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After the cheering, which greeted his 
■appearance had subsided somewhat, Mr 
McMillan proceeded to address the as- 
sembly. ‘‘This issue ' of Eeciprocity 
now before the people,? he said, “is 
the farmers^ issue. It is a question on 
which the farmer should forget party 
ties and party prejudice and vote in 
favor of his own Interests. This re- 
ciprocity agreement was arranged for 
the benefit of the Canadian agricultur- 
al classes and At rests with them to 

■decide whether they will take advant- 
age of the great opportunity or not. 
In such circumstances they should con- 
sult their own interests just as the 
manufacturers have done on other oc- 
casions. We Liberals don’t require out 
side interference on our behalf. Our 
obtaining Heciprocity has been such an 
acquisition that the people of Glen- 
garry ' don’t need eloquent speakers 
from without to convince them of the 
merits of the measure. As a result we 
have for the most part confined our- 
selves to our own county of Glengarry 
in searching for speakers to put the 
matter clearly before you. Our oppon 
ents have been obliged to import or- 
ators from all over the country ; but 
we can carry the question without help 
from outside. The Opposition in the 
House of Commons by wsisting the time 
of the Government in useless talking 
delayed the business of the country 
to an alarming extent. I have even 
known members of the Conservative 
party to take books into the House 
and read from them in order to pre- 
vent the Liberals from bringing up 
the Reciprocity question. In conse- 
quence of this, the liberal party was 
left with the alternative of either tak- 
back the measure or appealing to the 
electorate for a verdict. Now the mat- 
ter is before you, men, and you will 
act as judge and jury. It rests entire- 
ly with you whether you will enjoy 
the great boon of more extensive 
trade with the . States, and better 
prices as the result of removing the 
duty on natural products, pr ’nether 
you will allow this opportunity to 
slip through your fingers. We are here 
to-day to plead our case before you. 
We, Liberals, have taken our political 
lives in our hands for the benefit of 
the farmers, and you will judge of ihe 
merits of our claim. If ^ou find nftcr 
a careful study of the question that 
the Reciprocity agreement will not im- 
nrove your position materially, then 

,-Crot-ç against me, and vote for Mr. Me- 
^ ' làfArtin. Hut, men, if you see, as 1 

have no doubt you will see, that the 
prices you get for your farm produce 
will be higher under the new system, 
then I ask you to support me in this 
election and to allow me to devais 
more of my time to your welfare. 

Sir John Macdonald, the greatest 
leader the Conservative party eveç had 
was in favor of Reciprocity all durii 
his career in Parliament. But 6^. 
Conserve.tive friends argue : • '*\fhat 
was of use to the country twenty 
years ago need not be good for us’ 
now.“ What, 1 ask, has changed to 
such an enormous extent since 1891 ? 
They say we are a stronger people 
than we were then. Yes, we are much 
stronger, thanks t# Liberal admir 
istration. (CheSti). They maintain 
we are more prosperous than twenty 
years ago. Yes, we did not know 
what real prosperity was till the lib- 
eral party came ' into power fifteen 
years ago. (Cheers). They tell the 
laborers that if Reciprocity is passed 
the farmers will obtain more for their 
produce and in consequence the price 
of bread and other staple articles : of 
food will be higher and the laborers 
forced to bear the increased burden. 
To the farmed on the other hand 
they say that the returns for their 
produce will be even smaller than here 
tofore, and they should^ therefore, op- 
pose the Reciprocity pact. How, men, 
are we to reconcile, these two state- 
ments which are so diametrically op- 
posed ? How can it be true at th> 
same time that the farmer will get 
more for his produce and will get less 
for the same produce ? This is the 
sort o^ argument which the Conserva- 
tive party is trying to pass off on the 
people of Canada. I can see by your 
faces that such contradictions will not 
go far to convince you of the danger 
of Reciprocity. We maintain and 
rightly so, that if we- can make the 
farmer prosperous the whqle commun- 
ity will prosper. The farmer, when 
prosperous, will purchase more and the 
manufacturer and tradesman will gain 
by this, [f the manufacturers grow, 
labour will be more in'demand, and 
tlvis state of affairs will result in bet- 
ter wages for the workingman. (Loud 
applause). If the measure had been a 

one and the Conservatives had 
was so, do you think, men, 

* that they would have prevented our 
passing it ?’*' No, they would have 
egged us on, and while opposing H in 
Parliament, would have permitted us 
to win out on our majority in the 
H Uae. Then after a year’s, trial of 
l|R;iprocity the people convinced of its 
injurious effect upon them, would have 
i-etumed the Opposition to power 
with a good working majority. Biit, 
no, they were afraid to give the peo- 
ple a chance of enjoying the enormous 
benefits coming from Reciprocity for 
twelve months. They knew that if the 

farmer ever got a taste of Recipro- 
city, they would not forget the great 
boon the Liberal party had conferred 
upon them, but on the contrary would 
have still greater confidence in the 
Laurier administration. They realized 
that such a j»bve would gain the es- 
teem of the electorate to such rfn ex- 
tent as to leave the Opposition out in 
the cold for the next twenty years. 
And wiifh this fear in their hearts the 
Conservative leaders resolved to op- 
pose the pact, and if possible to frigh- 
ten the electorate into refusing their 
support to the originators of the mea 
sure, the Liberal party. Why, Sir 
John Macdonald, and even the Hon. 
George E. Foster, were once very en- 
thusiastic supporters of Reciprocity. 
Sir John was, as I have already said, 
always in favor of the measure and 
sent numerous delegations to Washing 
ton to induce the American Govern- 
ment to give us Reciprocity. Now the 
Conservative . party is opposing Reci- 
procity with an enthusiasm which is 
quite becoming to such new converts. 
Few of the leaders in fact are more 
vigorous in their denunciation of the 
pact and everything connected with it 
than this same George E. Foster, who 
was formerly an ardent Reciprocity 
man. I am told that I stand for New 
York and the United States, while 
my opponent, Mr. McMartin, is said 
to stand for Glengarry and for Can- 
ada. This seems rather strange to me. 
I have never set foot in New York in 
all my life, and still I am supposed to 
stand for New York. I have never 
spent more than fifteen minutes on 
American soil, yet I am said to stand 
for the States. My opponent, on the 
contrary, has large interests in New 
York and other parts of the States. 
He owns large apartment houses over- 
looking the Hudson and a large quan- 
tity of other real estate in and around 
Now York. How is it then that I am 
accused of standing for New York 
when I don’t own a single inch of 
American land and have no other in- 
terests in the States whatsoever. Now 
my opponents claim that Mr. McMar- 
tin stands for Glengarry and for Can- 
ada. Why, my friends Mr. McMartin 
owns no land whatever in Glengarry, 
and has no interests connected with 
our county. I have a strong personal 
regard for Mr, McMartin, but it seems 
to me that he should first of all take 
up his residence in our midst and later 
on, when he is one of us, then if he 
likes he can try lor political honours. 
A man can hardly stand for a county 
when he has no interest in it and this 
is what the Conservatives claim for 
their candidate here in our midst.But 
is there any reason why I should be 
accused of being for the States and 
not for my own county. In my few 
years in Parliament, I have worked 
continually for my native county. I 

l^ve obtained a post officïe for the vil- 
^ge of Maxville, I have secured al- 
lowances for wharves in this county, 
I have induced the Government to in- 
stal over sixty miles of rural phones 
and have done my best for many ap- 
plicants for positions from both pol- 
itical parties. I have endeavored to 
treat all Glengarrtans whatever their 
politics might be in the same way, 
and that is with uniform courtesy and 
good win. My opponents have endeav- 
red to entrap me by leaving a three 
column blank in the News for the in- 
sertion of any of my speeches in eith- 
er' the Federal or l*rovincial House. 
They thought that I had not deliver- 
ed a single speech in the House, but 
just to show them that they are mis- 
taken, I shall publish one of my 
speeches in Toronto which helped to 
save the people of Glengarry from the 
expensive journey to Toronto when 
they wanted to bring a legal action 
against any one or when they were 
attacked by big concerns from outside 
My speech on that occasion was a fifty 
minute one for which I got great cret 
dit. But I must not take up too 
much of your time, as there are sev- 
eral other speakers to addres.s you this 
afternoon. But rest assured that if 
you re-elect me as your representative 
I shall devote all my energy to your 
interests, as I have done in the past, 
though perhaps with better effect ow- 
ing to my three years’ experience in 
Parliament.” (Loud applause and pro- 
longed cheering). 

Senator Dandurand, of Montreal, 
was the next I,iberal speaker to be in- 
troduced. The Senator spoke both in 
English and French, and was cheered 
to the echo more Oban once during 
his address. “The sale of Glengarry 
horses in the States,” he remarked, 
“was.very great until the 830 dui(y 
was put on horses crossing the border 
from Canada. The Glengarry farmer 
was reaping in large profits from 
horse-liaising, notwithstanding the com 
petition, of the American broeders.Ev- 
en çifter the high duty was imposed, 
Glengarry horses sold very freely on 
the other side of the line. The reason 
for this was that the American breed- 
ers had^to pay such heavy freight 
"Wtes that even the duly was insuffi- 
cient o overcome the advantage of 
the C«^adians though it lessened their 
profits i-'ery considerably. If then 
we obtain Reciprocity, our breeders 
will get better prices and will have no 
reason to fear the competition of their 
American neighbors. When wo turn to 

wheat, we find that Reciprocity will 
give us greater profits even on the 
home market as the competition of the 
American millers will compel Canadian 
millers to pay the farmers more for 
their wheat. We only hat! one taste of 
Reciprocity, and that was back In 
1854, and from that time till the Re- 
ciprocity treaty was abrogated in 
1866, prosperity reigned in our midst. 
But the Americans saw that they v/ere 
helping the Canadians more than them 
selves by the agreement, and they con 
sequently put an end to it, when they 
did not need it any longer. Since ♦hat 
time all the Conservative and Liberal 
leaders have been in favor of regain- 
ing this great boon for the Canadian 
farmers, who form the pillar of the 
Canadian nation. But what can bo 
said, of the chisf opponents of the Re- 
ciprocity pact ? The Hon. George E. 
Foster, who is now denouncing the 
measure in the most frantic terms, 
was, until last December, an ardent 
Reciprocity supporter. What has ‘caus- 
ed the change ? Evidently the monied 
interests have been encouraging the 
Opposition to fight the measure with 
the hope of returning the Conserva- 
tives to power. Now an argument out 
of which the Conserv’atives are trying 
to make capital is the favored nations 
treaty. They usually forget to men- 
tion, however, that the favored na- 
tions are nations which have little or 
nothing to do with us in the way of 
trade, and whose competition ' e 1 ave 
no reason to fear. In this matter of 
Reciprocity, our own welfare is con- 
cerned. Are we then to be .so bliniled 
by party ties as to neglect our inter- 
ests in this regard ? Are we to lose 
this grand opportun,ty of bettering 
our position simply because we are 
Conservatives or anything else ? Our 
opponents say, “Let ■ well enough 
Alone.” What greater compliment 
could they pay us ? The* Opposition 
which should be trying to tear to 
pieces the policy of , the Tdberal ad- 

ministration, now says we have so 
well ruled the country, that we have 
no need to desire improving our posi- 
tion. But is this the policy of the 
liberals ? No, our policy is one of 
progress, and we won't be satisfied 
with our present prosp>erity, great as 
it is. Sir Wilfrid T.aurier looks after 
tile interests of all classes, and he will 
not neglect the majority, the farming 
community. Since aur national wel- 
fare comes from our px'oduclive soil, 
is not the farmer, who tills this soil,- 
worthy of our consideration ? With 
the prosperity of the farmers in view, 
we have negotiated this Reciprocity 
agreement. Now, it is up to you t< 
say whether a new market for yoxv. 
produce wTll be opened to you or n6t 
You are to decide by your vates whe- • 
ther the proposed agreement ill evei 
become law. I am not appealing t<» 
your sentiments in this matter, but 1 
am addressing myself to your reason, 
and on your diagnosis of the case of 
Reciprocity will de£>end tlie fate of the 
measure. But are we going to bind 
you by a perpetual treaty? No, this 
agreement may be repealed at any 
time, and il you are not .satisfied with 
the results of the measure, you can 
put an end to it whenever you please. 
If you support the pact, you are tak- 
ing hardly any risk, a.s it can he ean- 
celled at your wish. But if you don’t 
vote for it now, you may never ob- 
tain a like opportunity again. This 
is a matter which concerns you per- 
sonally, it concerns your material pros 
perity. If after mature deliberation on 
the subject, you have still some little 
doubt as to the wisdom of adopting 
the Liberal policy in this regard, you 
can safely rely on Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 

