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Veneris, 15° die Maii, 1857.

Ordered, TraT a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the circumstances con-
nected with the Eul?loyment of Women and Young Persons in the Bleaching and Dyeing
Establishments in England, Scotland and Ireland, and to consider how far it may be neces-
sary or expedient to extend to those Establishments Provisions regulating such Employment ;,
and to report their Observations thereupon to The House.

Lune, 18° die Maii, 1857.

r

Committee nominated of—

Myx. Butt. M. Clark.
Lord John Manners. Mr, Cheethams.
Viscount Goderich. Lord Naas.
Mr. Kirk. Mr. Cobbett.
Mr. Baxter. Mr. Wise.

Mr. Massey. - Mr. Turner.
Mr. Fergus. R - Mr. Packe..

Ordered, TaaT the Committee have Power 1o send for Persons, Papers and Records.

Ordered, Taar Five be the Quorum of the Committee.

Mercurii, 20° die Maii, 1857.

Ordered, Taat Mr. Davison be added to the Committee.

' Joute, 25° die Junii, 1857 -

Ordered, Taat Viscount Goderich be discharged from further attendance, and that
Mr. Crook be added thereto.

Ordered, TaaT Mr. Fergus be discharged from further attendance, and that Mr. Dalgleish
be added thereto.

Lune, 6° die Julis, 1857.

Ordered, TaaT the Committee have power to report the Minutes of Evidence taken
before them, from time to time to The House.




FIRST REPORT.
————

THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire intothe Circumstances
connected with the Employment of Women and Children in the Breacumne
and Dyrine EstaBuisaments in England, Scotland and Ireland, and to.
consider how far it may be necessary or expedient to extend to these
Establishments Provisions regulating such Employment, and to Report
their Observations thereupon to The House; and who were also

empowered to Report from time to time the MiNutes oF EviDENCE taken
before them :~—

I_IAVE taken Evidence upon a portion of the matters to them referred, and
-4 have agreed to Report the same to. The House.

6'July 1857.
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MINUTES OF EVIDEN CE.

Veneris, 5° die Junii, 1857,

MEMBERS PRESENT.

Mr. Baxter. Lord John Manners.
Mr. Cobbett. ‘ Mr, Massey.

Mr. Davison. Mzr. Packe.
Viscount Goderich. Mr. Turner.

LORD JOHN MANNERS, v The CHAIR.

Hugh Seymour Tremenheere, Esq., called in; and Examined.

1. Chairman.] 1 sELIEVE you were the Commissioner appointed in 1854 to H. S. Iremenhevrs,
examine and report upon the Bleaching and Dyeing Works ?—I was. .

2. Your report beara date the 7th of June 1355 ; that is above two years ago ?
—Just two years ago. '

3. Have you, subsequently to that report, paid attention to the subject referred
to in that report 2—Not in the least. My time has been occupied in official
duties of & totally different kind. :

4. No fresh evidence has been brought before you either in favour of or against
the recommendations that you made in 1855 ;—None at all.

5. And, so far as you are aware, the reasons which induced you to make that
report still remain in force f—I presume so, though I can give no opinion upon
that point, as I have had no means of learning. - ) )

6. Has your attention been called to the Bill which, subsequently to the date
of that report, was proposed in Parliament ?—1J have seen that Bill, but, as I had
fully discharged the duty which was imposed npon me as a commissioner, I have
not felt it necessary to consider the Bill with a view to form any opinion as to its
provisions.

7. Are there any further observations which you would wish to make upon the
subject referred to this Committee t—I do not feel competent to add a word to
what I stated in my report ; and, inasmuch as two years have elapsed since my
attention was called to those circumstances, I think it very probable that many
things have passed from my recollection on which my own judgment was founded

at that time. :
8. Mr. Jurner.] Have you taken no notice whatever of the proceedings of the

bleachers since the time when you obtained the evidence upon which you founded
_that report ?—None whatever.
9 Are you not aware that great improvements have taken place in the con-
struction of the bleach-works since that date 7—1I have not the least idea of it.
" 10. We are not to consider that your evidence extends beyond the year 1855 ?
~—Clearly not since the termination of my inquiry, which was, I think, about the

end of March 1855.
1t. Then your means of knowledge does extend to the year 1855 ?—Up to

that time.

12. But not beyond that F—No.

13. Viscount Goderich.] Do you consider that you have had full opportunity
of inquiring into the subject 2—1 think I have; I certainly exceeded the amount

of inquiry which several of the bleach-masters pointed out to me as necessary to
form au opinion upon it. :
0.37—Sess, 2. A

5 June 1857,

14. 1 need



2 MINUTES OF; EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT -

H. 5. Tremenheere, - 14. I need pot ask you whether the recommendations which you made in this

Esq.

5 June 1857

That was so.

report are’ those which you' thought, upon . consideration of the facts which had
been brought before you, were such as should be adopted by the Legislature i—

" 15. Mr. Davison.] ‘LHé.d”(jou' ,khowﬁ_'aﬁyth!irig of the . bleaching department

.before, you were appointed fo inquire into it?—N othing whatever ; the appoint- -

ment was conferred upon me py Lord Palmerston, without solicitation on my part,,
and without my being aware of his Lordship’s intention ; I had never seen a bleach-
work before I entered upon the inquiry, and T did not know the nature of it.
" 16. Howlong were you occupied in your general inquiry upon bleach-works in
each particular ease 2—1I am not able to state precisely. c o
"37. Did you spend as much as one day on each work >—A few hours, more or
less. MI! a-l.'-r“‘ o qu.r : A .
18. That was all you spent in investigating any one work »—Yes..

19, Viscount Goderich.)] Were not the facts that you had to inquire into, the
length of hours, the regult of the length of hours upon the health of the pérsons
employed, and the temperature 7—Yes; and the general appearance of the works
and workpeople. I also took evidence from a considerable’ number of workmen
as to their own feelings and experience. ~ =~ ' o

20, Were you not as well able tojudge of these facts by staying a few hours as
if you had. stayed a day I—In some of the works I stayed a short time, because the
number of hands was few; in others I stayed longer. =~ ' e

21, Mr. Davisan.] Did you investigate from the evidence of persons employed
the length of time that they were occupied 7—Yes. =~ = o

22, How many witnesses did you examine at each of those concerns 2~~As many
as I thought were sufficient to give me a satisfactory explanation upon it. I then
invariably read over what they had said to somebody in authority on the spot, and
asked whether it was a correct statemenr. T S

23. Mr, Cobbett.] By “somebody in authority,” you mean the overseer or
master bleacher?—When the master was ‘on the spot I, of course, always first
of all inquired for him; when he was not there, I inquired for the person under
him ; I inquired for the superior person on the spot at the time. I did not
think it desirable to give notice ‘of my intention to visit any bleach-work, and,
therefore, very often when I came the master was not present; but I obtained the
best evidence that 1 could at the moment. = N S

%4. Did you examine particularly the working people whom you found there?’
~—Yes.

25, Did they generally express a desire that there should be legislation upon the
subject of bleaching-works?— Certainly. ' . T

26, Did they complain that the hours of their work were excessivei—In a
great majority of instances they did, as appears by the evidence. publishéd ‘in my
report. ' ' : '

p:a7. Mr. Zurner.] Did not that complaint refer to every occasional averwork 7
—Yes. - L

28, When there was great pressure of business in the works ?—Yes.\:n

2g. Do you understand the nature of the bleaching business, and hbw uncertain
it is as to constant employment 7—Yes; that was a part of the evidemncer I took.

