpose in showing tendencies of production
and values from year to year in different sections of the country, have not the

accurate or speciﬁc character necessary to throw light on the comparative merit-

of different markets. They take no account of differences in grading or classifica=

tion; the cattle quotations, for instance, lump pedigree and fange cattle tocrethel :
The statement re oats contained in the report, which shows values higher .

in the United States than in Canada, is simply a rough generalization which takes
no cognizance of grades and the varying proportions of the same. It includes,
not merely the oats sold on the market, but also the oats consumed on the farm.
It is evident, therefore, that as throwing light on price conditions in the two
countries its value is limited. As a matter of fact, market conditions in -the
two countries are quite the reverse. Actual investigation of prices of oats at
commanding markets in the United States and Canada shoW this.
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. V["',States Th1s has been 1nterpreted to mean that pr1ces ‘of cattle are hrghest m
- produces a large proportron of high-grade steers.. Certalnly, grade | for. grade,,

.. /not meant to say so ) _ . S o e

/

‘ Agarn, the report has been quoted to show that pr1ces of sheep are lower

“due to the fact that Ontar1o spec1ahzes on pedigree ﬂocks

_ On the above poor 1nformatron opponents of the Rec1proc1ty Arrangement
- base many of their speeches and assertions. ~ The “White Book” ‘was quoted in’
the: CanadJan House of Commons by Conservatlve members for want of some—
_,thrng better or worse, - ‘

Y

Agarn Montana is represented in the case of cattle as highest i in the Umtedl .
'Montana But ' what ‘the figures probably reﬂect is the:fact that ‘Montana i.;

/'-i'pr1ces are not h1gher in. Montana than in Ilhnors and Iowa, and the ﬁgures are .-

i the United States than in Canada. But the report expressly exp1a1ns th1s as e




The Schedules in the Bargam

I-Ion W. S. F1eld1ng, Canad1an Minister of Fmance in 1efe11‘1ng to the

: schedules in the. Rec1p1oc1ty*a1rangement said:—

“As respects a considerable list of articles p1oduced in both countries, we -
- have been able to agree that they shall be reciprocally free. A list of the articles

to be admitted free of duty into the United States when imported from Canada,
and into Canada when imported from the United States, s set forth in Schedule A.

“As respects another group of articles, we have been able to agree upon

* common rates of duty to be applied to such articles when imported into the

United States from Canada or into Canada from the United States. A list of
these articles, with the rates of duty, is set forth in Schedule B. :

“In a few instanceés it has been found that the, adop‘mon of a common rate. -

will be inlconvenient and therefore exempmons have to be made.

“Schedule C spec1ﬁes articles upon’ which the United States will levy the k

rates therein set jforth . when such articles are "imported from Canada,

“Schedule D specifies articles upon which Canada will levy the rates therein
set forth when such articles are 11npo1ted fmm the Umted States.”” -

SCHEDULE A

. A1t1cles the growth product or manufactule of the Umted States to be
* . -admitted into Canada free of duty when imported from the United States, and
' rec1proca11y articles of growth, product or manufacture of Canada to be admitted

into the United States free of duty when imported from Canada:—

Live Animals, v1z.. Cattle, horses and mules, swine, sheep, lambs, and all
other live animals. :

Poultry,.dead or ahve

Wheat, rye, oats, barley and buckwheat; dried pease and beans, edible.

~ Corn, sweet corn, or maize (except into Canada for dlstﬂlamon)

Hay, straw, and cow pease.. :

Fresh vegetables, viz.: Potatoes. sweet potatoes, yams, turnips, onions,,
cabbages, and all other vegetables in their natural state.

Fresh fruits,” viz.: Apples, pears, peaches, grapes, berries, and all other

edible fruits in their natural state; *

Dried fruits, viz.: Apples, peaches, pears, and apricots, dried, desiccated or
‘evaporated. ~ . _

Dairy products, viz.: Butter, cheese and fresh milk and cream. Provided
that cans actually used in the transpoitation of milk or cream may be passed
back and forth between the two countiies free of duty, under stich regulations
as the respective governments may pr escnbe

Eggs of barnyard fowl; in the shell.

Honey.

Cotton-seed oil. :

Seeds, viz.: Flaxseed or linseed, cotton-seed, and other oil seeds, grass seed,
including timothy and clover seed; garden, field, and other seed not herein
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foregoing.