I who has so well managed the affairs 
1 of the country for the last fifteen 
[ years. (T.oud cheers), 
I Mr. H. S. Rosa, of Montreal, was 

the next Tdberal speaker to address 
the meeting. He began with a quota- 
tion from the Toronto News, one of 

the strongest Conservative papers in 
Canada. This 'journal in an Issue 
which came out last winter, contained 
the following: “This Reciprocity agree 
ment will be of benefit to ; the whole 
of Canada. The western provinces will 
welcome the free American maiket for 
their wheat and oats and other crops; 
the east wants the duty removed on 
hay, livestock and dairy products ; 
the Maritime Provinces will gain by 
having free fish.” Now this same pa- 
per is very enthusiastic in its oppos- 
tion to the measure. .When the above 

paragraph appeared, the big Toronto 
millionaires Imd not yet begun to 
wave the big stick over the heads oi 
the editors of this paper. But now 
not only the Conservative press, but 
even the Conservative leader himself, 
Mr. R. I-.. Borilen, have been cowed in- 
to submission and inspired with an 
extraordinary fear of the fatal conse- 
quences of Reciprocity by these mon- 
ied interests which have flourished as ‘ 
a result of their intercourse with the 
States. They are, however, very much 
opposed to letting the farmers share 
,the benefits which they have been en- 
joying for many yearrs. Under the 
Reciprocity agreement, the farmer will 
get a wider market, a more .stable mar 
ket and a better market. We have the 
honor of having with us on the plat- 
form tliis afternoon a manufacturer 
w'ho is not afraid of Reciprocity. It is 
surprising that the.r« «re not more of 
the manufacturers in favor of the mea- 
s<ire, considering the fact that manu- 
factured articles ace not affectwl to 
any extent by the proposed ‘ agree- 
ment. But you may ask where i.s all 
the money coming from, which is prov 
ing of such assistance to the Conser- 
vative party in this campaign. The 
American combines know that if they 
have to deal witn. two gov^nments, 
they will have little opportunity to 
thrive. They have sufficient trouble 
now in fighting the American govern- 
ment and as the Canadian government 

is still more severe on trust#, they 
don’t want to risk having, to combat 
both goveniments under the Recipro- 
city agreement. They are, therefore, 
opposing the agreement with all their 
might, and are not sparing the ex- 
pense in order to attain their end. 
Another class which is very much op- 
posed to Reciprocity, consists of mid- 
dlemen, who are getting a substantial 
rake ojï under the present conditions 
and are afraid to see their profits de- 
crease ’*'ith the abolition of the 
duty on . natural products between us 
and the Stales. The government of 
Canada is now spending vast sums on 
trade commissioners whose duty is to 
increase our trade, with foreign coun- 
tries. These commissioners are -iielp 
ing the manufacturers, and so far the 
government has not been accused of 
treason for tiying to promote trade in 
this way. Now the farmers have an 
opportunity of getting better prices 
and w’ider markets without any cost 
t4> the coiuitry. Why then should the 
monied classes object to their doing 
so, and accuse the farmers who .vant 
to fiwthei* their own interests of dis- 
loyalty to the Empire ? When flieRrit- 
ish J’refarence was introduced by the 
Liberal Administration, the manufac- 
turers became very active and swore 
that their industries would ; b« killed 
by this move of. the govcjrnnient’s.' 
T,ater when they realized what a great 
boon to them the Preference was 
they were very glad that the govern- 
ment had not hee<led their frantic ap- 
peals. Mr. Borden i# continually talk- 
ing of annexation, yet he is a ’arge 
shareholder in the bank of NovavSeoria 
which has a great business in • the 
States. Is not the honorable gentle- 
man afraid to lose His love for the Em 
pire by having anything to do with a 
bank that is so disloyal as to do busi 
ness with the States? Apparepitl.v not, 
since be has no intention of severing 
his connection with .i.ni bank. How 
then can he conscientiously accuse the 

farmer# of disloyalty for desiring i 
obtain higher prices for the produce o 
their fields on the other side of tl- 
line.? Still, Mr. Borden and his mar 
allies on this gVeat Reciprocity que 
tion don’t seem to be troubled wl; 
any such scruples, but while declair 
ing in every marketplace how loy 
they are to the British Empire th' 
sadly bemoan the disloyalty of 
neighbors who are acting in the sair 
■way as they arc themselves, thoua 

! with less hypocritical talk. The pro 
perity of the farming classes detr 

' mines the purchasing capacity of t' 
• country. Let us therefore improve l^ 
; position of the farmer and every da 
i in the community will have a share i 
' his prosperity. 
I After the conclusion of the last (’o 
servative address, Mr. -Tohn AngusM 

i Millan, the popular liberal Candida? 
, had ten minutes in which to refute tl 
1 arguments of his opponents, and tl 

ho did in his happiest vein. He broug^ 
; out more solid arguments in tlie .<ho 
' period at his disposal, that some of t’ 
^ other speakers succeeded in workii 
into their half-hour addresses, and t’ 
crowd showed its appreciation 1 

j vociferous cheering and continual a 
plause. “Mr. Sifton,” he asserte 
“has changed consideralily in the ey 
of the C'onservative party. At my la- 
election I had to bear the burden < 

; reproach which the Opposition stra 
ped to mv shoulders, simply Ijecau- 

; I was allied to that swindler. Ho 
Clifford Sifton. Now they are thro’ 

, ing their arms around the same swii 
1er, as they formerly called him, ai 
embracing him as fîieir dear (’litror 
What has wrought the change ? Th' 
question is easily answered : His star- 
on Reciprocity has met with the e* 
thusiastic approval of his former sla 
defers, and now they are workir 
shoulder to shoulder to defeat Lauri- 
It was really gratifying to us Libe 
als to hear not a single word utter, 
against our honored chieftain this a 
ternoon. ITiis is quite different fr<^ 
the attitude usually adopted by h‘ 

1 opponents. They probably find it sue 
{ a terrible task to convince the Gler 

gaiTj* farmers of the danger of an ne 
I ation, that they can’t* find time f 
! attempt to tear to pieces the recor 

of our leader. Theçe is now a wa 
around New York which prevents oi 
produce entering that city witho* 
paying for the privilege of getting i 
side. What would the financiers say 

, there was such a wall around theCit 
of Toronto ? Would they not siren 

I ously object to such a barrier? Y ‘ 
! New York is no farther from us th‘' ' 
j Toronto is, and if the wall was , v* 
j moved, we could get better prices i 
I the freight rates would be no high- • 
than to- Toronto. The reason they o' 
ject to the wall around New York b 
ing removed is that these finailciers a» 
afraid that if the farmers get a tas' 

; of Reciprocity in natural product 
■ they won't be satisfied but will d 
: mand Reciprocity In everything. l\î 
j Mc^lartin referred to the 9^,000,QO 
I A'mericans as if these were all com'j' 
j titors with us with regard to far: 

produce. You, however, don’t need’ ■ 
be reminded that the agricultural p 
pulation of the States is not sufficie' 
for the requirements of the urban p- 
pulation. Just to take an example ' 
show how we are bettor off than t’ 
American farmer to supply the jar. 
cities of the vStates with many of th«-- 
necessaries : The transport of hi^ 
from this part of C’anada which 
noted for its hay production to tl 
American centres such as New Yoi 
and Boston is cheaper than the tran 
port from tho.se parts of the Stat- 
which produce hay to any exten 
namel.v, the We.«tern States. This ir- 
mediafily gives us an advantage ov- 
the .‘v.-rican producers. But ho 
about pork ? We have heard a lot 
to our market being flooded with Ar 
erioan hogs. There is no danger < 
such a thing. We have a quaranti: 
law which compels American salesm* 
to keep their hogs in quarantine f« 
thirty days before they can enterC’a 
ada. This is sufficient to discouru: 
the extensive sale of American pork*' 
the Dominion ; but another fact' 
which is still better for our purpos 
is that we produce far better pork he 
than the Americans can send out. 
ally, there is quite a serious problem 
which is growing worse every yea 
The population__of Glengarry is no 
700 less than it was ten years ago 
This is due to the fact that the farr 
ers’ sons are leaving the farms to li* 
in the large centres of indusirv. B’ 
why are the boy-s leaving the fwni.s ' 
this way ? It is because they 
farming too unprofitable to devo 
their lives to it. T.et us, ther-*for 
vote for Reciprocity, and by olferir 
greater profits to the farmers, ker 
the boys on’ the Inrm, instead of !r 
ting them wander off far from the' 
native county. (Loud cheers for 31 
Millan and Reciprocity). 

If the late Sir John A. Macdonal 
could reach and strive for reciproci 
in natural products as he did for yes 
and still be as he claimed, an out an 
out Imperialist, ho-w can any reaao 

^ able Conservative affirm or belie 
that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and Mr.Field- 
ing are traitors. 

I 
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* Ontario’s Premier Repudiates the Annexation Cry. 

In a speech last Thursday night at North Bay, Sir James Whitney, while opposing Reciprocitj^ said : “ The people ot Canada, as a unit or as individuals, will not be affected 
in the slightest degree in their loyalty and allegia. ce to Britain and British institutions by reciprocity or any other agreement of its character—Cheers. The people of Canada 
are determined to retain their proud position in the British Empire. Their loyalty is not, and cannot be affected, and to say so is to insult them.” 

More Than A Farmer’s Fight 
Electors Of Glengarry Do Not Be Misled I 

Reciprocity is the question of the hour, do 
not let it be sidetracked It is more than a 
farmer’s fight. t is a fight for the towns and 
villages as well. 'J'he present system, which 
tends to centralize wealth and business in the 
large centres, may suit places like Toronto, Ot- 
tawa and Montreal. These cities can reach out 
and command trade Over wide areas. The pros- 
perity or adversity of farmers in their immediate 
vicinity is a mattei of comparative indifference 
to them, but how about the towns and villages.? 
These smaller centres draw their very life blood 
from the farms in their immediate neighbor- 
hood. If neighboring farmers are prosperous 
the country towns arid villages prosper. If far- 
mers suffer from depression the local urban 
centre decays. Free access to the American 
market with food products will undoubtedly 
add to the prosperity of the Glengarry farmer. 
Increased prosperity for the Glengarry farmer 
means increased prosperity for Glengary’s 
towns and villages So let us support recipro- 
city and in doing'so place profit and .prosperity 
before party ties. Vote for Reciprocity on the 
2fst. 
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A Barley Reason 

tv 
T ' 

y 
A 

I 
s 
•> 

X 
“It makes us feel like hiding under the barn when 

we read remarks by our leading public men that we had 1*1 
better not try to drive a bargain with Yankees because 1|1 
if we do we are sure to get the worst of it. In other ❖ 
words, we are so much duller than they are that we had Ijl 
better keep away from them, and we don’t mind admit- 1*1 
ting it publicly.—Farm and Dairy. 1*1 

A Mere Rüse to Defeat 
procity 

The attempt to prove that an addi- 
tional trade of ^50,000,000, and even- 
tually over that sum per annum be- 
tween Canada' and the United t'hâtes 
would be to the detriment '«.f the 
former country is so devoid cfi»fcBon 
and common sense that many of^the 
opponents of Reciprocity have given 
up using such weak arguments ; and 
are now devoting more time and atten- 
tion to the spread of ‘^annexation** 
literature, in the hope that it will be 
more effectual in working upon the 
fears of that class of voters which the 
Conservative press has represented as 
a flock of timorous sheep, who are 
procity, although in doing so they will 
more likely to be induced through false 
representations to vote against Reci- 
be voting against their best interests. 