30.. Mr. Cobbett.] Do you remember some of the places you visited in Lanca--
shire ;—It is stated in my report. I ; o '

31. Did you go to Bolton ?¥—Certainly. o

32. Did you go toBury ?—VYes; there is a list of the places I visited in my report.

33. How did you ascertain where there were bleach-works for you to examine ? |
—Perhaps it would save time if I were briefly to state to the Committee the
course I took in conducting this examination, confining myself to England. AsI
knew nothing whatever about the question when I came to Lancashire, I sent for
a committee of the operatives who had been promoting this inquiry, and I
assembled at Bolton on several occasions some 10 to 14 of those working men. .
Since they were, as it were, plaintiffs in the inquiry, I thought it mo more.than
right and proper that I should hear their case first. I made them state to me
their views, and I endeavoured to check the statements of one by inquiring of the
others whether they concurred in those statements. When I had heard some
amount of evidence, I then wrote it down and read it over to them ; in that way.
I collected the evidence which occupies the first 11 pages of evidence appended
to the reports
34 Is



COMMITTEE ON BLEACHING AND DYEING WORKS. 3
~ 34. Is that the way you collected ‘the evidence which is given in substance in H. 8. Tramenheere,
the first 11 pages of your report ;—Yes ; of course there is a great deal more which Esq.
1 obtained at the different bleach-works; but from those witnesses who had been 5 June 1857.
getting up the case on behalf .of the operatives I obtained a general outlive of e
their views, and also a list of the different bleach-works which it was desirable for
me to visit, in order to verify the facts they stated. I then had the evidence of
these delegates and committee-men printed, and. 1 submitted it to some of the
masters, especially, in the first instancg, to Mr. Ainsworth, who is the chairman of
the committee of the masters, and begged him to communicate it io the other
members of the committee, in order that they might make their remarks upon it,
and inform me how far they concurred in it. I do not think that 1 could have
adopted any fairer course to both parties; and I may say, in my own justification,
that during tbe examination of those working men, I did not put & single leading
question to them, but endeavoured to draw out of them, as well as I could, what
they meant to say. Of course 1 put down what they did mean to say in better
language than they could have used themselves; but my belief is, that I have
only communicated to the public the substance of their own observations and
complaints. Then, after communicating their evidence to the masters, I had fre-
quent interviews with many of the masters, and I proceeded then to visit the
different works. The masters named to me 10 or a dozen, and 1 visited 17.

35. Viscount Goderich.] Seventeen works in Lancashire and Cheshire }—
Seventeen works in Lancashire and Cheshire. I beg permission to read these
sentences from my repoxt: “ A list of the bleaching and finishing works in Lan-
eashire and Cheshire was furnished to me by the chairman’ of the Bleachers’
Association, Mr. J. H. Ainsworth, which will be found at p. 19 of the Evidence;
it is not a complete list, but contains the names of 35 establishments. I was
informed by Mr. Ainsworth, and other gentlemen, that in order to obtain the
general facts applicable to the whole trade, it would be sufficient for me to visit
10 or & dozen of those establishments ; 1 visited, and took evidence at 17, nine
of the rest being small works, employing from 50 to under 100 hands, and I also
visited 10 others not upon that list, in the neighbourhood of Manchester.” ‘The
communications which I had with Mr. Ainsworth, and other gentlemen, on behalf
of the masters, resulted in their discussing with me, as I have mentioned in my
report, what sort of restrictions might with safety be placed upon the employment
of females and boys. _ - : o
. 36. Mr. Davison.] Was your examination confined to workpeople, or did you

examine and take evidence of masters as well >—Seyeral masters. | T

'87. Mr. Turner.] Will you give a list of the works that were visited by
yourself, and on which you formed your judgment ?—I can, from memory, mention
to you a considerable number, but not the whole of the places; Mr. Ainsworth,
Messrs. Ridgways, Messrs. Hardcastle, Messrs. Ridgway, Bridson & Company,
Messrs, Blare & Sumner, Mill-hill, Bolton. The evidence taken in those works
will sufficiently show what I have done. In'my report I attach to each piece of
evidence the name of the work at which it was taken; 1 can tell the Committee,
by going through the evidence, distinctly every one. At page 46 Messrs. Ridg-
ways work is referred to, Messrs, Slater’s, and Mr. Owell’s, Mr. Sedden, of Bright-
beach works, and Messrs. Hollins & Co,, of Tothill-bridge. - . '

38. Mr. Davison.] Out of those 17 places that you visited, how many of the
masters did ‘you examine ?—I cannot say accurately from memory, but they are
mentioned in the report. I thought that I examined a sufficient number of them.

59- Mr. Cobbeit.] Will you let the Committee know the precise number of works
that you visited, and the precise number of masters that you examined *—1 will,

,40. Tu examining those 17 works did you go through every one of them 1—I
went into the works and examined witnesses in each, sufficient as I believed to
gatisfy me as {o the nature of the case. - '

41. And to justify your recommendation to the Government ¥—1 think so; and
I think, upon the whole, the recommendations there made are justified by the
evidence 1 collected. _ ’ | |

42. Did you find that the workpeople concurred with one another in all those
works in their evidence and wishes ?—1I think that the great preponderance of the
evidence was to the same effect; I took the evidence very much as it came, and
I thought that by taking people whom I had never seen before, sometimes one
after the other, sometiines fixing upon witnesses here and there, if I found a
geunera] concurrence, [ was justified in assaming that the story I had heard from
the committes-men was true, )

0.37—Sess. 2. A2 43. Did




. H. s. 7Trcmenlteere,
Eaq.

5 June 1857,
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43. Did Y'rightly ‘understand ‘you 0 ''say"'that’ you begau by assembling the
committee-men or delegates of the workpeople ?2Yes,"

44. Were those working bleachers t‘—Yes

45. They were men, I suppose —Ves,:

46. Did they d:rect your attentlon to the diﬂ'erent works in the kmgdom r—
They did. !

- 47.- And I suppose you' gathered from them what was the nature of the mqmry
to be made ?~—Certainly. :

48. In going through the establlshments aid’ you notice: whether there were
principally men employed or young- people,’ anc'l in what proportmns r-—No, I did.
not take notice of the precise proportions, =+ v o fo

- 49. Did you'see whether there were any young people and fernales r---Yes.

50. A considerable number ?—Yes.

51. How young should you' suppose ‘they ‘were, generally ?—1 ca.nnot at this
time recall to my mind what the praportion of the very young -people was; but
certainly I found in most of the works several very young children; '

52. Viscount Goderick.] Did you find them as young as eight ?—-—-I cannot
state from memory, at this moment, whether theré was any as young as Eight;
but if I saw any particularly young, I naturally examined them'to ascertain the

_effect of the employment upon them.