/.-
) '
\;n’\ _

otherW1se prov1ded for When in packages We1gh1ng over one- pound each (not

1nclud1ng flower seeds) ;o

Fishi of all kinds, fresh, frozen, pacl<ed in-ice, salted or preserved in any form ‘

except sardines and other fish preserved in oil; and shell fish of all kinds, including - -

oysters, lobsters and clams in any state, fresh or packed and cover1ngs of the -
Seal, herr1ng, Whale and other ﬁsh orl 1nclud1ng cod oil. )
‘Salt. : : : :
~ Mineral Waters natural, not in bottles or jugs.

" Timber, hewn sided or squared otherw1se than by saw1ng, and round timber
“used for spars of in building wharves. \ .
- Sawed boards, planks deals and other lurnber, not further rnanufactured '
than sawed.

poles of cedar or-other woods.
' Wooden staves of all kinds, not furtherﬁnanufactured than l1sted or ]o1nted,
and stave bolts, ‘ : ! -
Pickets and palings. -
Plaster rock of gypsun, crude not ground. -
* Mica, unmanufactured or rough trimmed- -only, and mica ground or. bolted -
~ Feldspar, crude, powdered or ground. . :
- Asbestos not further manufactured than g1ound

- u,‘_ll‘luorspar crude, not ground.

-+ Glycerine, crude, not purified. ' F ‘ ' :
-+ Tale, ground bolted or prec1p1tated naturally or art1ﬁc1ally, not fo1 torlet -

~Sulphate of soda or salt cake and soda ash.

Extracts of hemlock: bark, ‘ I

Carbon electrodes o ‘ I o ST
. Brass in bars and 'rods, in coil or otherW1se not less than six feet i in length -

or “brass in strips; sheets or plates, not polished, planrshed or coated. o

T_v'- Cream separators of every descr1ptron and parts thereof 1rnported for'reparr
of the foregoing; .

* Rolled iron or-steel sheets or plates number fourteen gauge or thrnner,
galvanized or coated W1th zrnc tin or other metal; or not.

Crucible cast steel wire, valued-at not less than six ‘cents per pound

Galvan1zed iron or steel wne curved or not, nurnbers nire, twelve and'
th11 teen wire gauge. ‘

~Typecasting and typesett1ng rnach1nes and parts thereof adapted for use.
in pr1nt1ng offices. l

" Barbed fencing wire of ‘iron or steel galvanlzed or- not

Coke. : :

Rolled round wire rods in the coij, of 1ron or steel not over three—e1ghths of -

‘Pulp of Wood rnechanlcally ground pulp of Wood chern1cal bleached ol‘,
unbleached news print paper, and other paper and paper board rnanufactured
141 -

Paving posts, rallroad ties, and telephone trolley, electr1c l1ght and telegraph o
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from mechanical wood pulp or from chemical wood pulp, or of which such pulp
is the component material of chief value, coloured in the pulp, or not coloured,
and valued at not more than four cents per pound not 1nc1ud1ng printel ox
decorated wall paper. . -
. Provided that such paper and board, valued at four cents per pound or less,
and wood pulp, be.mg the moducts of Canada, when imported therefrom directly

* into the United States, shall be admitted free of duty, on the condition precedent

that no export duty, export license fee, or other export.charge of any kind whatso-
ever (whether in the form of additional charge of license fee or otherwise) or any
prohibition or restriction in any way of the exportation (whether by law, order,

regulation, contractual relation, or otherwise, directly or indirectly) shall have

been imposed upon such paper, board, or wood pulp, or the wood used in the

manufacturelof such paper, board or wood pulp, or the Wood puip used in the

manufactule of such paper or board.

Prov1ded also that such wood pulp, paper or board, belng the products of l

the United States, shall only be admitted free of duty into Canada from the United *

States when such wood pulp, paper or board, being the product of Canada, are

admltted from all parts of Canada free of duty into the United States.
NOTE.—It is understood that fr esh fruits to be admitted free of duty into

the United States.from Canada do not include lemons, manges limes, grape

- . fruit, shaddocks, pomelos, or pineapples:

It is also understood that fish oil, whale oil, seal oil and fish of all'kinds,
being the ploduct of fisheries carried on by fishermen of the United States shall

- be admitted into Canada as the product of the United States, and similarly that

fish oil, whale oil, seal oil and fish of all kinds, being the product of fisheries
carried on by the fishermen of Canada, shall be adnutted into the Un1ted States as
the product of Canada. o

SCHEDULE B.

