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British puhlu. and not for the benent of | Last year, under the benign influences cf

Canadian farmers? Then our friends oppo- ,
site and their policy will be wiped out, and
they will find just where their arguments
have landed them.

But, Sir, hon. gentlemen opposito are never
tired tellm" us about the effeet of the Na-
tioal Pohc_v in l_unldmrr up our industries.
Now, I do not propose to deai with the broad
statements about what has been done. 1
think it is wiscr to start the machine, and see
how it operates. where you know the facts.
These gentlemen forget, when they make
these statements, that there were active, ¢n-
ergetie. and successful manufacturing indus-
tries in Canada long before the National
Policy was inaugurated. Sir, 1 remember
in my own town that in 1873. just at the
time the Mackenzie Government was called
to take power. we had a cotton mill, one of
the earliest cotton mills started in this Deo-
minion. It had been operated since 1839,
and it had gradually grown up and develop-
el with the country. - At that time., the
former proprietor died, and it was deemed
necessary to enlarge the enterprise, and the
public were appealed to take stock in if.
The stock was extended then to $400.000 ;
and this is the statement that was made as
1o tie result of the operation of that cotton
mill in previous years :

The mills, with their pxesent capacity, are now
earuning upwards of 1215 per cent, or more than
§ per cent upon the proposed capital of $400,000.

That was in 1873, under a 15 and a 17% per
cent tariff. Well, Sir. the National Policy
came into operation, and what is the result
to-day ? That cotton mill has been closed
for several years, the $400,000 capital has
been dissipated. and not one dollar of it has
been returned to the original investors. 'L'o-
day. the men who, on the faith of the
National Policy, and the development con-
nected with it, invested their little sav-
ings in that town in building little homes
for their future comfort. have had to sell
these at a sacrifice, and, in the majority of
cases, have left the country to secure em-
ployment and earn a livelihood for them-
selves and their families. ‘wWhat was the
position of the Ontario Cotton Miil at Ham-
ilton 7 1 speak of what I know. A friend
of mine. a gentleman that I know person-
‘ally. lost §20,600 in that venture out of $30,-
000 he mveﬁod. and he was only one man.
Another gentleman -that I know had a
couple of thousand dollars in another mill.
We have heard a good deal about what
these mills are doing ror the employment
of operatives. If you go back to the census
of 1891, you will find there is a cotton mill
in a town about twenty or thirty miles west
of where I live, which is returned as em-
ploying 180 hands, and as paying out $42.-
000 a year in.wages. When you divide that
up amongst the hands, it comes to the mag-
nificent figures of $4.25 each, per week.
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| the National Policy, even that pittance of
wages was twice reduced under the Dbless-
ings of the administmtion of this cotron
ring that now controls that mill. Do you
call that a blessing to the operatives of
Canada ? Is that the way the National Pol-
icy was to give employment and develop the
country ? In the same town there is a wincey
mill that figures in the census of 1891 as
employing 100 hands and paymg in wages,

$20.000. It has been standing idle, and is
closed. The $20,000 is no longer paid. and

the operatives are scattered to find a living
as best they can. But this mill figures
regularly in the returns of the industries
that the National P'olicy has brought into
existence. Now, let me draw your atren-
tion to another result of the National rolicy,

as applied to the cotton industry. Our
cotton' mills in Dundas, so far as iy
recollection  goes, went under the control
of the Dominion Cotton Company., aul
I think their annual report of 1wo
years ago shows that the company con-
ftrolled  ten mills,  seattered throwghio:at
this Dominion. What is i1he effeet of

that centralization of the cotton industries
on the operatives in these various mills » I
can speak again from personal observation.
One mill, after running four days in the
week for two or three years, finally ceased
to run altogether, under the blessings of the
National Policy. the operatives had to seek
employment elsewhere, and they went to
another mill under the control of this com-
pany. They left their families in their little
homes in my town and went there to work.
They tried it for a month or two, and what
was the statement they made ? They said,
the wages are so miserably low that by the
time w¢g have paid for board, we have no-
thing left with which to maintain our fami-
lies away from us, and to meet the inecreaszeil
cost due to the different members of 1l
family not living in one household. ‘What
became of them ? They had eitlier to ac-
cept the pittance offered, or to take the other
alternative and leave this country and go
to a foreign land to earn the bread thut
the National Policy denied them. What has
been the result as applied to the Dominion
Cotton Company ? They simply closed down
the mills and regulated the output accorid-
ing tc the consumption. But they exercised
mighty good care to have the benefit of the
full protection that the XNational Tolicy
give them. What is the amount of their
last dividend ? Here is a quotation from
one of the Montreal papels 01 only last
month @

In spite ot the bad year, the Dominion Cotton
Company has earned $320,000. or 103, per cent
ncarly, on their full capital of $3,000,000. YWh-~n
it is remembered that at least half of this capital
is watersd, the actual earnings are very large.

And that amount is wi'uug out of the opera-
tives because they simply have to take the