It is interesting to know how the 
dissemination of this “annexation*’ 
literature is accomplished. Extracts 
are taken from those American papers 
that were opposed to Reciprocity from 
the first, and started the cry of an- 
nexation in order to, as they thought 
prevent the Canadian Government 
from ratifying tne agreement. They 
are keeping up this ruse for the pur- 
pose of giving the Conservative press 
a chance to copy tnese annexation arti 
cles and threats, although they know 
perfectly well that the annexation of 
Canada to the United States is never 
thought of seriously, but is merely 
published for Canadian papers to copy 
and thus scare the *‘timid sheep’* on 
this side ot the line into voting against 
reciprocity trade. The ruse is still be 
ing perpetrated on both sides of the 
line to defeat Reciprocity. 

Even Sir William Van Horne knows 
well that Reciprocity would strengthen 
marine to flourish as it had never «lone 
pire, would build up our trade and 
commerce, and cause our merchant 
observer of the effects of an increase 
in trade between any two countries not 
to know that the resultant benefits 
must be mutual, although he might be 
the bonds that bind Canada to theKm- 

•t* “I want to grow barley in my 
rotation, because it is about the 

V only crop we can grow and be 
% sure of a catch of clover. It is 

not as good feed as some others. 
I hold it will be greatly to our 
advantage to sell it and ex- 

V change it for something else—sell 
X it at 80 to 90 cents and buy 
♦♦.American corn at 60 cents. I will 
**• be better off. Malting barley 
Ÿ sells at 90 cents in Buffalo and Y* 
V04 cents in Toronto. Feed barley V 
X at 74 Cents in Buffalo and 47 X 
X cents in Toronto. Canadian bar- X 
♦*. ley has not gone out of business. .J. 
♦j* We can grow as good barley as 
Y ever. The only handicap is the Y 
Y 30 cents a bushel duty into the 5 
X United States. X 

“Now do you want that mar- A 
Y ket ? Do you think it is a good 
X thing for Canadian agriculture ? 
I*. I think it is.** — E. C. Drury, 
•% President »f the Ontario Farmers 
V Association, at Malvern. 

Dividends Paid By Con- 
sumers and Farmers 

I 
T 

^:-x~x-x-x-x-x~x..x~xx4î 

trying to breed strife between Canada 
and the United States, it would be bet- 
ter for all concerned. 

Reciprocity is » purely business 
agreement between the two countries 
for acceleration trade between them in 
natural products, without .interfering 
with the great manufacturing interests 
of the country. The “Trade Bulletin** 
has always been a staunch supporter 
of protection to our home industries 
and is still, but this chilhish and im- 
becile talk of the “thin edge** is indeed 
too thin, as if Canada were afraid to 
say “thus far and no further.** The 
argument of “the thin edge** must tend 
to lower the manhood of Canada in the 
eyes of outsiders as it carries with it 
the impression that we are not men 
enough to grant a concession in a trade 
bargain with the United States govern 
ment in return for an equal conces- 
sion from it without being forced into 
qthèr concessions against our will. We 
maintain that such a feeling is derog- 

...       atory to the manhood of Canadians, 
betoreT Sir William is too shrewd" an and should henceforth be spurned and 

The most striking election poster yet issued is one prepared by Gor- 
don Waldron, Liberal candidate in West Toronto. Some extracts from it 
follow : 
. It will give the farmer of Ontario an unlimited market for the products 
which he cannot market in England. 

It will enormously increase the production of wealth by the farmers. 
It will save th^ great interests of the city from mere dependency on 

the wheat crop. V 
It will enable us to pay for our imports from the United States by fill- 

ing the cars which now go back empty. 
' It will reduce the NOW oppressive cost of living, which is due to the 

food combines, chiefly Flavelle and the canners. 
American eggs, all American fruits, fresh and dried, and all vegetables, 

will come in free of duty at the season when there is no production here. 
Fish of all kinds, oysters and shellfish will come in free. 
The existing duties will be materially reduced on fresh meats, bacon 

^and hams, dried, smoked and vailed, meats, canned meat, canned fish, sar- 
dines and the like, canned vegotnbles, flour, oatmeal, pearl barley, maca- 
roni, biscuits, etc. 

These reductions are in all cases material, and they will materially re- 
duce the price of these articles to you. 

If you vote down reciprocity you will lose these benefits. 
The abolition of duties and these reductions of duties will take you 

out of the clutches of Flavelle and the canner’s combine, who pay the 
farmer less for the raw produce, that is, animals, fruits and vegetables, 
than their American competitors, and you pay more than the American 
consumers for the products. 

The canners* combine has twelve million of watered stock, heavy divi- 
dends on which are mercilessly squeezed out of you. 

You have seen the philanthropist Flavelle drive, to the wall the little 
butchers, who carried you when there was a pinch. From sworn state- 
ments in court and from public records I learn that the Wm. Davies Co. 
has paid the following sums in dividends, not to speak of its reserves 
and reinvestments of profits in plant, stock and lands neld in the name 
of the Freehold Realty Co. and others, and amounting, it is said, to mil- 

Capital 
1893    $250,000 

carried away in the heat of political 
debate, for the sa^e of party, to give» 
expression to the very opposite views 
Of course, it goes without saying that 
Mr. Donald MacMaster, M.P., would 
uphold Mr. Borden in opposing the 

never more hinted at by the opponents 
of Reciprocity. We regret, however, 
that such an obfection to reciprocal 
trade in natural products should ever 
have crossed the border. It has un- 
fortunately createa an impression 

Agreement. He could not do other | there that we are easily scared, and 

The Duty Dn Implements 
'    

What It Was When Conservatives Were in Power, and What It 
M'ill Be Under Reciprocity 

Appeals to the farmer on the ground that the reciprocity agreement 
does not go far enough in reducing duties on agricultural implements 
come ill from Conservative sources. The following table is a rebuke as 
well as ï\n answer 

Under 
Conservative Liberal Liberal Eeciprocity 
Tariff 1894 Tariff 1897 Tariff 1906 Agreement 

30 23 
 not listed as separate item 

Threshing machines.. 
Windstackers   
PortaJrie engines  
Horse powers  
Potato diggers  
Fodder or feed cutters... 
Grain crushers  
Fanning mills  
Hay tedders  
Farm or held rollers  
Manure spreaders.  
Windmills  
Plows......    
Harrows     
Harvesters and reapers.. 
Drills     
Mowers...;..    
Horse rakes  
Cultivators... r.    
Hay loaders... . 
Fann waggons.. 

From these statistics the farmer may Judge who arc his friends in the 
matter of implement duties. Besides the above reductions, the reciprocity 
agreement will permit of parts for repairs going through at the same rate 
of duty as the orlgtiml inmjement, instead of at 45 per cent. 

30 
30 
35 
35 
35 
25 
35 
30 
25 
30 
20 
20 

■20 
20 
20 
20 
20 

25 
25 
25 
23 
25 
25 
25 
25 
20 . 

25 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 

not listed as separate item 
  25 25 

20 
20 
20 
20 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
25 
20 
20 
20 
20 
ITi 
20 
m 
20 
20 
25 

15 
15 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
IS 
15 
15 

15 
15 
15- 
20 
22i 

wise ; but it was a piece of rank im- 
pertinence on his part to criticise Mr. 
Bryce, the British ambassador at 
Washington, for not warning Canada 
of the danger that he endeavored to in- 
sinuate lurked in Eeciprocity. Why 
warn Canada against a danger ■' hat 
does not exist? Why beg the question? 
WTiy accuse the United States with an 
implied threat of annexation which she 
does not entertain, unless it be to stir 
up national ill-feeling ? If Mr. Mac- 
Master would give more, attention to 
his English constituency, and serve it 
as faithfully as Mr. Bryce does his 
American ambassaaorship, instead of 

|Mr. Albert Whitney 
for Reciprocity! 

,% “I am heartily in favor of 
•I» reciprocity. So far as I can 
*1* see, the men who are leading 
*** the fight against it are certain 
X millionaires of the city of To- 
X ronto. It will be a great thing 
*1* for Canada. I will allow no 
•1* man to charge me with being 
•♦♦weak in my loyalty to the 
X British Empire, and this cry is 
*%one of the most foolish over 
♦♦♦presented to the people.’* — Mr. 
♦% Albert Whitney, brother of Sir 
••• James Whitney-, speaking at the 
V Liberal convention, Prescott, 7th 
X September. 

we .may therefore be expected to be 
bombarded by annexation threats from 
those American payers that are sworn 
enemies of. Eeciprocity, extracts of 
which will of course be re-published in 
the columns of the Conservative press 
in Canada for the sole purpose of 
defeating one of the greatest inter- 
national trade movements that was 
ever offered to two nations, but also 
in order to return the Conservatives to 
power. It is a great pity that such 
an important trade matter, big with 
the future welfare of two neighboring 
nations, should be mixed up with po-l 
litical iutngues, and have its ratifica- 
tion endangered thereby. It is to be 
hoped, however, that the better sense 
of the Canadian nation will prevail on 
September 21st next, by electing 'he 
party that is ready to ratify the .agree 
ment of Eeciprocity with the United 
States, and thus impart a fresh im- 
petus to the status and prosperity of 
our country, and add fresh lustre to 
the nationhood of Canada —'Montreal 
Trade Bulletin. 

1894.. 
1895.. 
1896;.. 
1897.. . 
1898.. 
1899.. 
1900.. 
1901.. 
1902.. 
1903.. 
1904.. 
1905.. 
1906.. 

250,000 
250,000 
250,000 
250,000 
250,000 
250.000 
400.000 
400.000 . 
512.000 
507.000 
520.000 
570,400' 
675.000 

Per cent. 
65 
34 
40 
45 

100 
120 
82 I 
60 
27i 
15 
30 
41 
25 

«162,500 
85,000 

100,000 
112,500 
250.000 
300.000 
203.000 
240.000 
110.000 
76,800 

156.000 
274.000 
168,750 

li 

Total dividends in 13 years, 32,241,250. 
The dividends for the past six years I do not know. At the same rate 

they would amount to another two millions. • 
Five to ten millions profits on an original cash investment of about 

$100,000 is pretty good. 
It came out of you and the farmers. 
Flavelle is the prime mover in the Anti-Reciprocity League while Sif- 

ton^ and Hugh Blain of the Canners sign his manifesto. They are con- 
ducting a campaign against reciprocity without regard to expense and 
without a twinge of conscience. 

In Quebec, they are circulating paid editorials to make timid French- 
Catholics believe that the privileges of their Church are in danger, while 
in Ontario they are hounding Laurier because he is a Catholic. Why ? 

Because Flavelle doesn’t want to let go. 
It is said they are financing Bourassa. They are aiding and abbeting 

Borden. 
Was greed ever more sordid or impudent ? 
What do they take you for ? .     ^ 
The staple articles oi your food are wheat, the price of which will 

continue to be made in England, meats, the price - of wmch reciprocity jrill 
•reduce, and milk the mere distribution of which costs more than 100 
cent, of the farmers* price. 