53. Mr. Cobbett.] What was the nature o£ then- complamt prmclpally ?—That
they were wearied by the long hours in the 'works. "

54. Did they complain that it affected the:r ‘health ?—Many of them did.

55. Did you observe any who appeared to be suffering —Certainly ; ‘a consi-
derable number of them had an appeara.nce that mdtcated thelr havma been subJect
to overwork. , . 3

56. Did the workpeople generally ‘conedr f & des:re 'to have some leglslatlve
interference in the matter !—-Yes.

" 57. After examining the workpeople, you then had a. conference, as I under-
stand, with the masters ?—I had., ‘

.58. Did you find that the ma.sters themselves Qb_]ected to'all leglslatwe inter-
ference, or that their objection was,qnly as. to the mode and exl:em: of it ?—Tha.t
was it.. .

59. Theén both the masters and the workpeoPIe as T understand, ‘wereé ‘agreed
in opinion that there ought to be some legislative interference "——They were.

60. .Did the masters thmk tlmt that necessity arose from, the long hours of
work (—Exactly. S

- 61. Did .you. examine any “other class of persons, did you see any medical
men >—I saw two or three medical men.at Bolton, but I felt it unneeessary to
examine personally many of them, because of a petition which had sbeen’ signed
very extensively by the medical men of Bolton, and also of Manchester and
Salford, which petitions I have printed in my report. S

62. At what page is that?~The petition of the' clergy and medlca“l men of
Bolton is given at page 12 of the evidence, and that of the clerdy’ and medical
men of Manchester and Salford at page 100. The latter is headed as follows:
« To the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament
assembled, the humble Petition of the undersigned Clergymen and Members of '
the Medical Profession of .the borough of Manchester and Sa.lford 1‘n the county

- of Lancaster.”

63. Was there a petition from Bolton a.lso 7—Yes.

64. 1t was in. consequence of. seemg those petltlons that _you, thought it
unnecessary to examine medical men i—Yes.

65. Did you examine any —I examined twa or three at Bolton.

66, Mr. Turner.} Is not this petmon chiefly s:o'ned by elervymen r—There are
several medical men who have signed it. - Eo :

67. Mr. Cobbett.] Did the medical men give you any statement with regard
to any pasticular complamts brought on the bleachers by their long hours of work ?
—They did. -

68. %)nd they deseribé 'them ?—They mentmned that several eomplalnts were
brought on by long hours of work.

69. Did they think it pecessary that there should be legxslatwe interference to
shorten the hours of work ?-—~They did, : :

70. Did you examine any clergymen in Lancashire or Cheshire with regard to

the conditiou of the bleachers #—I do not think I did; I thought that the petition
50
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so extensively signed by clergymen and medical men sufficiently expressed, their. £. §. Tremenhicere,
general opinion upon that subject. ‘Esqo
7t Did you ever hear the operative bleachers contrast their condition with the ~ ~————
condition of factory hands, who are protected by leglslatwe interference ?—Yes . 5 June857.
-and they expressed a desire to be equally protected.

72. In what respect did they think that the factory hauds were better off than
“they were ? —They thought. that they were in some works so constantly liable to
work very long hours, and frequently at different times, that they wished to have
the same protection as the factory hands; the 10 hours’ Bill, in fact.

73. Did they say anything with regard to.the impossibility of gaining any
insttuction ?—~Yes ; it was one of their prominent, complaints that the long hours
that they worked were a considerable. obstaclg to their general mental improve-
ment.

" 74. Did they tell you of any attempts that they had made to form hbranes, at
* - Bolton, in particular 2—Yes.. .

75. Did they.tell you that. they had suceeeded or falled "—That they had
failed.
w76 Did they tell you about any factor) lla.uds who, had formed hbranes whlch

had sueceeded ?——l es, I think they did,

77. Mr. Turner.] Did they tell yOu of the fa.ctory haiids having formed libraries
‘themselves 1] think so; but [ eannot pledge myself from’ recollectlon at “this
distance of time to these partlculars i

78, Mr, Cobbett. % Did they teil you anythmg of bazaars estabhshed for selling
needlework made by factory women p—lhe evidence ‘of "Mr, ‘Henry 'Wnrmg,
bleacher, who. took & very active part in' this'] inquiry, "is to the effect’in Several
portions of it, that the efforts made by the péople in’ the bleaching-works to
-establish libraries, and otherwise to improve themselves, failed in cousequence of
the long hours of work., A

79. Mr, Packe.] Did I rightly understand you to say tha.t the total number of
works visited was 27 ?—The total number visited wds 27.

80. Including the 17 in Lancashire and Cheshlre?mThe fotil ‘number in
‘Lancashire,and Chesh:re 17 of those ‘on’ the list given me by Mr. Ainsworth, and

10 not upon that list, in "the immediate néighbourhood of* Manchester. - -

81. Mr. Colbett.] Did you go through the establishments, and see all the dif-
ferent, processes that werg performed 9—Ves.'

82. Did you sece that it wag impossible to léave off cértain workl for instance,
that if they had begun the process of drying or bleaching it was 1mposmb]e to
leave off until they. had concluded the process?—That was' the statement of
-several of the masters to me, ] made dxstmct mqumes of the men; and I also
. had the particular, processes described to me in the different works, and they
. assured me that, by a little management, it would be perfectly possible to- arrange
the works, within very small limits, so as to be able to stop at a particular time.

83. Did you speak on that subject with people who understood the work ?—
Yes, with persons very competent to speak.’ I have given the evidence of persons
‘who have had long experience in the trade. "But on these points I can only
_repeat their statements. I am not able to say anything on my own sauthority,
and the Committce will be better informed by ealling some of those persons before
them.

84. Mr. Davison.] Had not the complaints ‘which were made by the work-
people had reference alone to in-door employment alone "—Prlnclpally to in-door
.employments ; principally to the ﬂmshmg :

85. In the rcoms ?—1In the rooms; in the finishing rooms in particular.

86. Is not there a considerable portmn of ‘'the work in the ‘bleaching works
which is carricd on outside altogether '—-Not outs:de altogether, it is carried on
m cool places. ‘

. 87. Mr, Bazter.] Do 1 rightly understand- you to tell the Committee that
‘there is no open-air bleaching in Lancashire a.nd Cheelnre ?—No; it is entirely
sbandoned, as [ understand. :

88. Mr. Zurner.] Are .the Commlttee to understand from your evidence
that the womea and young persoms in; thosa estabhshments ‘are overworked ?
—Yes .

. What is your impressxon as ta the number of hours a day that they are
orked r—I do not think it is possible ta |88 with -any precmlon, the total

~amount of hours worked by l,he young persons in the bleach-works in Lancashire.

0.37-—Sess. 2. ( e A3 : There
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- B, 8. Tremenheere, There are no means of ascertaining that fact with accuracy ; but the purport of

Esq.

5 June 1857,

the whole of their evidence was, that they were very munch overworked.

