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British public, and not for the benefit of Last year, under he beuigu influencs cf
Cauadian farmers? Then ou Ifriends oppo-theINational Policy. even that pittance of
site and their policy will be wiped out, and wages was twice reduced, under the bless-
they will lind just w-here their arguments iugs of the administration of this Cottail
have landed theim. ring that nom- controis that iii.D1) you

But, Sir, hon. gentlemen opposite are neverieau that a biessing to the operatives >f
tired telling us about le effect of the Na- Canada ? Is that the way Ile National [ol-
tioal Policy in buikling up our industries. icy was to give employmeut andideveiop the
Now. I do iot propose to deail with the broadiCountry? Ilu hè same town there is a winev

ts about vliat ltas been don.e Nmiii that figures ic te that of 191 as
tlink it is wiser tstart the mawiaswe, and sieedfucdloying 100 bauds an nepayg ie blwess
110v it 0pe1l(e. w1lieve yoiilow the fctts in0 o000. It bas eenstading ilo, dottis
The-se genticee forget. whemliey in rgake tlosea. Tne $20.000 no longer paist. :1ndo
tlhes*Žstatemlients. fiat active, n- theopratives are seittege(l to fiidriaivio

cuei.ai lsulecessfiu l îaufcu ingils- as best tliey eau. But this 11111i figur1es
tries iu CC aa Itahtaeongwabeforeytte National Pl

I'oley as naugra ed.Sir.I rmemer tat Ue ational Poliey lias brouglît ilitc

icy was to give emplymentandevep th

ii y own town fitiluinS:. ju.stc at utrexiystence. Now altIme t reyoi ate-
tatme tse akuazie (aoverment oasnealled tion to anothrresuit of the National 18i1 as
te tahe po-er. Mwe 1 '11a vottoii mili. one of as dappiiedl to the' cotton ind(uxtry. 4 uIr
tie eitiest sottoii sill st.arteine this Do- eoyn1ilis lu unds so fir was ,
hnlulo. It lad beem operated siwoce fats5 20. Iretolleo has beenitanderl. an i
aihl it gad raduaolyrgeowhn hup and deveop- os t he Domnion CottonCompani. and
Pcy wit tneaougtryte. At that imeme tha think their anial report of t io
former proprietor ied. ait was eeniedti tears ago shows ult tthe Nompal riCon-
etessa 1oenlarge the eoterprise, oad t e troiof d til milis. sitt e t,-e (1

pulilic were alppaled to take stock in it.
The stock was extended then to $400.000
and thtis is the statement that w-as made as
to the result of the operation of that cotton
mill in previous yars:

The mills, with their present capacîty, are now
earning upwards of 12%" per cent, or more than
S per cent upon the proposed capital of $400,000.

That was i 1873. under a 15 and a 17½ per
cent tariff. Well. Sir. the National Policy-
came into operation, and what is the result
to-day ? That cotton mii has been closed
for several yeears, th $400,000 capital bas
been dissipated. and not one dollar of it lias
been returned to the original investors. T'o-
day. the men who, on the faith of the
National Policy, and the developient con-
necteid with it. invested their little sav-
ings in that to-wn in building little aimes
for their future comfort. bave had to sell
these at a sacrifice. and, in the muîajority of
cases, have left the country to secure em-
ploynent and earn a livelihood foi' then-
selves and their families. What was the
position of the Ontario Cotton Mill at Hai-
ilton ? I speak of what I kiow. A friend
of mine. a gentleman that I know person-
ally. lost $20,000 in that venture out of $30,-
000 he invested. and he was onmly one mai.
Another gentleman ·that I know had a
couple of thonsand dollars l another miii.
We have heard a good deal about whrt
these mills are doing ror the eimployment
of operatives. If you go back to the census
of 1891. you will find there is a cotton miiill
in a town about twenty or tlirty miles west
of where I live, which is returned as em-
ploying 180 bands, and as paying out $42.-
00(0 a year in. wages. When you divide that
up amongst the hands, it comnes to thime îag-
nileent figures of $4.25 each, per week.

Mr. BAix (Wentworth).

tlis Domini>n. Whlîat is hlie effect ef
that centralization of the cotton industries
on the operatives in these various inills ? I
can speak again froni personal observation.
One miill, after running four days in the
week for two or three years, finally eeased
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 coin-
pany. They left their families in their little
homes ini my town and went there to work.
They tried it for a month or two. and what
-- as the statement they made ? They said,
the wages are so miserably low that by the
lime we alve paid for board, we have no-
ihing left with which to maintain our famîîi-
lies away fron us, and to meet the increase;l
cost due to the different members of t1h-
family not living in one household. What
becaie of theni ? They had either to ac-
cept the pittance offered, or to take the othetr
alternative and leave this country ani go)
to a foreign land to earn the bread that
Ihe National Policy denied them. What has
been the result as applied to the Dominion
Cotton Conpany ? They simply closed down
the mills and regulated the output accord-
ing te the consumption. But they exercised
mighty good care to have the benefit of the
full protection that the National Poliev
gtive themu. What is the amount of thelir
last dividend ? Here is a quotation fromli
one of the Montreal. papers of only last
month :

In spite of the bad year, the Dominion Cotton
Company bas earned $320,000. or 10% per cent
nEarly, on their full capital of $3,000,000. When
it is remembered that at least half of this capital
is watered, the actual earnings are very large.
-And that aniount is wrung out of the opera-
tives because they simply have to take the
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