. , . . -i.'î 
The opponents of reciprocity saÿv. 

we must prevent the export of ou^^' 
raw materials to me United State#. 
What would be the consequence if 
the United States were to adopt that 
policy in regard to Canada ? 

We imported last year 67,905,411 
pounds of raw cotton, valued at $9,- 
661,021. What would become of the 
cotton factory employees if the export 
of raw cotton was prohibited ? 

Another natural product wl^ich we 
import from the United States îe 
coal. Of this we imported last year 
7,980,200 tons of bituminous coal» 
valued at $12,979,151, and 3,113,86(1 
tons of anthracite coal valued at $14,- 
300,054. If the United States pro- 
hibited the exportation of coal, what 
would be the condition of our home» 
and what the state of our industries ? 
We had a taste of this a few year* 
agcT when owing to the coal miner»' 
strike we were unable to get * our 
usual supply. 

The rubber industry is a leading 
branch of the manufacturing enter- 
prises of Canada, and most of the 
raw material comes from the United 
States. Last year we imported 2,- 
943,454 pound» of crude rubber, valued 
at $4,142,403. How could this indn»- 
try be conducted if the United State» 
were to prevent the sale of the raw 
material rubber to Canada ? 

.Then as to hard woods. Most of 
the oak for furniture comes from the 
Southern States. We also import 
considerable Georgia pine for inside 
finish of homes — and the Conserva- 
tive Government of Ontario spécifié» 
it for public buildings. If the ex- 
portation of these woods were pro- 
hibited by the U. S, what a handicap- 
would be placed on our furniture 
manufacturers ? 

These are only a portion of the 
raw materials which we import from 
the United States. We buy them be- 
cause we need them, just as the peo- 
ple of the United States need our 
wheat, barley, cattle, hay and other 
raw materials. 

If it is good to prevent the Cana- 
dian farmer from selling the raw- 
material, which he produces to th» 
highest bidder, by the same reason- 
ing it would be right for the South- 
ern cotton planter to refuse to seU 
his cotton to the Canadian manufac- 
turer, even if he is willing to pay 
the market price, and this principl» 
will apply to the whole list. 

Here are a few of the mih 
Honaries who are opposing 
Reciprocity because they do 
not wish the faring and the 
consumer to enjoy an exten- 
sion of the free list: Hon. Clif- 
ford Sifton, George Perley, 
H. Barnes, Frank H. Walker 
J. W. Flavelle, Sir Eflmund 
Walker, J. E, Booth. E. B. 
Osier, and J. H. Greenshields. 

Where the Fariner Stands 
to Gain in lling 

I : ■ V . ... iTF ! ni' s' ' 
MVith the reciprocity agreement ratified all Canadian farm products, ex- 

cept wool, will be entitled to entry to the United States without payment 
of duty. The free list will include : 
J Cattle of all kinds. 

Horses of all classes. 
Sheep and swine. 
Poultry, whether live or dead, and eggs. 
All varieties grain. 
Beans. 
Garden, field, nnd grass seeds. 

Flax seed. 
Hay and straw. 
Potatoes, turnips, onions, cabbage, and all other vegetables in their 

natural state. 
Apples, pears, poaches, grapes, berries of all classes ; all other edible 

fruits in their nattiral state and honey. 
Butter, cheese, milk and cream. 

Why are the millionaires so 
anxious to prevent the fai mers 
from securing the rights?^ïYi’e _ 
the trusts and combines noc ' 
making money fast enough in 
this countryj 

•? 

! Jant Barley in Car Lots 
To the Editor of The Globe : 

We are writing to you, and desire 
to request you to give us the 
names of grain dealers in On- 
tario, either with grain elevators 
or otherwise, equipped to handle 
barley of malting quality, in car 
lots for shipment to Detroit, 
Mich., in the event that the pro- 
posed reciprocity agreement is 
accepted by the Canadian Gov- 

► ernment. 
► In case of favorable -action by 
* the voters of the Dominion of 
* Canada, we would be prepared to 
take on malting barley in car 
lots up to 3UO,000 bushels or 
more. 

We would like very much to get 
in touch with some of the grain 
dealers at this time, and corres- 
pond with them with reference 
to the matter herein referred to. 

H. W. RICKEL & CO. 
Detroit, Mich. 

♦♦.♦;..;..*.*^.>.j*.*.+**»>*t**î*^t**î**î-»t*'î**t**Vt* 
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Ottawa Journal Confirms Report of U. S. Trust Fund to Beat Reciprocity. 
Conservative Paper Publishes Sensational News. More than $1,000,000 Sent In Trusts Will Send More. Determined to Beat Reciprocity at any Cost. 

(From the Montreal Herald). 
Ottawa, Out., Sept. 11—The Ottawa Journal (Conservative), 

which is running a fierce anti-Reciprocity campaign, publishes a 
special dispatch from New York, definitely confirming report that 
Conservatives are being financed in their campaign by the Ameri- 
can trusts. 

Under the heading, “ Money to Combat the Pact,” the Journal 
prints the following : It is currently reported here and accepted as 
true, that more than $1,000 000 has been subscribed by the big 
trusts for use in the Canadian elections the latter part of the 
month. 

“ Big business ” is undeniably opposed to the ratification of the 
proposetl Reciprocity treaty between the Dominion and the States 
and having lost its fight on the U. S. side for the first time in its 
history, now seeks to influence the electorate of Canada. The money 
for the conduct of the anti-Reciprocity campaign there, it is re 
ported here, has been subscribed by no less than thirty différent 
industries, which will be hit hard if Sir Wilfrid Laurier, is vindi- 
cated at the polls, 

“ Whidden Graham, of Allen & Graham, who is handling the 
publicity end of the campaign for the trusts from Montreal, is in 
touch with New York, respecting the developments, and, if neces 

sary to accornplisli the end sought, it is believed here, can command 
any additional funds that may be needed np to a reasonable 
amount. 

“ Wall Street fears there will be a big row over the use of the 
money in the election, after it is over, and is looking for a Con- 
gressional commission of inquiry into its sources and employment. 
The results of such an investigation, those who are familiar with 
the present temper of the administration at Washington and the 
controlling element in the House of Representatives think, will 
have an important bearing on the shapblg of the new tariff mea- 
sure to be enacted next winter.” 

19 

The Conseivatives predicted that the Fielding tariff would ruin Canada, they new say it is perfect: they are pre- 
dicting Reciprocity will ruin Canada, what will they say in a few years ? 
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Reciprocity Trad'tionai 
Conservative Poiicy. 

IF THERE IS A CONSERVATIVE IN CANADA WHO THINKS TH^VT 
EECIPROCITY IS NOT THE TRADITIONAL POIJCY OF THAT PARTY 
—IN SPITE OF ANYTHING SAID TO THE CONTRARY BY MR. R. L. 
BORDEN—tVE IN\HTE HIM TO READ THE FOLLOWING. AND ARRIVE 
AT HIS OWN CONCLÜSIOy : 

SIR JOHN MACDONALD'S OFFER 
OF 1879. ^ 

In 1879 the Government of Sir John 
Macdonald in placing the National 
Policy tariff on the statute books ac- 
companied this tariff with a statutory 
offer of an even wider measure of 
free trade than that which is includ- 
ed in the Fielding-Paterson agreement. 
That offer was contained in Sec, 6, 
Chapter 15, Statutes of Canada, J879, 
which reads as follows : 

“Any or all of the following 
articles, that is to say ^ Animals 
of all kinds, green fruit, hay, 
straw, bran, seeds of ail kinds, 
vegetables, (including potatoes 
and other roots), plants, trees and 
shrubs, coal and coke, salt, hops, 
wheat, peas and beans, barley, lye, 
oats, Indian corn, buckwheat, and 
all other grain flour of wheat,, and 
flour of rye, Indian meal and oat- 
meal, and flour or meal of any 
other, grain, butter, cheese, lish 
(salted or smoked)., lard, ' tallow, 
meats (fresh, salted or smoked), 
and lumber may be imported into 
Canada free of duty, or at a less 
rate than is provided by this Act, 
upon proclamation of the Govern- 
nor-General-in-Council, which may 
be issued whenever it appears to 
his satisfaction that similar ar- 
ticles from Canada may be im- 
ported into the United States free 
from duty, or at a rate of duty 
not exceeding that payable oi^ the 
same under such proclamation 
when imported into Canada.” 

SIR JOHN THOMPSON IN 1891. 
TTie address which Sir John Thomp- 

son, the Minister of Justice in the 
Macdonald Government, issued to the 
electors of his constituency, Antigon- 
ish, N. B., in 1891, read as follows : 

“At the election whicb will 
take place on the 5th of March, 
I will be a canaifiate for re-elec- 
tion as a member of the House 
of Commons for the county of 
Antigonish. 

“The Government, of which I 
am a member, is appealing to the 
country .with a poiicy which wc 
believe will be heartily endorsed 
by a great majority of the elec- 
tors. We have made to the .Gov- 
ernment of the United States, 
through the Government of Great 
Britain, proposals for reciprocity 
in trade, which we have good 
reason to believe will result in an 
arrangement by which the markets 
of the United States will be rc-', 
opened to the produce which our 
people desire most to send there. 

“A fair measure of reciprocity is 
what we desire, and we have no 
doubt that that can be obtained 
without undue sacrifices. 

“I respectfully ask your support 
and votes, and I pledge myself to 
serve the best interests of the 
country, if I should be honored by 
a renewal of the confidence which 
was reposed in me the last 
elections and for which I shall be 
forever grateful. I remain gentle- 
men, your obedient servant. 

“JOHN D. THOMPSON. 
“Antigonish, Feb. 24, 1891.” 

What the agreement 
house for School Section No. 7 Ken*. 
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Who is to Rule our Country? 
THE PRIVILEGED.. FEW OR THE MASSES 

OF THÇ PEOPLE. 

(Toronto Star.) 
This contest has developed into soms- 

thing more than one for or against 
reciprocity. 

It is no longer a nice balancing of 
advantages between a wide and a nar- 
row market. 

The question now is whether the 
privileged few or the unprivileged mass 
are to rule the country. 

The struggle which lately convulsed 
the old land in Great Britain has been 
transferred to this new Dominion be- 
yond the seas. 

On the one side we have farmers, 
lumbermen, and fishermen, clamorous 
for the uider opportunities, the higher 
price, and the more stable conditions 
that the opening of the market of the 
whole continent will prove for them. 
With these are the consumers in cities 
who wish relief from a situation under 
which a few combines depress prices of 
raw materials in the form of hogs, 
cattle, or canned goods, and unduly 
elevate the price of the finished' article 
when ready for the table. On the other 
side are the representatives of the 
pork packers, the canners’ combine, 
all thé other combines, and the finan- 
cial interests which have accumulated 
millions in the form of bonus stock in 
return for bringing these combinations 
together and placing their bonds on 
the British market. • 

If these special interests win, some- 
thing more than reciprocity will be 
lost—something more than tbe oppor- . 
tunity of buying and selling in a wnder 
market will be placed beyond reach, 
w'lthin the life of the present genera- 
tion at least. The few will be enthron- 
ed in power; the power of the unor- 
ganized mass, if not destroyed, will be 
so diminished that it will 'be long years 
before it again be made effective. 