- . gu. You have expressed your own opinion to that effect; will you state to the

Committee upon what that opinion is founded ?~—If the question refers to the

. exact number of hours worked, I cannot give it. - My opinion was founded on the

evidence printed in my report. Paragraph 254 of the evidence shows the necessity
of examining narrowly with the books before you, any statement as to the average

' number of hours worked within a given time, prepared by a manager of a work. -

g1, Do the unreasonably extended hours that they are occasionally worked

- occur constantly ? —The evidence, I believe, shows that the occasions when they

work overwork, to a greater or lesser extent, are very frequent ; sometimés for

.months together. "

92. Could you tell the number of hours per day at which you consider a con-

‘stant or very extended working goes on ?—1I do not think I am justified in laying

down any particular rule as to that. I might have been able to give a clearer

‘answer two years' ago; but at present I should pot like to pledge myself to say

whether, in those works where the overwork is general, it amounts to two, three

-or four hours beyond the 10; but my general impression is, that it is within those

limits. ‘ : : : SR
93- What do you fix as the standard amount of work 2—Ten hours.
94. Do you say that that amount is frequently exceeded ?~-Frequently.
.+ g5. Did you inquire whether occasionally the employers of labour were so
short of work as not to employ them even for 10 hours r~—Sometimes that will
happen, and that is one of the arguiments used by the masters against legislation.
96. Is it the fact that they are occasionally very short of work?—It is the
fact, I believe, that they are occasionally very short of work, - : '
> 97. Of course, at that period, they have a considerable portion of the 10 hours.
at their own disposal i—Yes. . : . :
98. Do you think that upon the average they work much more than 10 hours
a day, taking all the year round ?— At some of the works I have no doubt that if
you took the average of the year you would find that they did not work 10 hours.
99. But occasionally they work 12 or 13 2—Yes, and occasionally a great deal

more than that.

100. What is the reason that they occasionally work these excessive hours?—
From the oceasional demands for their labour. c :

101. Why is the trade so very fluctuating in its demands ?—The masters allege
that it arises from the demands made upon them by the Manchester merchants to
furnish the goods. . : -

102. Why are the Manchester merchants so unreasonable as to require that
extra exertion occasionally 7—The masters are of opinion that the Manchester
merchants oblige them to do it necessarily.

103. That the Manchester merchants eannot avoid oceasionally putting them to
that pressure :—Yes. _

104. From whence arises that necessity upon the merchant >—From the demand
upon him to supply his customers either in the home or the foreign market.

105. Do you suppose that the Manchester merchant can control the foreign or
the home demand, or that he can fix whether he shall supply Lis goods more or
Jess rapidly ?—Certainly not ; but the whole question of the danger or facility of
legislation arises upon that very point, whether an adjustment can be made that
will prevent the necessity of those extraordinary demands -upon the labour of the
bands in the bleach-works. ‘

106. Then allow me to ask you, as you have had considerable experience of
these bleach-works, whether you are of opinion that it would be a wise course
for the Legislature to say that when there is no demand the bleacher shall
work the full hours, and when there is a considerable demand to meset the foreign
market be shall be prevented from extraordinary exertion to meet that demand '—
The result of the evidence which I obtained at Manchester among the merchants,
was strongly to impress in my mind the fact that neither for the home nor for the
foreign market was it necessary that these sudden demands should be made upon
the bleachers. ' D .

107. Mr. Packe.] Do I rightly understand you to say, from your examinations of
medical faculty, that it appeared that it was by long hours of work that diseases
were brought on?—Yes. - i o T .

108, Did you gather from’ them that those diseases were at all owing to the
' atmosphere
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atmosphere of the rooms ip which the works were carried on >—To some extent H, S. Tremenhcers,
doubtless i was so, because the temperature is very high in some of the rooms. Esq.

t0y. Did you undersiand at all that there was anyr.hmg noxious in the materials
used in bleaching 2—No, 1 believe not.

110. Mr. Turner.] Did not you say that the appearance of manvof those work-
people indicated sickness >—Yes.

. 111, What,nature of eomplaint did they seem to be pamclﬂar]y afflicted with ?
-~ am not competent to state the hature of their complaints; I was impressed
with the fact that & considerable number of them had an unhealthy look.

t12. It is often said that the people engaged in those works aure subject to
particular complaints or diseases; did you from: the inquiry you- made find out
what particular diseases affected those people *—Ican quite -understand that
young females subject to those oecasional pressures of work for days and weeks
together, might be seriously injured im their - health at a particular time of their
livés, and I understand that that is the case.

113. That injury dees not arise from -any particular danger .attending the
bleaching operations, but from overwork generally {—From overwork.

114. Is not the same thing complained of by the needlewomen in London; do
not they complain that they are affected in the same way by over-confinement and
close atmosphere 7-~It is not s¢ much the over-eonfinement us being so constantly
upnn their legs during the time they are emplayed that injares them. ‘

115. In what processes is that required #—In the various processes connected with
what is called finishing the goods.

116. Are many of the young people employed .in the: finishing department -
Priucipally in that department. 1 beheve that practlcal men wﬂl confirm what
I have stated upon the subjeet. '

117. Chairman.] 1 see, upon referring to page 8 of your report, you say that
the disease of which people and young ‘children complain most is *sore feet ;™ is
not that so ’—That is one complaint.

118. Does that refer to those who are employed in * hooking” ?—Yes; being
constantly upon their legs, and engaged in rapid movements, they cowpiam of sore
feet and swelled ankles.. -

119. Is the Committee to understand that that arises from the continuous hours
of Jabour to which they are subject for months together ?—Exactly.
~ 120. [sit your opinion that that complaint would be produced by the system of
10 hours’ work spread eontinuously over the year, so much as by the system of long
hours for several months of the year, and seven, eight, or nine hours during the
remaining portion of the year ?--Clearly it is more likely to be produced by occa-
sional very long hours.

121. It is not your opinion as regards the working people, that a certain num-
ber of hours spread over the whole year is the same as a great number of hours
for & portion of the year, followed by a smaller number of hours for the remaining
portion ?—What the young people suffer from is the practice of working 2 con-
siderable number of hours for a portion of the year; if that portion is a large
one, as is the case in many works, it is of little avail that for the rest of the year
* they do not work even 10 hours. Excessive hours, even for & short portion of
the year, may be, and I believe from' the evidence often is, very injurious to the
health of the young people.

123. Mr. Turner.] Do you think it is possible that the bleach-works can be
regula.rly employed for 10 hours a day as a mill or a factory can 2—1I think that
many witnesses may be called before the Committece more competent than 1 am
to give definite information upon that point. All H pretended to do during my
inquiry was to do my best to satisfy my own mind that it was possible to make
a considerable approach to it as regards the greatest number of bleaching-works;
I can give no further information upon that point than I have given in my report.

123. We can understand that in a factory where the raw material is always in
the hands of the owner of the factory it ean be kept regularly employed during
certain hours ; but, eonsidering that (as you have already said) the merchants do
not supply, and cannot supply the bleachers with work regularly, and their raw
material is therefore uncertain, how do you arrange that they should have employ-
ment 10 hours a day regularly ?—As I understood, the opinion of the masters was
this, that the merchants had no option in the matter; that they were obliged by
a sudden call upon them to make & sudden call on the bleachers. In answer

0.37~—Sess, 2. A4 to
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H. 8. Tremenheere; to that, it is eaid that whereas formerly both' the foreign and thé home markets

Fuq.

