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HARVESTER COMBINE.

II.—The Manufacturers’ Viewpoint.

By PHIL. GODFREY.

‘TaEe farm implement manuiacturers of New Zealand
have for many years mawmtamed a satisfactory
business record 1n their dealings with the farmng
community ; and 1t 18 probably due to the eternal
unfitness of some things that the mutual Denefit
resultmg to both parties should have recently
been threatened with extmction. This unfitness
becomes an ugly contretemps when held to be
analagous to the operations of the Harvester {om-
bite m our nudst, and the local manufacturers
in justice to themselves and thewr patrons, have
lately put their case before the country i a clear
and  succint manner. They have endeavoured
to mvoke the co-operation of the farmer, in orde
that combined advances might prove the ultimate
means of checkmg, if not of eradicating, the Com-
bine’s mroads on an mmportant colomial industry.
So far, this justifiable move has not been produc-
tive of as general and spontaneous an understand-
mg as was at first expected by the people who
were far-seeing enough to take the imtmative.
Nevertheless, both manufacturers and farmers
met a few days ago m Chnstchurch, and they dis-
cussed the question with a degree of finality to
their deliberations sufficient to mduce the Govern-
ment to acknowledge that emergency legislation
would be necessary mn event of the Combme becor-
ing unduly arbitrary 1n 1ts operations.

This was, of course, non-commutting and placatory
encugh on the part of a paternal legislature, w hich
goes slowly m so-called party matters, but the
provision, we must admit, savours too much
of copmg with an 1mprobable contingency,
instead of dealing with the instant 1mposi-
tion of duty as the only protection aganst
the ‘Trust. However, 1t 15 well to note
that the manufacturers place every confidence 1u
the Government, and that when the hme arrives
they will, with the farmers supportmg them, derive
the maxmmum protection for a trade which must
certainly rank in the forefront of coleiual enterprise.

To prove that our manwfacturers have no wish
to mcrease prices 1t has only to be stated that they
do not ask for the levying of duiy on those mmple-
ments which cannot be manufactured in the colony,
viz '— harvesters, hay-making machmery, traction
and oil engines, dawry machmery, and mmplements
such as small plonghs and cultivators, upon which
any duty would necessarly raise the price; but
they merely move for assistance to protect those
machines which they have brought to their present
pitch of perfection, iz .- ploughs, tine and disc
harrows, cultivators, drills, rollers, chaff-cutters,
and seed-cleaners, and on these they stipulate
for protection when they reduce therr prices.

Thus, for every £1 reduction on a price the manu-
facturers claim that there should be a correspond-
ing imposition of £4 duty, except in the case of
implements and machmery which are the products
of the United Kingdom. This latter condition,
15, of course, a further guarantee of fair dealing,
and British machmes would, consequently, be
admitted free as at present.

Then again, the manufacturers are perfectly
willing to standardise thew machmes, so that any
alteration of quahty could be readily detected.
I, under these circumstances, the manufacturers
did not keep faith with the consumers then the law
of the land could be amended to meet the dis-
abilities of the question ; but the whole subject of
patriotic-cum-economic consideration 15 so wrapped
up 1n the mutnal agreement of manufacturers and
farmers, that any departure from strctly fair
practice on thewr respective parts would undoubted-
Iy give the Harvester Combme the advantage t
can never otherwise obtam.

Tt is, then, little to be marvelled at that the
manufacturers tecently invited the co-operation
of the farmers in order to deal summartly with
what 15 unquestionably to be the topic of the hour
ere another session commences, To the farmers
of New Zealand they addressed themselves in the
following unmistakable terms, viz -—

We ask your support on the following grounds :—

You prevent the possibility of a foreign monopoly

taking the place of the present colowial com-
petition.

You will secuie an tinneduale
pirce of volonal 1mpleinents
You will secuve better machinery because colonial
miakers will secure some of the tiade now done

by the foreigners.

Cwing to the vicrease i the nuwmber of men em-
ployed you will secuve an enlarged local demand
for your producis.

Less money will be spent on canvassers and shorve
on the vmplemient itself.

veduction it the

In consuwleration of this support’s forthcoming
it must be distmetly understood that the manu-
facturers’ smodus vivend: would bz as follows —

i. All harvesting, hay, threshing and dawy

machizery to be free, as now,

2. All agnicultural machmery from England to

be free.