The great industrial and population 
changes which have occurred in Can- 
ada of late years have all tended to- 
wards the consolidation of power in 
the hands of the favored few. Instead 
of a host of small industries, witb'in- 
di^•idual proprietors, as we had thirty 
or forty years ago, we have a few 
great corporations wdth an army of em- 
ployes. The “straw votes’* taken in 
factories under the eye of superintend- 
ents, the Eddy circular to empIo\*©s 

practically commanding these employe» 
to vote against reciprocity, are indica- 
tions of the extent to which these cor- 
poration employes can control the 
vote» of corporation employes, 

A still more povverful weapon ha# 
been placed in the hands of Privilege 
by the vast inflow of alien immiCTa- 
tion which has taken place of Tate 
years. Theie are 40,000 aliens in Tor- 
onto alone. There is a proportionate 
number in Montreal and Winnipeg. Al- 
most every to\vn ha# its quota. These 
aliens aie, in the main ignorant not 
only of our language, but of our in- 
stitutions. They have been trained, not 
und^ popular government, but under 
despotic government. They have been 
trained to obey. They have been wit- 
nesses to political corruption in all 
^orms. It is in the powei- of Captial to 
organize and contsol this vote. By such 
control the balance of ^ power can be 
manipulated in the intwests of Capital 
in a dozen city constituencies to-day. 
In a fes\v years the number of constitu- 
encies that can be so controlled will 
be further, increased. 

If the Interests win in this present 
contest, their power will be consolid- 
ated, while that of the masses will be 
weakened. A struggle greater than 
that recently witnessed in the old land; 
will be necessary to restore to the 
common people their just right#. And 
we may not then have a Lloyd George 
to lead In the fight. 

A solemn obligation rests on all 
good citizens to do what in them lies 
to pre%*eut Privilege from becoming 
more strongly entrenched than it is 
now. That oWigation is more particul- 
arly binding upon the farmers of Can- 
gda. Is they who, by asking through 
ih'eir organizations for reciprocity, 
have precipitated th© present struggle- 
If tney now in response to the crack 
of the party whip, abandon the cause 
which the government at their request 
has taken up, agriculture will largely 
cease to exist as a political force to 
be reckoned with; ' one of the main 
forces on which the maintance of 
popular government rests Avill be well- 
nigh fatally weakened. A good many 
will, no doubt, respond to the party 
whip, but the evidence is incontroverti- 
ble tl.at a great number will not do 

mis MOST WDSK TO WIS | 
The^Campalgn goes well. Reciprocity is popular in the rural con- X 

stituencies all over the Dominion. There is a very strong drift of old- X 
time Conservatives towards the Government, especially in rural On- 
tario. But Liberals must not because of this expect an easy victory. "T 
In Glengarry as well as most of the counties many are fighting re- X 
ciprocity with every means at thir disposal — by means of wealth X 
business relations and power over their employees. In no election -f 
since 1896 has there b^n such a strenuous effort on the part of the 
money power in Canada to destroy the Government. X 

If the verdict is to be «onclusive Liberals must put every ounce X 
of steam into the campaign duri^ the next few aays. The Conser- Î 
vatives have no hope of actuaS victory, but they do expect to X 
render the Government impotent* by a material recruction in the ma- 
jority. That will be possible only as a result of apathy on the part ^ 
of supporters of reciprocity. Let Liberals set before them as the I 
goal—the return of Laurier by a larger majority. 4- 

WORK FOR McMILLAN IN GLENGARRY ! f 
WORK FOR GOQO IN STORMONT ! X 
WORK FOR LAURIER AND LARGER MARKETS ! I 

f i'f 4 4 ♦ 444-f 444 44 4 444444-44-» 4-44-444-4 

SIR JAMES GRANT 
FOR THE PACT. 

Sir James Grant of Ottawa a pro- 
minent son of Glengarry is, lilae 
his similarly eminent fedlow-citizen. Sir 
Sandford Fleming, oüô of Canada’s 
“grand old men.” In hi# eighty-first 
year, after a long life of political Con- 
servatism, he has publicly intimated 
that he is a strong supporter of re- 
ciprocity. As Sir James belongs per- 
sonally to a past generation, it is 
worth while to recall the fact that for 
eight years after Confederation Jie re- 
presented the county of Glengarry in the 
DoTwinion Parliament, and that for 
the Parliamentary term immediately 
preceding the advent of the Laurier re- 
gime he represented in the same body 
the city of Ottawa, in both cases as 
a Conservative. Sir John Macdonald 
had throughout his> career no more 
loyal supporter and no more intimate 
friend than Dr. Grant. No practising 
Canadian physician of his day ever 
secured a higher measure of distinction 
at home or of appreciation abroad 
than he has done. Fe^v men of his 
age, long experience, and professional 
eminence have over had the courage to 
come out publicly in favor of a public 
poKcy opposed by their political 
friends, and to give frankly- their 
reasons for doing so. After scouting 
the idea of “annexation,*’ Sir d'âmes 
addsT— 

“In regard to immigrant, agricultur- 
al development, advancement generally 
in railway construction, as well as in 
the consideration of the conservation 
problem on lines suggested to Earl 
Grey by ex-Prcsident Roosev^elt of' the 
United states great progress has been.; 
made. Aft*. Roosevelt by his interest 
in the preservation of the resources , of 
both Canada and the United States, 
gave 0xpro«slon t-o a friendship on the 
part of the American people not sur- 
passed at any time during the last 
one hundred years.*.—Globe. 

How the Political 
Scales Balaoce 

If it is .such an '•'Easy Matter” and 
has been so from the opening of the 
present campaign, to defeat John An- 
gus McMillan, the popular Liberal 
standard bearer, is it not passing 
strange, that Mr. McMartin*s sponsore 
have found it necessary /to bring into 
Glengarry to assist in the proposed 
stampede of the farmers* vote the fol- 
lowing : 

Sir Jas. P. Whitney, Premier of On- 
tario. 

Donald MacMaster, a British M.P. 
Chas. McIntosh, ex-Governor. 
Alex. McNeil, M.P. 
J, G. H. Bergeron, ex-M.P. 
Andrew Broder, M.P. 
R. A. Pringle, ex-M.P. 
A. H. Cahan, K.U. 
Rufus Pope, ex-M.P. ^ 
L. C. Maréchal, r^s'. 
A. Plante, M.P.P. 
E. Fraser, M.P.P. 
Dr. Vincent. 
Dr. Thornton. 
Dr. Chamberlain. 
H. C. Bellew. 
John A. Cowan. 
A. W. Wright. 
D. A. McNab. 
E. Montpetit, and others ? 

It is worth making a note of that 
while all the Canadian agricultural 
papers are in favor of reciprobity, 
all the farm papers in the United 
States are against it. 

Would Have Canada Grow 
Much has been written and said by 

Conservative journals and speakers to 
have it appear that it is the design of 
President Taft to annex Canada-to 
the United States and that Recipro- 
city is favored by him as a step lend- 
ing to that end. 

Read the following, his message to reacneu me lunit. ns power i-o ansoro 
the General Assembly of the Church of imported food stuffs is about at high 
Scotland conveyed through the Rev. ’water mark. 
J. A. Macdonald, a delegate to that j q’jyj imports of butter into Great 
assembly. ' Britain were only some 2900 tons 

No one after reading this, can Iiave ' greater last year than they were five 
any justification for stating that Pre. years before. British imports of cheese 
sident Taft has any desire that Can- f w©re actually 4,000 tons less last year 
ada shall become a portion of the than they were in 1902. 

Glengarry's Dpportonity-A Great Hew 
Market Right at Her Door 

No one would for a moment under- 
estimate the importance of the British 
market for Canadian farm products. 
But the British market has pretty well 
reached the limit. Its power to absorb 

Here is what Congressman 
Helgeson of North Dakota says, 
in objecting to giving Canadian 
farmers the ‘ American market : 

X “I live in the State of North 
^ Dakota. Up there we have a 
4. town where half of the town is 
-4 in North Dakota and the other 
X half in Saskatchewan. One of 
X the principal streets forms the 
X boundary line. How do you 
X account for tne fact that the 
X millers for years have been 
X paying from 10 to 12 cents a 
X bushel more for wheat, and the 
X malters have been paying from 
X 10 to 25 or lio cents more for 

barley, and the merchants have 
been paying from 20 to 25 cents 
more for flax on the American 
side of that street than on the 
Canadian side ? If the Liverpool 
market or the markets of the 

4 world—control the price, how 
X/'do you accouni tor that fact ?*’ 
X So the United States market 
X is undoubtedly higlier, and the Î Canadian farmer is the man 

who can capture it. ^ 
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WHY? WHY? WHY? 
Now that Mr. W. F. Maclean, M.P., 

of South York, and of The Toronto 
World, is appearing on the same plat- 
form as Sir James Whitney and Mr. 
R. L. Borden, the people of Ontario 
should insist on obtaining answers to 
a number.of questions The Globe has 
been asking for some time,' but to 
which no reply has been made. 

It is asserted by Conservative speak- 
ers that the Department of Finance 
should not have permitted the Farm- 
ers Bank to open its doors in 7906 
because its promoters w’ere “not 
worthy,” and the bank was “rotten” 
from its inception. 

Why, then, did tne manager of The 
Toronto World in 1908 .bring pressure 
to bear on the Provincial Treasurer of 
Ontario to secure an increase of the 
deposit of public money in the Fann- 
ers Bank ? 

Why did ,Col. Matheson increase the 
special deposit from 810,000 to §35,- 
000 ? 

Why did Travers make a loan about 
the same time to Dr. Beattie Nesbitt 
of 825,000, and to The Toronto World 
of $10,000 ? 

If these advances were ordinary fin- 
ancial loans and not political, why did 
Travers write to Col. Matheson telling 
him that thç loan^ in question had 
been made ? 

Why was Dr. Beattie Nesbitt, the 
former Tory boss of Toronto, and one 
of the best known men in Can'id.i, so 
slackly watched when it was known 
that he was to be charged with a 
share in the wrecking of the Farmer^ 
Bank, of which he had been President, 
that he was able to cross the border 
and go scot free ? 

Why does not Col. Matheson f-ate 
that he had no knowledge of the in- 
tention of Travers to loan to Dr. Be- 
attie Nesbitt and The Toronto World 
a sum of money equal to the Provin- 
cial deposit ? 

And finally, why does not W. F. 
Macleam, M.P., of The Toronto World 
see to it that the stockholders or the 
Farmers Bank are immediately put in 
possession of the entire amount Nk^ed 
IDV his paper to the Farmers Bank 
when it failed ? 

The extreme activity of the Cana- 
dian middlemen, packers, canners, 
horse dealers, etc., in the present cam- 
paign, is capable of a purely selfish 
explanation. 

According to returns com- 
piled by the American Agri- 
cultural Department tire U.S. 
crops are considerably short 

'even of last year’s yields. Pot- 
' atoes are 90 million bushels 
short, Hay 13 million tons 
short and wheat 35 million 
bushels short, all of which 
should and will enhance mar- 
ket prices. If Reciprocity car- 
ries on September 21st, the 
Canadian Farmer will share 
in these enhanced market 

_ prices. 
j ... 

1 For Reciprocity : Sir A. T, 
, Galt, Sir John A. McDonald, 
Sir John Abbott, Sir John 
Thompson, Alexander Mac- 
Kenzie, George Brown, Sir 

i Wilfrid Laurier. Against Re- 
ciprocity : R. L. Borden, Clif- 
ford Sifton, G. E. Foster, F. 
D. Monk, 

j M'obéré were the Conser. 
, vative Empire savers when 
the Imperial Preference was 
adopted? 

! # # • 

I Where were they when the 
''Preference was increased? 

j Where were they when Im- 
‘ perial Penny Postage was in- 
augurated? 

|, Where were they when the 
j fast steamship lines were put 
into service? 

Where were they when the 
Canadian Navy was etablisli- 
ed along lines laid down by 
the British Admiralty? 

“I have tried to be fair, to 
do my duty as I saw the light, 
and to make the citizens of 
Canada a united people, pros- 
perous. and at peace. Is it 
not true that during the past 
fifteen years there has been a 
greater measure of peace, ' 

I greater prosperity, and great- 
■ er happiness? I have tried to 
give the workingman and the 
farmer ihe greatest possible 
advantages, and with this re« 
ciprocal measure, which is so 
dear to my heart, I hope to 
give them greater prosperity” 
Sir Wilfrid-Laurier. 