5 June 1857.

were season markets, and therefore required their supplies to be got ready by a
certain time, now, from' the facilities of ‘communication both at home and with
the Contment, thateis Jess and less the case ; and that, therefore, by a little fore-
gight among the merchants and 'a httle arrangement among the bleachers, the
work might be more evenly distributed. - oy

. 124, ﬂ! that your own opu:uon‘ or is it wha.t you have heard ?—-—Tlmt is my own-
opinion, - formed : from " the opinions ‘of some: very ‘experienced merchants, and
gathered also from the conversetlons I had with ‘competent persons, and inquiries
that | made at the time. ; =

- 125: Viscount G odmch.] I"believe - you ‘examined -the merchants :at Man-
chester *—[ did. i

126, Can ‘you give ' the nameb ‘of 'the gentlemen youuexammed r-——Meseri
Barbour & Fleming, Messrs. Pender & Cowen, Mr. Scott, partner in the firm .of.
Jones, Brother & Co.j: Mr! Leisler;' &' partner -of the firm of Dufay & Co., Mr.
Leopold Reiss,” Mr. 3. Slagg, - Mr. A+ S. - Thornton, Mr: Kling, of the firm of-
Reus’ & Kling, Mr: Mather,! of the 'establishment' of Messrs. Bannerman, and-
Messrs. Schunk & Souchay, as conversant with the continental trade,

127. What opinion did those - gentlemen give you upon the' subject ’—The
master bleachers had referred me to 14 ‘principal merchants' in: Manchester ; two-
or thre¢ more were named to mé who were connected ‘with ‘the home trade; but
I had examined so many of the' gentlemen connected with the home trade, that I
did not"think it necessary 'to'examine'more; but I took the evidence of 14 mer-
chants, and out of tbose 14, 10 'dul not support. ‘the views: of the masters, and‘

4 did. . _

128. Were those the' 14 gentlemen whom you were r’ecommended to go to by
the masters themselves f—-Yes. - ' ' o o 0 t

129." Are you satisfied withthe proof that they do not coneur mth the masters ? ?
—Yes; theydomot: ' v b I PR .

130. Were they persons largely engace(I in tbe trade, end eompetent to gwe an
opinion ?—They were among the most important merchants in Manchester. The:
four that did not concur were certam]y quite equal ip standing, if not superior to:
some of the rest; but 'in receiving: inforniation from different gentlenen, one is
naturally inclined fo weigh ratber than to number their.opinions; and it is not.
difficult to judge whether a gentleman has given a full eonsideration to- a subject,
and is likely to look at it from an unbiassed point of view or noty and Xherefore.
I felt satistied that I could rely very st:rong]y upon -the evidence gnellx me. by
those 10 out of the 14 merchants. =~

13V.' Do you think the weight of the evidence was in favour of the o[hmon of
the 10 gentlemen i— Certainly, very greatly so, I should say. A

132, Mr. 7 urner] ‘In* your: report you:-say, “These names will be at once
recogiised, as comprising’ nearly the whole of the principal mercantilefirms in
Manchester, the nature of whose business causes them to bein frequent com-
munication - with' the bleachers, and acquainted with the peculiarities of their
trade.”” Are you sufficiently acquainted with the mercantile firms of: Manchester:
to know that to be the fact P—=I state that upen the authority of the masters who
named the merchants t6 me; I knew nothing of either the one or the other when [
went down ; it is no judgment of my own;, | tooL it entlrely from the information
of the master bleachers. L

133. Viscount Goderich.] Will you tell the Comm:ttee who were the gentlemen
who advised you to apply to those merchants ?—Mr. Hardcastle was the gentleman
who gave me the list I have given to the Committee, and I am’ pretty sure that I
asked several other gentlemen whether there were any others whom it would. be
desirable for me to consult.’ '

134. Mr. Massey.] Did I nrrhtly understand you to say that there was a geneml»‘
concurrence of opinion among the masters that some leglslatue provxslon was
necessary 2—Yes.

135. Was that opinion given‘upor the occasion of your submitting the’ state-
ment of the workpeople to them 7Tt was upon the: occaswn of -my submlttmg‘
the prmted statement of the workpeople

136. 'Did the masters generally express any opinion as to whether that statemena
was exaggerated, or snbstantially accurate 2——-They expressed a general concurrence
in its accuracy ; they of course objected to certain misapprehensions on the part of

the w o:kmen. The evidence was retnrned to me, as appears by the evidence ‘of
: the



-

COMMITTEE ON. BLEACHING '‘AND DYEING WOBRKS.. ¢

the masters themselves, without any important. exceptions being .taken to its . 5. mﬁeuﬁ_mg,

accuracy. . . ST T T LT .

137. ‘Did you understand that the. opinions of the masters with reference to
the necessity of legislation. .referred to the necessity in respeci o the extreme
pressure upon the women and.children physically, or morally ?-—Both.-

138. Was that particular point brought to the attention .of the merchants who. ‘.

were asked to revise the opinion of the masters Z~—Certainly, . ,
139. Did they express a difference of opinion upon this particular point to that
of the masters 2—Not generally ; the great majority of them concurred in it.

Esq.
- -5 June 1857.

140. I need hardly ask you whether the merchants had the same opportunities . -

of observation as to those matters.as the masters >-~Npt quite the same; but still,

gentlemen living in the neighbourhood, and very much mixed up avith all. the.

employments of that part of the country, would be.competent to form a general
opinion. : - R -‘

s sy Lo ¥ e oL, o - L. C . .
141. Were those statements of the workpeople given to you in the presence of.

their overlookers or their masters, or by themselves ¢—I thought it very improbable..
that the workpeople would tell me the whole truth if I first of all asked them the .

question in the presence of their masters; every person must be aware that there
is 8 grea$ apprehension on the mind of a workman when he has to make a state-

ment of that kind; aund in fact, several .of, the men whom I wished to have called

before me, in consequence -of what I heard from. the members of the working

committee, refused to come, feeling that if their evidence came ta the knowledge.

of their: masters they would be discharged;.my. course, therefore, in. taking the
evidence of the workpeople, was to ask them to-tell me their story in plain words,
and after I had taken it down and read it over to them, I then submitted it to.
some person at the moment, in suthority, to see.if it wasitrue,

142. Did any of the workpeople come forward to say that they did not concur
in the complaints of the other. workmen?--No. The whole of the operatives in
that district were aware at the time that this inquiry was going on, inasmuch as it
wae mentioned in the local papers; on all sides it excited general interest, and
I had frequent messages on their. part to know when [ was cowming. to examine
particubar works. EE : ‘

143. Though you had no ‘pal‘tiﬂ‘:l‘lﬂl‘ ‘kﬁoivle&ge of the bieacﬁing-works at the .

time when you went down upon this inquiry, had not you had an extensive acquaint-
anct with factories %~—Not with factories ; my duties related to inquiries into the:
state of the mining population.: :

144. Do you know the print.-wofllts ?-—-.Onfy l;y pri‘;aﬁe Anquiry, sufficient to -

enable me to satisfy my mind that it would be desirable to. extend. the principle

of the education clauses of the Print Works Act. to.boys working .in the mines
and collieries. . : P . . . '
145. In what part of the report do you go inte that question with regard to the

- discussion between the merchants. and the bleachers ?-~In the report, it is at

page ix; from ix to xii. : ‘ :

146. The difficulty in that respect was first told to you by the master bleachers,
was not it r—Yes, -

. 147. They suggested that there would be a difficulty in regulating the number
of lours’ work by law, in consequence of the irregularity of the work that they
were obliged to engage in ?—Exactly. :

143. Then did they state to you that they were engaged by the merchants?
—Yes. I :

149. Then they referred you to the merchants #—Yes,

150, And they pamed to you a number of merchants whom you have named to
the Committee 2—Yes. . S ‘

151. And when you did go to those merchants, you found that the majority of
them stated that there was no such difficulty, in point of fact 2—That the difficulty
was greatly exaggerated, and might be overcome by a little arrangement, in a great
majority of instances. . ‘

152. At page ix of your report you say, “ It became necessary for me, therefore,
to seck the opinions of the principal Mauchester merchants upon this point, and
accordingly Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. Hardcastle, Mr. Ridgway Bridson and Mr. Bealey,
who, with Messrs.. Blair & Summer,. are deemed generally to represent the
bleaching and finishing trade of that part of the country, named to me 14 of the
principal mercantile irms of Mauchester whom they wished me to consult upon

the subject.” Was it their recommendation that led you to go to those firms in .