3. Machmery used by small farmers, that woulkl

be likely to be raised m price, to be free.

4. Duties only to be placed on the kimnds of
implements which colonial makers have worked
up to suit colomal requirements, and on these
only when prices have been reduced.

. No alteration m price would at any time be
eftected umless 1t carried a compensating
consuleration for the farmer.
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A fear has been expressed by many farmers that,
1f the leech-like Combme were mteriered with, 1t
might create difficulties by refusing to supply those
machines which are popularly supposed to be made
only by the International Harvester Company.
But such a contingency 1s the last thing to occur
when 1t 1s remembered that in reapers and binders—
the so-called speciahity of the Trust—the farmer can
have alternative access to one of the finest machmes
in the world, viz — the “ Hornsby.” This machine
has an extremely good record m England and
Australia for durability and hghtness of draught,
and the recent exhibits of harvesting machinery
at the Christchurch show would have been lacking
m comprehensiveness had two fine ‘° Hornsby "
harvesters not been there to represent British
workmanship and industrial advance.

In conclusion we require to place on record the
fact that the farmer and manufacturer, if left
quietly to their own common spheres of buyer and
geller, will work out the disposal of monopoly m
good time. In past vears the two parties have
got on well together, giving and taking in many
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thmgs; and 1t 18 not now to be supposed that an-
arbitrary action on the part of one will upset the
good feeling that has before existed, but rather let
us helieve that thewr careful weighing of the pros
and cons of the subject will tend all the more to a
firme1 cementing of mdividual interests when the
tinz arrives for concerted action.

CONGRATULATORY,

The Editor has pleasure in acknowledging
receipt of the followmg letters from advertisers
and subscribers, and each 15 eloquent testunony
of the merits of this paper.

Froum Messrs. J. W. Wairace & Co., agents
Acme Gas & Oil Engines, Wellington . —" We
must express our pleasure at the excellent manner
m which Procress 1s got up. The printing,
iustrating and general arrangement of the paper
are equal to the best of British pubhcations.”

From Mg, RownarLD S. BabGER, Advertising,
Christchurch —* T must comphment you heart:ly
on the settmg, and also upen the general get-up
of your paper. More than that, I can already
testify to 1ts value m getting amongst the right
class of people, for I recerved an enquiry from
Auckland within four days of publication.”

From Mg, N. ANDREW, agent Camphell Gas & Oil
Engmes, Wanganui:—" 1 have pleasure in con-
gratulating you on the excellence of your first
number,”

FroM AMERICAN SCHOOL OF CORRESPONDENCE 1 —

We are in receipt of the first copy of PROGRESS,
and have to congratulate you on the excellence of
the publication.”

From Mr. HoracE A. Fry, Riwaka :—*' I am so
pleased with the articles in ProGress that I will
immediately fill in the order form and forward
with 5/~ for one year's subscription.”

From Mr. A. O. Sacsse, C.E., Melbourne :—
“ 1 like your journal very much, and the matter s
highly mteresting."”

From Mg. Frawcis H. Snow, Adelaide :—* I con-
gratulate you upon your progressive enterprise,
and wish yvou every success from first 1ssue.”

FroM AUSTRALIAN MANUFACTURING & Im-
rorTING Co0., Sydney :—'' ProGRESs exceeds our
anticipations, and we take this opportunity of
congratulatmg you upon the undoubted merrt of
your paper.”

Frowm Miss B. J. Mouar, Patentee, Sonuth Dun-
edin —'" I must compliment you on PROGRESS.
1t 18 a most creditable production.”

From Mr. C. Bristow, Christchurch (a well-
lnown mventor) '—*‘ Enclosed 18 my subscription
to ProgreEss, [ was exceedingly pleased with the
first number which 1 found most nteresting and
instructive.”

Froum Mr. T. Tavior, Surveyor, Pahiatua:—
“1 am very pleased with the first number of
ProGRESS ; three of my friends have become sub-
scribers.”

THE water power now running to waste at the
Victoria Falls, on the Zambesi River, is estimated
at 25,000,000 horse power, or five times that of
Niagara.
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