The combines which desire 
to control both buying and 
selling prices are against re- 
ciprocity, because it means an 
end to 120 per cent dividends. 

American farmers’ organiz- 
ations are against it because 
it means sharing the American 
market, the best in the woi Id, 
with the Canadian farmer. 

The position of these two 
other interests affords ample 
reason for explaining why the 
Canadian farmer is for the 
agreement? 

United States 
, “ ^Say to tbe General Assemblies, 

and through them to the people of 
Scotland, that no desire of my life is 
more sincere or more resolute than 
that the two great sections of thcEng- 
lish-speaking race should join in a 
treaty of unrestricted and unlimited 
arbitration which would make war 
between them forever impossible, and 
put even the thoi^ght of war out of 
the question. 

“ ‘Say that in my most deliberate 
judgment, no question, either of na- 
tional honor, or of national interest, 
can ever arise between the Mother 
Country and the ufcited States, which 
may not with dignity, and with just- 
ice be left to independent judicial ar- 
bitration and not to war. 

“ ‘Say, too, that it is our strong 
desire that Canada should continue to 
prosper and to grow as a strong and 
powerful nation, flying the British flag 
on the northern half of the continent, 
and sharing with the United States 
responsibility for North America civi- 
lization, and for the obligation which 
America owes to tne world. And as- 
sure them that it is my confident hope 
that the proposed -treaty betweenGreat 
Britain and the United States will not 
only promote the well-being of the 
English-speaking race, but will pre- 
pare the way for wider peaceful rela- 
tions among the nations ; lift from the 
people something of the intolerable 

[ burdens of armaments, and bring with 
I in sight the days K>retold by the pro- 
■ phets and preachers of the Church, 
1 “when nation shall not lift up sword 
I against nation neither shall they learn 

On tbe other hand there is a market 
at Ontario’s door which has enormous 
ly increased in importance of* late 
year», and which promises still great- 
er expansion in future. That market is 
found in the Eastern and border States 
that will be opened to the Ontario pro- 
ducer when reciprocity is approved on 
the 21st. 

These .states are to-day on quit© as 
much an importing basis as is Great 
Britain itself. They, like the British 
Isles, draw a larg-e portion of their 
supplies of foodstuffs from point» be 
yond their borders. The only difference 
in the two case® is that whereas Great 
Britain draws; her supplies from 
points beyond the seas these' import- 
ing nearby states draw the major part 
of their import requirements from 
states within the territorial jurisdic- { 
tion of the United States. 

While the British market, a® already 
stated, has fairly well reached its limit 
this nearby market is growing in im- ' 
portance from year to year. Since the j 
time when Sir Jo’hn Macdo'nald mad© ' 
his offer of free trade with the United 
States, in 1879, in agricultural pro- 
ducts, the population of the border 

states alone has increased by 9,000,- 
000. Mo»t of that increase has been 
among consumers of foodstuff#. In 
twenty years the percentage of people 
living in surban communHies in Con- 
necticut ha# increased from 83^ per 
rent, to 90 per cent., and in New Eng- 
land as a whole fro-m lees than 76 per 
cent, to over S3 per cent. 

Tt is probably within the mark to 
say that these border and Eastern 
States import from other states more 
foodstuffs for the I use of their people 
than are imported from abroad into 
Great Britain itself. If this ie not th# 
case to-day it certainly will be in th# 
near future. 

Moreover this marloet, which may 
be opened by the adoption of r#- 
cirpocity, lies right at the door of On- 
tario farmers. In many cases along th# 
frontier farms on the Ontario side run 
right down to the water front, while 
on the other side are great bodies of 
consumer# ready and anions to pay 
better prices Ilian are at present re- 
ceived by Ontario farmers now for* the 
fruits of Ontario soil. 

Even in the face of a tariff wall 
farmers in this province are able to 
compete with the farmers of the West- 
ern states in this near-by American 
market. With the removal of the tariff 
wall which ob^afructs traffic, our farm- 
ers ought, with distance in their favor 
as it is, to absolutely command the 
market of the Eastern States. With 
that tariff wall down exporte of food- 
stuffs from Canada to the United 
States would in a few years exceed 
the total consumption of Canadian 
food stuffs in the home and British 
markets combined. 

war anv more. 

Hi A NIW POLICY' 
The Winnipeg Free Press is doing I 

good service in behalf of reciprocity. ’ 
In its issue of Thursday last it gave ! 
an interesting description of the ‘ 

' agreement which is now being sub- I • ^ 
' mitted to the Canadian electorsi Tn, | .jvjH object to having to 
■ part the Free Prea« said : / p^y products of the soil 

“The reciprocity agreement with the whole cost of bonusing all other in- 
the United States, so far from be- dustries. There is a certain force in 
ing the introduction of a new polic^ this reasoning. It is well known that 
which is inimical to British Inter- it is,almost impossible to protect the 
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[Wliat the Agreement Between Cnnniin 
and the United States Saysi 

^ It is distinctly understood that we do not attempt to bind for 
4 tlie future, tlie action of the United States Congress or the Parlia- 
X ment of Canada, but that each of these authorities shall be abso- 4 lutely free to make any change of tariff policy or of any other mat- 
X ter covered by the present arrangement that may be deemed exped- 
X lent. We look for the continuance of the arrangement, not because 
X. either party is bound to it, but because of our confliction that the 
4 more liberal trade policy thus to be established will be viewed by 4 the people of the United States and Canada as one which will 
X strengthen the friendly relations now happily preva,Iing and promote 
X the commercial interests of both countries.” 

ests, can be shown to be. 
“I.—The fulfilment of the tra- 

ditional policy of both Canadian 
political parties. 

“2.—Almost identical with the re- 
ciprocity offer made in the United 
States by Sir John A. Macdonald in 
1879, and kept standing on the sta- 
tute books of t.'anada during his 
term as Premier. 

“3.—Substantially the same bar- 
gain which the (government of Sir 
John Macdonald tried to make with 
the United States Government in 
1891, arfft fo#.^ which he secured the 
approval of the people of Canada at 
the general elections in March of 
that year. '• 

“4.—In sympathy with the British 
fiscal policy whicn has boon steadily 

farmer. The prices of most of his 
product.s are determined in overseas 
markets, and no protection can in- 
crease these. The small sop that has 
been fed to him to keep him from 
growling at having to pay everybody 
else’s bonuses, he is about to lose, 
while gaining the ïar greater benefit to 
him of having the United States mar- 
ket opened to him. He will no Iot»ger 
bé deceived by thinking he has at least 
a finger in his own pie while 'others 
are devouring it. He will want more 
free trade, not witti the United States 

j especially, as Mr. Sifton and all tbe 
rest so very falsely put it,'but espe- 
cially with Great Britain. His next 
move will be for an'increase' of thé 
British preference. The reason why 
Mr. Sifton and others interested in 

supported by the electors of Great protection are so determined to throt' 
...Britain Whenever challenged; and 

“5.—An arrangement which has 
met with the warmest commenda- 
tion of the leading and dominant 

statesmen of Great Britain at the 
present time. 

“What Canadians of all political 
parties once ar«.*ently de.sired reci- 
procity with the Fnited States is 
no longer denied. As the Loudon 
Spectator, a Unionist paper, says : 
“The truth is Inat for more than 
half a century the thought of reci- 
procity has never been absent from 
the minds of Canadians. 

“Such a )*eciprocity agreement 

tie I.iberty in its cradle is because 
they see that, after all this anti- 
American imperialism of theirs, they 
will have little to answer such a de- 
mand on behalf of the British trade.” 

A Clear Cut Issue. 
If ever there was an election in 

Canada in which the Priyileged Few 
'stood on one side and the Unprivileged 
Many on the other, surely this is that 
one. ^ 

The men who form the backbone of 
the anti-reciprocity forces are the 
packers with their 50 per cent, divi- 
dends ; the maltsters who have been 
buying Canadian barley at an .aver- 
age of 19c. below Buffalo prices, and 
financiers and prbmoters who have be- 
come millionaires by the floating of 
mergers which tTie present system 
renders possible. On the other aide is 
the great mass of unorganized farmers 
who are asking »»rnp7y that they be 
allowed to sell certain of their pro- 
ducts in what, but for an artificial 
barrier, to be removed under recipro- 
city, would be for them the highest 
market in the world. 

Surely, with the rssue so plain, with 
the reason for the opposition so mani- 
fest, no farmer can doubt on which 
side his ballot should be cast. 

THE WRONG HEN HAICH- 
tU OUT THE CHICKS 

Speaking at a T.iberal meeting in 
, 11 . . ioE< an Ontario rural constitueuOy Lhe was actuallv in *j>»>eration Irom lool f ^ ir o. o x- i -n 

to 1S66. men the United States I 
Government announced . . ; ronto business man, hit the nail on 

tion to repeal it, the Goverument 
of Sir John Macdonald appealed to 
the British Government "to ;ivert 
what would be regarded as a great 
calamity.’ ” 

1 HI ni 
Mr.Sifion, ^he land robber according 

Aihes, who n year or two ago 
travelled the country with a stereopti- 
con to show how the Fuberals were 
wasting our western wealth, especial- 
ly the wicked Sifton, a man who had 
grown rich by land deals by which the 
settler was plundered — this same 
plundering Mr. Sifton has again dis- 
cussed reciprocity. In so doing he 
has made a clean breast of his reason 
for opposing it. That reason is, that 
the country will certainly not be sat- 
isfied with the instalment of free trade 
but, having tasted it, will, like Oliver 
TSvist, want more. And, what is 
more, he is certain that the farmers 
will demand it till they get it. The 
only way to kill the Free Trade 
monster is to throttle it now in its in- 
fancy. It is now or never. The Con- 
servatives have risked their very ex- 
istence as a party this time in cham- 
pioning the cause of the manufacturers 
If they fail this time the manufactur- 
ers may count upon it that they will 
never do so again. Here is a pretty 
powerful plea to those interested to 
‘shell out.’ If Mr.Sifton can help it the 
farmers are not to have free exchange, 
and the United States markets, be- 
cause, if they get these, their own lit- 
tle modicum of protection will dSsap- 

by saying, 
‘that the wrong hen hatched out the 
‘chicks.’ It is worth reading over a 
second time, and suggests this '.{ues- 
tion : ' Suppose Mr. Fielding had re- 
ported to the House of Commons the 

. overtures from IVashiugton and had 
' ended by saying, ‘Those overtures the 
‘government refused to entertain.’ 
Would Mr. Borden and those behind 
him have risen and approved tbe 
course of iho governmeutl or wouia 
they have declared that the greatest 
trade opportunity in the history of 
Canada had been thrown away ? The 
answer is not diriicult. Even as re- 
cently as December 13 last the Op- 
position in I’arliament were dem-and- 
fng of. the go\ernmeut new markets. 
On that <lay the spokesman was Mr. 
W*. H. Sharpe, Conservative M.F. for 
I.isgar, Man., amt his demand was 
for new markets for live stock. On 
April 15, I9lb, iVir. *1. E. Armstrong, 
C'onservative M.P. for Lambton, Out., 
had this to say : ‘What has the min- 
‘ister done in regard to opening up 
‘markets ? The great boast and cry 
‘of the men leading the Liberal party 
/previous to 1896 was : “Place us in 
‘ “power, and we will open up the 
‘ “markets of the world to the Cana- 
‘ “dian farmer ; we will obtain for you 
‘ “the great market of 80,000,000 peo- 
‘ “pie to the south.” Let them point 
‘to one market that they have opened 
‘up. They cannot do it, and they 
‘know it.’ Many more instances might 
be quoted. The policy of refusing to 
enter the United States market was 
framed after the Conservatives learn- 
ed that the Liberal Government had 
secured the entry to those markets. 
But that was because, to their mind, 
'the wrong hen hatched out the 
chicks.’ 

