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26] THE SLAVE OF THE FARM

quite innocent of course of the nature of such things—despite
which the Companies involved used every means, outside re-
course to law, to compel the slaves to retain and *‘pay”’ for them,
even going to the trouble of ferreting amongst the neighbors for
any weak spot in the honesty or industry of those whom they had
ensnared and this with the full knowledge of the condition of the
machines in dispute.

Mr. P. P. Woodbridge, general secretary of the U. F. A.,
and a most enthusiastic supporter of the Capitalist Class, is never-
theless compelled to substantiate the above in his yearly report
before the Calgary convention in 1916. He cites the case of
two farmers who, to quote one of them, “‘would certainly have
been ruined’’ had not the organization fought the matter out for
them. One victim “In July, 1914............ purchased a
steam threshing outfit from a certain implement company, which,
however, failed to give satisfaction, and in fact WAS UNFIT
FOR USE, and after prolonged negotiations, the machine was
eventually removed by the company, who, however, FAILED
TO RETURN THE MORTGAGE PAPERS AND
NOTES WITH WHICH AS USUAL the purchaser had
burdened his land.”

It should be pointed out, however, that these cases occurred
in Saskatchewan, and not under the jurisdiction of the Farm Ma-
chinery Act.

It was felt that the one party of exploiters were “‘comin’ it
a bit thick,” and that some measure of protection for the animal
who produced was necessary else he was in danger of being ex-
tinguished altogether. A most shocking thing to contemplate,
from the view point of the other two, who kept no collectors, but
were acutely aware of the economic truth that vacant, unworked
land was worse than useless to those who looked for interest on
Capital, and that profit grew not upon trees, like pears.