0.87—3ess, 2. B " Manchester
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Manchester in- order to ascertain from them why it was that. they ca.nsed the _
bleachers to perform this irregular work ?—Precisely.

- 153. And you found upon referring to those merchants at Manchester that a
very little trouble indeed would render it needless that there should be those
irreguluvities ?-—That was their opinion.

154. Mr. Zurner.] Who is that trouble to be taken by 1—By the Dbleachers
and by the merchants. - The bleachers would tell the merchants that they could

_not execute those orders in the same rapid manner that they have hitherto been

accustomed to do, if ‘the law prevented it. The.bleacher would say to the-
merehant, I cannot exeeute these orders so: suddenly as formerly 3 you must rmre

me more time,

155 Did the master bleachers, or any -of them complam that work was thrust
upon them in such quantities to be finished in so short a time that they themselves-
would bave liked to be relieved from it:>—Certainly - it was the general complaint ;
they said that they did not wish it ;: it was disadvantageous tothem ; that the goods
finished in that rapid manner were not so well finished as they would be if they
had more time; that was also stated by several of the merchants; and moreover

- the merehants. informed me that.it was enly as regards fine goods -that those

“ pushes,” as they are ealled, were most general and most difficult to be avoided,

- &nd that that constituted a very small portion of the total amount of the goods

which were finished in Lancashire and Cheshire ; and that as regards the common
goods, the shirtings and so forth, both the heme and the foreign trade was becoming
less and Jess a season trade, and that a little forethought wonld enable the merchant
to regulate his demands npon the bieachers se as to enable the bleachers to sprea,d
ther - portion of the work more regularly over the year.

150, Mr. Davison.] Must not the difficulty be felt by the merchant as well as
bv the bleacher 7~—The answer to that was, that upon some previous occasion it
was thought that it would be impossible to induce the merchants of Manchester
to shorten the hours at which their goods were delivered, so ag to avoid the
necessity of employing their men in certain processcs in after hours Dut a little
resolution has enabled them to do that. |

157. Are you aware that much of this pressure arises from the sa.llmg of vessels
at particular times and at particular seasons of the year ; when there is likely to be
a wind in one direction, and another, it is very desirable to get the vessel off to
sea 7—1I think it is apparent from the evidence of the ten merchants whom [ have

-referred to, that admitting this to be the case to a certain extent, it could only

apply to a comparatively small portion uf the whole trade of the year, and that
if one cargo was too late for one season, a particular bleacher or a particular
merchant might suffer to that extent, but that the total a.o'gregate trade of uhe
country would not be affected by that. N

- .158. Are you aware that & vessel very often has on board for a certain ma:‘ket
am assorted cargo of . various descriptions of goods, some of them depending upon
the bleacher delivering in time, and that if that vessel goes to that market without
the whole of that assorted cargo, the value of that cargo-would be deteriorated ?
That the Manchester merchants took those circumstances into consideration in the
opinion that they gave me; but they did not attribute any great wexgh’t to 1t in
reference to the great transactions of the year.

159. Would you think it desirable that -the -vessel should go to sea with an
unassorted cargo, not suited for the market -to which it is gomg, ratner than a
little extra exertion should be used by the bleacher to get his portion of the eargo
ready in time for the sailing of the vessel?—It is 2 question for the Legislature to
determine whether the amount of physma.l suffering and maral dmdvantan-e to
the community arlsmg from t.hat hablt is sufﬁclenl: to Jjustify an mterference
with it.

160. Do you consider that the ‘\/Ianchester merchant can regulate the order
coming into him for goods ?-— He cannot.

161. Orders come in at unexpected penods, and sometunes in unlimited quan-
tities 2—Yes.

162. If that be so, and he apphes to a bleacher to have ..hat work executed,
must not that irregularity still exist *—The answer to that is, that at present the
merchants are inclined to apply to one or two particular bleachers; but if the
hours were regulated so as to prevent those particular bleachers from executing
that amount of work within the given time, the merchants would have to apply to
three or four. .As regards common goods,—the great proportnon ‘of the whole

trade,—
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trade,—the evidence is clear that no difficulty could arise; as regards a certain
portion of the fine goods requiring a particular stamp or a pariicular treatment,
a difficulty might ariee ; but I understood from the merchants that they were not

‘8o limited to any particular bleachers even of fine goods as te be likely to feel

any great disadvantage from the change of . circumstances, except in cases which
might be considered s exceptional. :

163. Mr. Baxter.] I understood. you to say that you had found 10 merchants
who were anxious to relieve those operations of business at' particular times ?—
Yes. S | '

164. Did you find any masters concur with the 10 merchants that by a par-
ticular arrangement the evil might be remedied 7—There were some of the masters
who coneusred in that view; and it was obvious, in going through the district, that
capital was being laid out ia new works, and new machinery was being erected ;

- and I believe that practical men, and the operatives who gave evidence before me,

were clearly of opinion that this improved machinery and inerease of buildings
would go very far towards enabling & greater amount of work to be done, especially
by bleachers of fine goods, in a eertain time, if legislation took place.

165. Are you of opinion that hitherto the supply of the bleaching works has

- pot been sufficient to meet the demand >~—{ am mot prepared to say that ; I merely

mention the fact that, according to my own observation at the time, I found that
new works were being erected and additions. were being made to old enes, and
new machinery was being put in, the result of whick I uaderstood from the ope-
ratives to be, to enable the bleach-masters to execute a greater smount of work
':lithin a given time, supposing they were drivem by legislation to make the

teration. - : .

166. Mr. Turner.] Could they execute their work at the same cost ?—That
was & question more for them than for me; I merely mention what ay observa-
tion has been. -

167. Viscount Goderich.] Is. the result of your inquiry this, that & length of
hours, such as 12 or 14, in the temperature of those bleach-works, continued for
& month, or some period of that deseription, would be likely to be injurious to the

‘health of women and young persons >—I should think there could be no question

sbout it. I know it is asserted by several of the masters that the general appear-
ance of the people in the bleach-works js healthy ; as far as the men are concerned,
and particularly those engaged in the bleaching part of the proeess and not in
the finishing, that is very true; and also as regards the females in those depart-

. ments, more so than in the others; but I think it must be obvious that long
- bours will produce an effect, and also, that supposing any boys-or females to be

incapacitated from work in consequence of those long hours, there are others to
be had to teke their place; so that in going over the bleach-works and noticing

~only those that appear to be ill, you are obliged necessarily to leave out of view

-

those who have had their bealth injered, and who are no longer able to continue
ot the work. I remember that it was 3 common expression among them, that if
g girl or a boy left the bleach-work it was said, < Oh, they are not up to this hard
work, or this kind of work ;" and therefore the healthy appearance of the people
employed, especially the adults, in the bleach-works, if it is a fact, is no proof that
long hours do not have & very prejudicial effect upon a good many others.-

168. Then in your opinion it will not remove your objection to long hours if it

~ were to be shown that the average throughout the year is not more than nine or

-appearance of the people waé generally healthy ; but in the finishing departments,
B2

ten hours $—Clearly not.