A Broad Policy 
“Victory is in the air, I feel 

the swing that makes it sure. fl am pretty old at the game. I 
have travelled o\'er the various 

^ provinces more than once, and, ■ 
to-day, I find such an enthuri- 

4 aim for the cause I represent 
X as I never found before. Not 
X that I want to boast. In this I 
^ am just the exponent of the 

thought and wishes of the peo- Îple of Canada. As your repre- 
sentative I have sought to com- 
bat alike the extremist of imper- 
ialism and the extremist of na- 
tionalism, and stand upon the 

T ' broad policy of Canadian citizen 
^ ship.”—Sir Wilfrid Laurier at 
^ London. 

If, with a trade of $40(t,000,000 be- 
tween Canada and the U. S., there are 
no annexationists in Canada, what in- 
crease in trade will be necessary to 
turn out even one in a population of 
eight millions ? Get out your pencil 
and do some figuring. 

, ' 

The Case in a Nutshell. 
I. Canada wants markets for 

her farm products, and the 
United States affords a 
most desirable one, as the 
evidence shows. 

II. All Canada's statesmen, ir- 
respective of party, have, 
up to within the last few 
months, unanimously desir- 
ed and sought for this > e- 
ciprocity. 

HI. The party out of power de- 
sires earnestly to get in ; 
and one small chance v nly 
seems open to them, and 
that is to derfeat, if L»»- 
sible, reciprocity. 



A Campaign 
Bubble Ex- 

John Angus McMillan was Not Conspicuous 
for His Silence in the Parliaments of Can- 
ada, as Can b® Seen by the Appended 
Extracts and Reports taken from the 
Daily Press 

Anytking to beat John Angus is being employed in the present election 
campaign and amont others, some fertile brain, conceived the bright ' idea, 
that because Johnnie Angus was not constantly airing his views in the 
•House on trivial matters that he might be termed a silent member. The 
idea caught the fancy of the McMartinites and in the Conservative page of 
The News a limited amount of space was placed at Mr. McMillan's disposal 
for the reproduction of speeches made, bills introduced, etc., by Glen- 
garry's former member. 

Mr. McMillan rightly ignored the invitation, but on Nomination Day, 
the course of his address, very effectively turned the tables on his oppon- 
ents. 

For the records of speeches, etc., delivered in the TiOcal Legislature, 
owing to there being no Hansard, one is compelled to depend entirely on 
the reports of the proceedings of that House as given in the provincial 
daily press. Before reproducing the appended extracts TAKFN FROM THE 
FILES OF THE OTTAWA FREE PRESS, it is but fair to Mr. McMillan 
to state that while he had prepared an exhaustive address on the Recipro- 
city question, through the premature dissohition of the House, he, with 
some sixty other Idberal members, was deprived of the opportunity of de- 
livering it. 

On the 28th March, 1906, the Ottawa Free Press contained a reference to 
a report niade by Mr. McMillan regarding the changing of the CountyCoun- 
cile' elective system in which that gentleman declared that the system then 
m vogue was entirely satisfactory to him and advanced reasons in support 
of his assertion. ' < ' , 

'In the same year and at the same session, Mr. Lucas, M.P.P., introduc- 
ed a bill the object of which in _brief was the Prohibiting of the Drawing of 
Agreements by Agricultural Implements''and Similar (Companies. On Thurs- 
day, April 5th, 1906, the Free Press of Ottawa contained the following con- 
densed report of Mr. McMillan's speeo h on that bill :— 

"Mr. J. A. McMillan, Glengarry, warmly supported the measure and saia 
the abuse was general. He had known cases in his own constituency where 
men had been sued, perhaps justly, and sued in Toronto notwithstanding 
that the Massey-Harris Company, had an office and manager . in Ottawa. 
Why not have sued in Ottawa ? The Sawyer, Massey Company in Glen- 
garry sold a thresïier to a farmer for $375, payable in four years. He was 
in good circumstances to pay for it. Becoming involved in litigation he 
wanted to mortgage his farm to raise some costs but found the firm had 
registered against it and to release it he had to pay for the thresher with- 
in a few months oi the time he got it instead of having time. Farmers were 
very much abused In this connection, perhaps not so much by agricultural 
nnplemeUt firms as by people who jumped into the country for a few days 
and sold goods oh and under misrepresentations. Farmers pay rather than 
face a suit 300 or 400 miles away. Another case mentioned by Mr. McMil- 
lan was that where, a short time .igo, a .Montreal man got some Glengarry 
timers to sigfn a note for $11,000. He transferred this to a - Stratford 
man who sued the farmers, compelled them to travel to Stratford at a cost- 
of about $300 for expenses alone and there secured a verdict from a friend- 
ly jury." ^ 

February 19th, 1907—Mr. McMillan, M.L.A., made an inquiry re the Ohar- 
lotte-Taylor prison labor contract. 

February 28th, 1907—Mr. J. A. McMillan, M.L.A., asked for and secured 
an order for the return of copies of correspondence relating to the manu- 
facture of wooden ware in the Central Prison. 

March 20th, 1907—Mr. J, A. McMillan, M.L.A., gave notice moving for 
a return of all corvespondonce between Nipissing Mine officials and officers of 
the Government. 

February 27th, 1908—Mr, McMillan, M.L.A., wished to know how many 
cases had been tried by Drainage Referee Henderson and what were the ex- 
penses. 

March 6th, 1908—Mr. McMillan, M.L.A., asked a question regarding 
Charles Bums, Homestead Inspector, Parry Sound. 

On April 2nd, 1908—Following upon his capable and vigorous fight for 
the rural and agricultural interests of Eastern Ontario in the Legislative 
Committee on Municipal Law, Mr. J. A. McMillan, M.Ii.A., yesterday .norn- 
ing, in the Municipal Committee, led in the championship of the Bill to 
have all drainage disputes heard and tried in the Town Hall of the Munici- 
pality where the drainage work under consideration is located. He vigor- 
ously pointed out that in the Eastern district it is very often necessary for 
the farmers and others interested to go to the expense and trouble of tra- 
velling 30 or 40 miles to the County Town to Drainage Trials. 

"In my own district,'* said Mr. McMillan, arguing the matter with Hon. 
W. J. Hanna, "where there is a union of counties. Glengarry, Stormont and 
Dundas, all our agriculturists are ebm polled to bring their disputes to the 
counties' town,, Cornwall, which is from 30 to 50 miles away from some 
of the Municipalities in Glengarry. It is a serious disadvantage and unfair 
to the farmers putting them to much unnecessary expense and trouble. I 
contend that provision should be made to try all these enrainage cases in the 
Municipality where the dispute arises-'* Mr. McMillan went on to cite in 
his home constituency where the travelling had been done at great incon- 
Twience and expense to the people interested and he urged the Government 
to accept the Bill, or consider the wisdom and advisability of making an 
amendment to the present Act dealing w th the matter. 

The Bill was not adopted by Hon. Mr. .Hanna, who stated he would give 
the facta, presented by Mr. McMillan for Government consideration. 

Where the Fermer Stands 
to Oain in Buying 

LWitü reciprocity in operation Canadian farmora will be eapeciallv 
nefitted in their buying, as well as in their selling. The duty on many 

articles, which farmers import from the United States will be reduced. 
The tax on waggons will be cut from 26 per cent, to 22^ per cent. 
On plows, from 20 per cent, to 15 per cent. 
On tooth and also harrows, ' from 20 per cent, ten 15 per cent. 
On binders, from 17^ per cent, to 16 per cent. 
On drills and planters, from 20 per cent, to 15 per cent. 
On mowers, from 17^ per cent, io T5 per cent. 
On horse rakes, from 20 per cent, to 15 per cent. 
On cultivators, from 20 per cent, to 15 per cent. ; 
On threshing machines, from 20 per cent, to 15 per cent. 
On windstackers, baggers, etc., from 20 per cent, to 15 per cent. 
On hay loaders, 25 per cent, to 20 per cent. ♦ 
On potato diggers, 25 per cent, to 20 per cent. 
Fodder or feed cutters, 25 oer cent to 20 per cent. 
Grain crushers, 25 per cent, to 20 per cent, 

h.; .'iFanninç mills, 25 per cent, to 20 per cent, 
tedders, 26 per cent, to 20 per cent. 
Rollers, 25 per cent, to 20 per cent. 

Sells and gongs, 30 per cent, to 2 7^ per cent. 

“There can be no question if this committee and the United 
States Congress want to do a thing that would benefit the Canadian 
farmer all they have got to do is to pass this reciprocity measure. 
. . . Upon the great commodities in the market centres you will 
find prices are considerably higher in this country (the United States) 
than they are In Canada.” — N.P. Hull, Master Michigan State 
Grange, before United States Senate in protest against reciprocitv. 
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POLITICAL NURSERY RHYMES FOR, JACK CANUCK 

Tkis Iltfcle pig- went to m&rket Tkis little pig- 6ta.yed home 

This ply yot butter ■■— This little pig* g"ot none 

~ (AND THIS ALLIES* TO “MANX'TINES OF NATURAL PROOtCTS ) 

IN ENGLISH IHTNORITV 
ON NECIPROGITV 

' Mr. Donald Macmaster is not the 
pnly English authority on Recipro- 
city by any means as Mr. Charles 
Hallett, financial secretary to the war 
office and former member of Parlia- 
ment for Portsmouth, England, speak- 
ing before the members of the British 
Association on September 5th, said, 
that he strongly approved the Cana- 
d an-American agreement and derided 
the suggestion that it would lead to 
annexation. Mr. Hallett stated that 
Canadian nationality "was far too 
great a living force to-day to be 
swallowed up by the UnitedStates." H« 
also maintained that if Great Britain 
attempted to interfere with the Can- 
adian arrangement the government 
would not only be violating one of the 
first maxims of the British Empire, 
namely, fiscal freedom for the self- 
governing dominions ; but it would be 
asking the greatest British Colony to 
turn her back on the greatest market 
in the world. The speaker also ar- 
gued that any thing which increased 
the national advancement of Canada 
would be a source of imperial 
strength. 

Mr. Macmaster !s, therefore, violat- 
ing one of the first principles of the 
British Government, according to the 
above, in coming over to this country 
as a British M. P., and interfering 
with its fiscal affairs, in denouncing 
Reciprocity. 

Conservatives are so convinced of 
the popularity of the reciprocity agree 
ment, that they are afraid to tell the 
people what it really is. 

I CAHS TRADE STILL I 
The near 'prospect of the com- ^ 

ing into force of the reciprocit 
agreement is evidently having < 
no effect in restricting Canada's '' 
trade. 

Another increase of over five , 
and one-half millions in the : 
total trade pf the Dominion was < 
registered last month. Imports ^ 
and exports for the month to- 

, tailed $67,151,284, an increase of ^ 
$5,694,714 as comparea with < 
July of last year. 

For the first four months of ■ 
the current fiscal year the total ‘ 
trade has been $249,031,772, an 
increase of $16,401,512 over the 
corresponding period of last 

' year. 
Imports have totalled $166,- 

967,^0, an increase of $13,646,- 
337. The Customs revenue for 
the four months has totalled 
$25,425,808, an increase of a 
little over three millions. 