Articles the growth, product or manufacture of the United States to be
admitted into Canada at the undermentioned rates of duty when imported from
the United States; and reciprocally the same articles the growth, product or
manufactme of Canada to be admitted into the United States at 1dentlca1 rates

_ of duty when 1mpo1ted from Canada:—

. Articles. - Rates of Duties.

Presh meats, viz..—beef, veal, mutton,

lamb, pork, and all other fresh or re- :

frigerated meats excepting game .. ... One and one-quarter cents per pound.
Bacon'and hams, not in tins or jars.. ... . .One and one-quarter cents per pound.
Meats of all kinds, dried, smoked, salted.

in brine, or prepared or preserved in

any manner, not otherwise herein

provided for .................:....One and one-quarter cents per pound.
Canned meats and canned poultry....... Twenty per cent. ad valorem.
Extract of meats, fluid ornot ......... Twenty per cent. ad valorem,
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4 - - .
Art1cles A R "--R'ates of Duties.
" Lard and compounds thereof cottolene o : : . ,
~ and cotton stear1ne, and an1mal stear1neOne and one quarter cents per pound e
. Tallow. .. R PR TR i ... Forty cents per 100 Ibs.. ‘ N
" Egg yolk, egg albumen and blood albu—‘ . S P
men ...... : . . .Seven and one half per cent ad valorem
Tish, (except shell ﬁsh), by Whatever _ B ' P
_ name knoWn packed in oil, in tin® 7 .. C T e

) boxes or cans 1nclud1ng the We1ght of
' _the’ ‘package:— :

(a) when We1gh1ng over 'twenty e S I
:"'f.'ounces and not  over th1rty six R U
& 'ounces each % ...\ .. i ... Pive cents per package SO e T
T (b) "when . weighing, over - twelve L Ul
- -‘ourices and not over twenty ounces . . - . ot
"r".each..“...-,.,..';.‘...........-.-..-,.-.'Four cents perpackage R .
o (e) ‘when We1gh1ng twelve ounces, ' . , s T
Veach orless e il .Two cents per package AR C
_-,‘(d) when We1gh1ng th1rty six ounces S o . s
-eachormore orwhenpacked1no1l S '
- - 'in bottles, ]ars or kegs Jid s Thitty per. cent ad valorem I :
/ {'lomatoes and other vegetables 1nclud~ S Co s T T
© “.ing corn, in -cans or other air- -tight o L ‘ ”
packages, ‘and 1nclud1ng the We1ght - AR : o
- of'tlie package ... ...l .One and one- quarter cents per pound
o Wheat flour and semol1na and rye flour, Frfty cents per; barrel of 196 pounds DI
Oatmeal and rolled oats, including the ' - AR . R
We1ght of paper cover1ng. AR L Bifty cents per 100 pounds e i S
“Cornmeal... .. oL s ; .,Twelve and one-half cents per100ipounds
e Barley Al o i .. Forty-five cents pet. 100 pounds ,
'Barley pot pearled and patent.. ..One-half cent’ per pound e :
Buckwheat flour ormeal ;... .., One-half cent per pound e e
S ".Spht pease dr1ed T S .Seven and one half cents per bushel of 60
Prepared Cereal foods not’ otherW1se pro-. o T
‘ v1ded for, here1n.. O .Seventeen and one- half per cent ad val—
. . : ST . . - orem s i ) - L -.‘,
.'Bran m1ddl1ngs and other offals of o ' S e
.. 'grain used for an1ma1 food crane L. Twelve and one- half centsper 100pounds o A
: Macaron1 and vermrcelh B A One cent per pound o
- Biscuits, waférs anid cakes -when sweet— - I o
. ened with sugar, honey, molasses or - L Lo A
.. othermaterial;. . l..... . ... S T I'wenty-five | per cent ad valorem A
B1scu1ts Wafers cakes ard other baked - _ S o ‘ . e
- articles. composed in Whole or in part :‘A R A : “ M
R " of eggs or.any kind of flour or meal .-~ - .. . T T ' '
L When comb1ned W1th chocolate nuts, T T
~ s



T A1t1cles oY BN " Rates of Duties.
A fru1t or confectionery; also cand1ed .
' ' peel, candied pop-corn, candied nuts, - «
candied fruits, sugar candy and con- o o =
. i fec’monel} of all k1nds ........... e .Thuty -two and one- half per cent. ad Val— 7
- - o .orem. » U
Maple sugar and maple syrup.......... One cent. pel pound. . | S
.. Pickles, 111c1udmg pickled nuts; sauces of , o
all kinds, and fish paste or sauce. . . . Thirty-two and one- half per cent ad val-
orem, '

. : . . \
Cherry juice and pfune juice, or” prune
wine, and other fruit juices, and fruit.