169, Mr. Packe.] Was it only in Bolton that you examined medical gentle-
men ?—It was only in Bolton.

150. Were there no medical gentlemen examined in Manchester 7—No; - the
Manchester petition I thought might be safely taken as a satisfactory indication of
their opinion, and I did not wish to encumber my report with unnecessary
evidence, .

171. Mr. Zurner.] Do you wish to lead the Committee to suppose that the
generality of the men and the women whom'you saw were healthy looking #—In
one portion of the work they were; the generzlity of the adults were so in the
bleaching part. _

1793. Were they generally healthy looking, or were they not :—I must repeat
my previvus answer, that in the portion of the warks consisting of the bleaching,
which is & good deal in the air (not in the open air, but in airy buildings), the

0.37 — Sess. 2. in
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in some of which they are exposed to-a high temperature and in others to con-

-stant movement, I think I may say demdedly, that the general appearance- of the
‘young people was not healthy, « . - ‘

‘173. You mean the children ?—Yes, and the voung women, ' .

''174.. Did not you also say, that' you felt that many had left from thelr consti-
tutlons not being able to stand the work 7—Certainly; that was the evidence
given' to me by many people. The opinions of Dr. Garstang, who has been in
medical practice at Bolton for 13 years, and of Mr! Robertson who. ha.s practlsed
there for 30 years, are distinetly to that point. (Evidence, p. 12. )

*-175. Did you see the evidence of that ?—I had no opportumty of seemg it
*myself I inferred it from the statements of persons on the spot.

'176. ‘Are there not, in all classes of society, weakly constitutions that eannot
'stand a great amount of work 2—1I do riot believe that there are many classes that
have to go through such hard work occasmnally as among' the young in ‘the
bleaching-works many are called upon fo do.

177. Viscount Goderwh] Do you, or do you not, cons:der tlmt in consequence
of the heat the: injurious effects of these works 8 increased 3-=I should presume
that it must be so, because the physical exhaustion must be so.much greater.

178. Can you state to the Committee what is the average temperature of the
bleaching stoves in England ? — The -temperature- ranges ‘from - 90° 'to-120°
'(pp-1.9.); it is in some places higher (p. 10.). /- SR
- 179. Does not it result, from your evidence, that the heat of the stoves in
:England is considerably lower than it is in Scotland and Ireland ?—Yes. -

180. Chairman.] You were asked whether:the adults that'you saw dld not
'seem to be healthy; did you propose, -in- your- recommendatlon, to mtorfere w:th
‘the labour of ‘adult males ?-—Ceztainly not. : o

181.' Did not- you. say that -the appearance of many of the elnldren mdlcated
11 health ?—Yes; the eppeamnce of those who were: employed in!the ﬁmshmg
department.

182-3. Is it not for this that leo"slation is mtended ’—Yes

184. Viscount Goderich.] Have not your remarks: lntherto been couﬁned to tlxe
counties of Lancashire and Cheshire ?— Yes. il

185.' What is your opinion as to the nature of the employment in the woollen
dyeing worke?—That the number of boys and females employed .in those works
is not great, and the employment is a healthy one. They do not work habitually
beyond the usual hours, which are from 6 to 6, with generally two hours for- meals.

186. Would you consider the employment in- those works to. be mdte healthy
than those in Lancashire and Cheshire r~—Yes, ' = ' - pod

18;. Would it not result from the statements you ha.ve Just made that there
was not the same necessity for any legislation with regard to them as therd was
with reference to the other works to ‘which you have alluded ?—That is the result
of my inguiry. There is not the seme necessity ; but I state also (p. xxxvi), that
if the Legislature should deem it expedient to include them in & general measure ;
there would be no great dlﬂiculty in the way of their conformmg to it.

188, Have you made inquiries of the same description in those districts as s you
have in Lancashire and Cheshire ?—Yes, precisely.

189. And you obtained the same amount and descnptlon of ‘evidence in the
rame way i—Yes. :

1go. Mr. Cobbett.] Have you had any opportumty of makmn' any partneular
comparison between the operatives emjoyed in the blezch-works and the opera-
tives employed in the cotton-m1lls"—No Tam very l:ttle conversant with the
manufacturing distriets.” '

191. You said that the operatives leave the bleach-works occasionally in conse-
quence of ill-bealth; did many instances come’ within your own observation ?—
I did not state it as 2 matter of my own observation ; I said: I had no opportunity
of observing' it, but I stated it merely on the evxdence pf persous whom | called
before me,

193. You say that 'the adults in’ those works are O'enerally healthy,’ did you
inquire of many of them how long they had worked in the establishment ¢~ Yes,
1 did, and several of them informed me that they had worked for many years. -

103. At what period of their life had they commenced working ; did they learn
their trade as young peaple -—\ es; many ot them h.ad been for 10, 15, 0r 40 years
in the works."

194. Were there not some older than that r--—I dare say’ many were older bid
195. Di
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195. Did those men look healthy 2—Yes; but still I beg to apply my answer.
specially to those men employed in bleachmg, and not in the finishing departments.
196. In the finishing departments you did not find them healthy *—I am not
prepared to say that; many of the men in the finishing departments looked. un-
healthy, for the reasons I have given before;: l said that men. with strong consti-
tutions can go through it. =
- 197 What kind of employment do: those. people seek who, from ill health,
leave those bleach-works #—-I am so little mqumnted with thls district, that I am
not able to answer that question.

198. ‘Mr. Baxter.] Are there in La.neashlre and Cheshire, as well as in Ireland
and Scotland, any processes connected with bleaching and dyeing dependent upon
the state of the weather #-—~Noue, that I am aware of,. all the bleaching
opemtxons in Lancashire and Chesluw hemﬂ conducted, 1 balieve, in houses, and
not in the open air.

199. And dependent upon the action of chemxcal substnnces ;—And dependent
upon the action of chemical substances. .

200.: Viscount Goderich.] Have you. t.onslderecl the _question whether the
education of the children eould be provided for by legislation ?—Yes,

201. And I find at page xix of your report that you are of -opinion that no
‘proceedings of that description will be required ; is not that so ?—Yes.

202. Will you state to the Committee your reasons for arriving at that conclu-
sion #—Previously to the child amiving to the age of 11, which was the limit that
I proposed to take for legislation, he would have had an opportunity of . school
instruction, which wouldl, in- all . probability,.cdnsidering that the growing. dispo-
sition - among - the working classes towards edueation. “and: the greatly  increased
number and eﬂiclency of schools have been, to.a certain extent, taken-advantage
of. I say, in ‘my report, to mtroduce the- system: .of  compulsory attendance for
children of 11 years of age, whichy ancordmg to. the analogy of:the .factories,
I apprehend eould only be of two years® duration, would probably be acknowledged
to be inexpedient. -~

‘203, Will you tell the Committee, at what age chlldren begm; to work i in the
coll:enes ?—At 10 yoars of age.