REGIPROCITT AND 
ELECTIONS OF ISSl 

In 1891 the Liberals were prepared 
to go even farther in their offer of 
reciprocity. Sir John Macdonald, 
shrewd stateema'n, eaw that the 
movement in favor of better trade 
relations with the United States, was 
on the increase in Canada. He dis- 
solved Parliament in the spring of 
that year and consulted the people 
on the • advisability of instituting 
further negotiations with that coun- 
try for reciprocity in natural pro- 
ducts. He carried the country on 
that issue, and every Tory in Brosk- 
\*i!le vot^ for him at that time. 
Did you ask hin> to do something 
that you did not want him to do? 
When the House met Sir John plac- 
ed in tbs hands of the Governor- 
General the speech from the throne 
with a reference to these negotiations 
with the United States. "My advisers 
are pleased to inform you that they 
have been able to re-open negotia- 
tions with the United States' for the 
sake of securing better trade rela- 
tions and for the settlement of any 
other dilTerencee existing between the 
two eountJries. In the "hope"—I want 
you to note the expression "hope"— 
that these negotiations might be suc- 
cessful, he asked Parliament to ex- 
tend for a further period the modus 
vivendi covering these differences. A 

i feiiv weeks later Sir John Macdonald 
died, and I ask you fo note that 
these words of his constituted his 
'Tast will and teetament" on the 
subject of the trade policy of this 
oounfry. (Applause). He left the 
people of Canada this legacy, and 
you are heirs of that policy. Sir 
John Thompson was his ex ecu toe, 
and in that capacity re-affirmed 
that policy. (Hear, hear.) A new exe- 
cutor came in, however, in 1896. Tliat 
was Sir Wilfrid Laurier. (Applause.) 
He took up the exact policy of Sir 
John Macdonald, and ofter full con- 
sideration and discussion wdth his col- 
leagues, made a strong effort to carry 
it oiit. He has been endeavoring ever 
since to carry it out. But the man 
who should have been his executor, the 
leader of the Opposition, is going up 
and down this country confeeling the 
the "will" and trying to rob you, the 
Conservatives of the present day, of 
that property which was left to you. 
(Cheers.) 

Hay in Glengarr) 
There is a good deal of hay in the 

hands of the stout Tories of Glengarry 
county. A dealer in Glengarry coimfy 
recently offered to buy it at the mar- 
kiet price, adding that if reoiprority 
carried the price would go up and hs 
would then be prepared to pay as good 
rates as any other person buying in 
the district under the new conditional. 
The farmers of Glengarry have so much 
faith in the adoption of reciprocity, 
despite their own devotion to the 
Tory faith, that there is mighty little 
hay coming out of Glengarry now. 

TRYING TO DEIRRE 
THE WDRKIRGMIN 

The attempt to make the Canadian 
workingman believe that reciprocity 
would lessen employment, or lower 
wages, for him, has signally failed. 

It is futile to ask the men em- 
ployed in the factories of Brantford, 
or elsewhere, to believe that dire 
ruin threatens industries which are 
not touched in any way by reciprocity 
A nd this remark applies to the great 
majority of Canarlian industries. 

It is "futile to ask them to believs 
that the agricultural implement busi- 
ness, which stands almost alone with 
regard to lessened protection, is go- 
ing to suffer from a policy which pro- 
mises most beneficial results to the 
men who buy the goods—the farmers. 

It is futile to ask them to believe 
that the manufacturers in these lines 
expect anything else but benefit for 
themselves when they are seen in- 
creasing their capital, extending their 
plants, and employing hundreds of 
additional men. 

No, the scarecrow that the manu- 
facturers will suffer, or men be- 
thrown out of work, or wages lower- 
ed, has already been exposed. 

The one hope, then, of catching 
the workingman is to make him be- 
lieve that if the Canadian farmer 
sends more of his produce across 
.the line than he does at present, tae 
Canadian consumer will pay more 
for his table supplies than he does 
at present. 

This argument is both, misleading 
and fallacious. When there is a 
shortage in certain lines of agricul- 
tural produce in Canada, the admis- 
sion of American produce will bene- 
fit the consumer, who will also bene- 
fit at the seasons of the year when 
the United States farmer has the ad- 
vantage as to time of ripening, etc. 

But even if the Canadian farmer 
should get better prices, and he wül 
do so at times, why should he not 
be given the privilege which the 
workingman asks for himself, of sell- 
ing what, he has to offer îû the best 
market ? And if he benefits, ^ill not 
all Canada benefit ? Undoubtedly so. 

Then is it not likewise true that, 
in the very unlikely event of the 
price of living being increased, wages 
must of necessity be cotrespondingly 
increased, seeing that there must al- 
ways be a close relationship between 
the cost of living and what the work- 
ingman receives for his hire. 

The broad argument, however, in 
favor of rociprority from the work- 
ingman's point of view is ithat the 
manufacturer is not being hurt, and 
if the farmer is to be benefited both 
the manufacturer and the man whom 
he employs must also benefit.—Brant- 
ford Expositor. 

When Alexandrians are told that the 
reciprocity agreement will injure local 
industries, insist on knowing how and 
why. It does not admit the products 
of the factories duty free—it deals 
with natural products, so don't be 
hoodwinked. 

IN RCCKUSS COMPANY 

A Very Much Shorter 
Catechism on Reciprocity. 

Q. What is the meaning of the word reciprocity ? 
A. It means give and take on a basis of equality. 
Q. What does it mean as between nations ? 
A. It means the exchange of commodities on equal terma. 
Q. Wliat does it mean as between Canada and the United States in com 

nection with what is called the Fielding-Taft agreement ? 
A. It means a lowering in both countries of the tariff duties heretofova 

eoUected on many commo^ties, and the placing upon the free list of a large 
number of "natural products." 

Q. Have both countries made precisely the same reductions in the tariff 
rates? 

A. They have reduced the items in^ question to the same rate, but this 
has meant a much greater cut in the caao of the United States than Canada, 
Ijecause the American tariff rate was higher in nearly every instances. 

Q. How does the question of the agreement now stand in the United 
stateis ? 

A, It is no longer a question there. The reciprocity bill was passed by 
Congress and Senate by large majorities and was formally signed by Uie 
Fkesident on July 26. 

Q. How does, this q|uestion stand in Canada ? 
A. It is awaiting the ratification of the House of C<mimons. 
Q. Why has that ratification not been giv'en ? 
A. Because the Conservative party in the House have, by obstructive 

methods, prevented the question from coming to a vote. 
Q. Why has this been permitted by a Government which enjoyed a large 

majority in the chamber ? 
A. Because there is no provision in the rules of Parliament to enable tbs 

Government to prevent deliberate waste of time in this way, 
Q. What action has the Government taken in the matter ? 
A. It has dissolved the House, and brought on a general election. 
Q. What does this mean ? 
A, It means that the question of.accepting or rejecting the rpciprocify 

agieement is now up to the voters of Canada. 
Q. Reciprocity, then, is the chief issue to be discussed in the present 

campaign ? 
A. It is. It is practically the only issue. 
Q. Will the ditcussion proceed upon strictly party linee ? 
A. No; a great many Conservatives are in favor of the measure, and sona 

Liberals are against it, 
Q. What arguments are used by its opponents ? 
A. Chiefly two: (1) That reciproeity will lead to annexation, and 

(2) it will prove injurious to the business interests of Canada. 
Q. At to the first agrument, upon what basis does it rest ? 
A. On the basis that greater freedom of intercourse with our neighbori 

will tend to weaken onr allegiance to Great Britain. 
Q. Would this result be probable if that intercourse should prove ua* 

profitable, 
A. No. 1 

Q. Is it then, assumed by its opponents that reciprocity will prove pro- 
fitable to Canada ? 

A. No; quite the contraiy. 
Q. Do they allege that Canadians will be disposed towards annexation 

because they will find reciprocity unprofitable from a business standpoint Ï 
^ A. That is wFiat they seem to mean. 

Q. Is th© agreement in form a treaty for a specified term, which rnusK 
be adhered to whether profitable or not ? 

A. No; it is merely a mutual undeiratanding which either party is at UE>- 
erty to terminate at any time. 

Q. Why then, should Canadians think of annexation because, upon tri^, 
they were dissatisfied with reciprocity ? 

A. No reason can be given. If they did not like it, they could repeal it. 
Q. Why should they be disposed to ward annexation if the agreement prov- 

ed a great boon to their country ? 
A. Because annexation would give them American political institutions as 

well as the American market. 
Q. Do they prefer American institutions to their own 7 
A. Decidedly not. 
Q. Why do they change their minds ? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Whaf is the basis for the second argument, viz., that reciprocity will 

prove injurious to the business interests of Canada ? 
A. It 18 based on the assertion that the great increase in the importation 

of American goods will seriously injure our domestic manufacturing establish- 
ments. / 

Q. Does the reciprocity agreement piovide for a lowering of the Canadian 
tariff on manufactured goods ? 

A. No; excepting in the case of agricultural implements and prepared 
mea^. 

Q. Are these reductions» great ? 
A. No; very slight. 
Q. Are the establishments affected able to stand the reduction ? 
A. They make millicms of profits every year. 
Q. Is the reduction likely to hurt them at all ? 
A. No free acess to the American market will ’undoubtedly add to thrir 

busisees. 
Q. If general man^ifacturing establishments are’ not concerned in the pro- 

posed reductions of duty at all, why should they be disturbed ? 
A. Because they may fear that this slight taste of lower duties may lead 

to a demand for a general reduction of the tariff. 
Q. Can you reconcile this with the idea that the reciprocity agreemmii 

will prove an injury to the people of Canada Î 
A. No; the two ideas cannot be reconciled. 
Q. How will the reduction of duties or the putting of natural products on 

the free list affect wage-earners ? 
A. It will enable them to buy their foodstuff at a louver rate: in other 

words, it will reduce their cost of living. 
Q. Will not the farmers of Canada oHain higher prices in the home mar- 

ket than they now enjoy ? 
A. No; the free entry of American natural products will tend to lower 

prices. 
Q. Wherein, then, will the Canadian farmer benefit ? 
A. In the addition of another great market for his goods. 
Q. What matkets does he possess at present ? 
A. The home market in Canada, and the British market across the ocean. 
Q. Is an extenrive free list of natural products worth much to the Can- 

adian householder and the citizens in generEd ? 
A. It means simply an addition to the purchasing power of their wage*. 
Q. Have Canadian statesmen of the past taken the view that reciprocity 

in natural products with the United States would bo a good thing for Cana'- 
da ? 

A. They have; leaders of both parties have striven with all their’ migh'0 
to secure a reciprocity treaty, since the abrogation of the one which ceas- 
ed, in 1866. 

Q. Can you give the names of any of these statesmen ? 
A. Among Conservative leaders I would name Sir John A. Macdonald, 

Sir A. T. Galt, Sir John Thompson, Sir Charles Tupper and Sir Leonard 
Tilley. 

Q. Were any of these men çuspeoted of disloyalty to British institutions f 
A. No; they w«re all regarded os emdnwitly loyal. 
Q. Yet they strove to secure reciprocity with Hhe United States ? 
A. Yes; used every possible endeavor. 
Q. Was the Conservative party ini general favorable to such a meeisure ? 
A. Yes; Sir John A. Macdonald, as their leader, declared for "reciprocity 

of trade or reciprocity of tariffs," and th^ support him to a man. 
Q. If Sir John A. Macdonald were alive to-day and wished to vote înih© 

coming election consistently with hia party's record and his own oft-repeat- 
ed opinions on reciprocity, how would he cast his ballot ? • 

A. He would be obliged to vote for Laurier and Larger Markets ! 

J. W. Bengough. 

Comparison Io Live Stock 
Average price of export steer, in Toronto in the six years end- 

ing 1911....       J5.51 

Average price of prime steers in Buffàfo in the six years end- 
ing 1911     6.48 

Average price of hogs in Toronto in the six years ending 1911... 8.48 
Average price of hogs in Buffalo in the six years ending 1911... 7'.35 