, symp, ‘non-alcoholic ...v. il Seventeen a,nd a ha,lf per cent ad. val—
- . - : : orem.
. © .7 Mineral waters and imitations of natural ' :
" mme_lal waters, in bottles or jugs ....Seventeen and a half pe1 cent. ad val- \
S o orem.
Essential oils, . .o iiv ol s e Seven and a half per cent. ad valorem.
- Grape vines; gooseberry, raspberry and o :
co currant bushes... ...t Seventeen and a half per cent advalorem
Farm wagons and ﬁmshed parts thereof . Twenty-two and a half per cent. ad val-
~-orem.

Ploughs tooth and disc harrows, har-
vesters, reapers, agricultural drills and
- planters, mowers, horse-rakes, culti-
. vators; threshing machines, including
: windstackers, haggers, weighers, and .
© ' self-feeders therefor; and finished parts
thereof 11npo1ted for repair-of the fore- ' o
going ... . Fifteen pe1 cent: ad va101 em.
Portable engines with boilers, in coms-. :
bination, horse-powers and traction
engines, for farm purposes; hay load-
ers, potato diggers, fodder or feed:-cut- .
ters, grain crushers, fanning mills, hay
tenders, farm or field rollers, manure
spreaders, weeders and 'wind.millsf
and finished parts thereof imported- -
for repair of the for egomg, except

shafting ...... ... o i Twenty per cent. ad valorem.
Grmdstones of sandstone, not mounted. "
finished of 10t ...\ ovvinininn.n, Five cents pe1 100 pounds.

Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone,
and all other monumental or building
stone, except -marble, brecchia. and
) onyx, unmanufactured, or not dressed,
- hewn or polished.. ... e e Twelve and. a half per cent. ad valorem.
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, Asbestos further manufactured than
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, Art1c1es e Rates of Duties. -
Rooﬁng slates..... et F1fty-ﬁve cents per 100 square feet -
Vitrified paving blocks, not ornamented - Co :
or decorated in any manner and pav-

ing blocks of stone ....... ... .00 .Seventeen and a half per cerit. ad Va1~
] -~ orem. :
Oxide of iron, as.a colou1 PR Twenty two and a half per cent ad val«
: orem.,

, ground; manufactures of asbestos, or o
articles of which asbestos is the com- , . /
‘ponent material of chief value, includ- - . “ . ‘ -
" ing woven fabrics wholly or in chief '

- valde of asbestos.. e L .Twenty—two and a half per cent,. ad val-_ B

- : - T orem, o
Pr1nt1ng 1nk A A Seventeen and’.a half per cent.- ad va1~ :
. i N ' " orem. ‘
Cutlery, plated or' not, viz.—pocket -
knlves pen knives, scissors and shears, '
- knives and forks for household pur- A i
poses and table steel... .. e .. Twenty- sevenfand a half per cent. ad val-
‘ ST orem, u ) .
Bells and gongs; brass corners and rules ' I
" for punters.:.-.‘. B ... Twenty-seven and a half per cent ad .
oL IR - valorem. S
Bas1ns ur1nals and other plumblng ﬁx—
“tures for’ bath rooms and. lavatories;’
‘bath tubs, sinks and laundry tubs, of
- earthenware, stone, cement or clay, or’
" “of other material ..%........... « .. Thirty- two and a half per cent ad val-
e , , orem. ,
Brass band instruments......:........Twenty- -two and a half per cért. ad val- N
S .o orem. S
Clocks, watches, time-recorders, clock
and watch keys, clock cases, and clock - .
' movements..'. i eie Lo Twenty-seven and a half per cent ad
: ‘ - o valorem.
Prlnters wooden cases and cablnets for :
holdlng type R S Twenty-seven and a‘half per cent adval-
4 o  orem. :
i onod flour............... e e .Twenty -two and a half" per cent ad
- B valorem. . -7
‘ Canoes ‘and small boats of wood, not - .- ‘ .
' _power boats. e e Twenty ~two . and a half per cent ad
oo T ' valorem.

Feathers crude not dressed coloured or . 2
otherw1se manufactured .. ... SR . .Twelve and a half per cent ad valorem
- T . o145 ' o



: S Art  es. : o © . Rates of Duties.
Antiseptic surgical dressings, such as ab- - - . -
sorbent cotton, cottor wool,” lint,
lamb’s wool, tow, jute, gauzes and - S . ool
oakum, prepared for use as surgical - - S , -
dressings, plain or medicated, surgical - ° '
trusses, pessaries, and suspensory :
bandages of all kinds. ... .. PR Seventeen and a half percent. ad valorem
Plate glass, not bevelled, in sheets or '
panes exceeding seven square feet
each, and not exceeding twenty-five :
square feet each.......... voive. ... Twenty-five per cent ad valorem,
~ Motor vehicles other than for 1a11ways
and tramways, and automobiles, and - : : R
parts theleof, not mcludmg rubber : . o ' \‘

tires.. ... .. PRI S S Thirty per cent. ad valorem. -~ - . .t

Iron or steel digesters for the manu- ,
facture of wood pulp ......... e Twenty-seven and a half per cent. ad
: Lo valorem, ’

Musical instrument cases, fancy cases or
boxes, poi’tfdlios, satchels, reticules,
card cases, purses, pocket books, fly
‘books for artificial flies, all the fore-

_going composed wholly or in chief :
value of leather.................... Thn ty per cent. ad valor em..

SCHEDULE C.

“Articles the growth, product or manufacture of Canada to be admitted into
the United States at the undelmentmned lates of duty when 1mp01ted flom .

Articles. - \ Rates of Duties. l o
Aluminum in crude form......... S Tive cents per pound. \..*
" Aluminum in plates, sheets, bars and
TOAS. .« v e et e ... Bight cents per pound.
Laths....:....... e s Ten cents per 1,000 pieces.
Shingles............ e e Thirty cents per thousand

- Sawed boards, plmks deals and other

lumber, planed or finished on one side Fifty cents per M. feet B.M.
Planed or - finished on one side and

tongued and grooved, or planed or fin-

ished on fwo sides................. Seventy-five cents pel M. feet B. M
Planed or finished on three sides, or

planed and finished on two sides and
tongued and grooved............... One dollar and twelve and a half cents
~per M, feet B.M.
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o and in estlmatlng board measure under .

. Condensed milk, the WElght of the pack—

-~Fru1ts in a1r-t1ght cans or other a1r-t1ght : S v RN . L
other packages to be 1ncluded in the -

~* Peanuts, unshelled.............. P ‘A half cent per pound

'Coal bituminous, round and run of mme, :

‘I not pass through a three- quarter-lnch
USCTEEIL.. . vt hh e . .Forty—ﬁve cents per. ton.

' » Articles . o Rates of Dut1es
‘.Planed and finished. on four sides.. One dollar and fifty cents per M feet _
‘ T ~ B.M.

- this schedule no reditction . shall be

. made on board measure on account of

planing, tongiing and grooving.
Iron ore, including manganiferous iron

‘ore,” and the dross or residuum from '

“burnt pyrites.. ...l ‘Ten . cents per ton of 2 240 pounds
Coal slack or culm of all kinds, such as : N

w111 pass through a half-inch screen.. Flfteen cents per ton of 2, 240 pounds

‘ SCHEDULE D. L A
Art1cles the growth product or manufacture of the’ Un1ted States to be

a ,admltted into Canada at the undermentioned spec1a1 rates of duty when 1mported
from the United States. — - : :

- Articles. . o : Rates of Duties.‘ '

.-"Ceme’nt, _Portland, and hydraulic or

‘water lime in barrels, bags, or casks,
the weight of package to be included in .~ S
_the weight for duty......:..........Eleven: cents per 100 pounds
Trees -viz..—Apple, cherry, ‘peach, pear,. : ,
_plum and quince, of-all kinds, and ’
“small peach trees known as " June . -
“buds.......... O Two and a half cents each

age-to ‘be 1nc1uded in the weight for. ‘ .
: duty.....’....' .............. ve......Two cents per pound i
Biscuits without added sweetening. . ...Twenty per cent ad vanrem .

* packages, the weight of the cans or

; weight. for duty.. . .....0...... L .Two cents per pound.

Peanuts, shelled......... e One cent per pound.’

S

including bituminous' coal such as will

147




ToAMTR

[ o

TRETID,

€

DATE SLIP -

LoANTED

LERARRE S o
DA . )

‘

U

s

+ ity