- '204. Did -not you think the gystem. of compulsory educatlon to. he eﬂicaclous
with regard to’' those children?—1I then- thought, as. I do now, that it is very
desirable’ that the principle of the Print Works Act should be applied to boys
working in collieries between the ages of 10 and .14, .

205. Did not you make & suggestion of that deseription to ‘the Commlttee
which sat upon Accidents in Coal Mines in 1854 21 did. ‘

- 206. Why do not you entertain the same opinion with reference to cluldren
employed in bleaching works 2~ Because I take the age of 11.in the bleach-works
us the age up to which they should. be excluded; ard I do not think thag, as a
general principle, ‘it is desirable to interfere with- the freedom of action of .the
working classes, except when a very strong.case of necessity is made out.

207. Are you aware of the effect which the educational clauses of the Factory Act
have had upon the districts to which they are applicable z—Only from general

- information and from conversation with the factory inspectors, who are strongly
of opinion that the educational clauses of the Factory Aet are gradually producing
a very improved vondition, both intellectually and morally, among the labouring
classes of the factory distriots,

208. Is not that the portion of the Factory Act that is considered the least
objeetionable by all parties?—I understand that that is the case,

209. Therefore if you approve of such alegislation with regard to bleach-works,
might you not introduce the clauses which, in the case of other employments, have
led to such good results, and have been so little objected to ?—1I should not object
to see them introduced. provided it was found that it could be dome without any
serious inconveniences, especially if their introduction would carry with it the public
opinion of the persons concerned.

210. Did you put eny question either to the masters or to the men upon that
portion of the subject ¢=-l did, and the general impression on my mind is that
they would rather not be interfered with.

- 211, Did you find any special objection to provisions of that kind ?--The im-
pressioni left upon my mind is, that by excluding children from the works up to
the age of 11, the same necessity would not exist as exists in other employments ;
and that there would be -a tendency on the part of the masters to evade the
{.0,37—Sess. 2. B 3 operation
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H. 5. Tremenheere, operation of such clauses, by not taking any children inta their works under the
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ag.ma. May not the Committee fairly consider ‘that you would think it rather
an advantage than otherwise if such 'clauses'could be introduced without leading
to amy great inconvenienee ?~~Certainly. : o .

213. Does not your experienceé dmong the yworking classes of other trades. lead
you to think that educational clauses of that description are desirable ?—Un-
doubtedly. - : . S :

214.'3\/’11-. Baaxter.] ‘Are the systems in the bleaching and dyeing works of
Renfrewshire and Lanarkshire and the West Coast of Seotland generally very
analogous to those in Lancashire and Cheshire 2-—Very, with this difference, that
the temperature in the stoves is very high, and that a very large number of young
persons and boys are employed in them. =

Martis, 9° die Junii, 1857.

MEMBERS FPRESENT.
: Mrm Kirkc

Mr. Baxter. .

Mr. Butt. Lord John Manners.
Mr. Cobbett, Lord Naas.

Mr. Davison. Mr. Turner.,
Viscount Goderich. Mr. Wyse.

ISAAC BUTT, Esq., m THE CHate.

~ Mr.'Jokn Warring, called in; and Examined. _
215, Chairman.] ARE you employed in bleaching snd dyeing works t—I am
not just at present, but I have beer employed in them for 19 years.
216. How long have you ceased to be employed in them ?-—About two years :
I have been on the operatives’ committee; I appear here by the wish of the
committee. : ! ‘
217. That is the committee for the short-time movement >—Yes.

218. Where were you employed during those 19 years #—1I was employed for
14 years at Mr. Slater’s. ' : o
219. Where is Mr. Slater's ?-—At Bolton ; after that I went to work at Meéssrs.

Hardcastle's.

220. Is that also in Bolton ?;—Yes ; at Fir Wood Bleaeh-Wori:s, Bolton,
221. And where else have you been employed ¥—At Mr. Haywood’s a little, at.

- Salford.

222. Where was your last place #— Mr. Cross, at Bolton,

223. How old are you now 7—About 33.

224. You entered upon your employment about 11 2~—Yes. ) :

-225. Mr. Cobbett.] You say you belong to a committee; what committee is.
that *—I am on the Operative Bleachers’ Committee.

2206. Do you mean the committee established for the purpose of securing legis-
lative interference with regard to the hours of labour in bleach-works t—Yes; the
operative bleachers never had a committee before. :

227. When was this committee established 7—I think it was established in
May 1853. .

228. Was Richard Pearce your secretary »—He was not our first secretary, but
we employed him sbout four months after the agitation commenced.

'229. And from that time to this he has been your secretary F—Yes ; he is our

- secretary at the present time.

236. Has Mr. Pearce communicated with the masters, and with different bodies
of workmen, and with Members of Parliament, upon this subject, ever since he-
became secretary ?—Heo has, ever since he commenced to be secretary.

: ' 231. And
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- 23+, And the committee have been anxions to get the sid of as many Members
of Parliament as they could in seeuring the Bill to shorten the hours of
labour ?—Yes; during the first portion of the time that the committee met, they
were anxious to eome to.some arrangement without legislative interference ; they
, thought the masters would perhaps be disposed to make a rule to that effeet.

232. And therefore they desired to do it without a law *—Therefore we desired
to do it without a law at first. :

233%. What did you do in order te sccomplish that end *—We sent a deputation
round to the various blenching masters o ascertaim their opinions abeut it, but
they did not come down. with anything very watisfactory abowt it: and, a little
while afterwards, we sent & petition to them: 1 have not ome of those petitions
with me, but I could obtain one in the eourse of a day or iwo. That petition
stated that legislative interference, as we thought, ought 4o be applied to 2s & last
resort ; but that we wished to come te some arrangement without it.

234. Did not you say that this was in 1853*—In 1853.

" "235. You sent a deputation first to the different bleaching establishments in
Lancashire and Cheshire 2—Yes, we visited them all. .

236. Your eommitiee went no further tham Lancashire and Cheshire -—Ou
<ommittee went no further than Lancashire and Cheshire. ,

237. And then you drew up a petition or memorial to the masters ?—Yes.

238, What was the result of that memorial ?—The petition was answered
only by five bleach masters; the others treated it with silent contempt.

239. The rest did not answer you ?—The rest did not answer us,

240. What answer did these five'masters give r—They said that they were in
favour of legislative interference, provided it could be made agreeable to the whole
of the masters. : o o

241. Provided that the whole of the masters agreed to do the same, those five
masters had no objection to the shortening of the hours of labour ?—Just so.

242. Do’ you remember what were the names of those five masters:—Mr.
Baley was one. There was one of his workmen up in London at the same time.

243. Was Alr. Marsden another?—- Mr, Marsden was another, Mr. Seddon
‘was another. Mr. Robert Haywood was another ; and I do not remember whether
Mr. Bridson or Mr, Morten was the fifth. "It wis one of the two, but I will not
be certain which of the two it was.

244. How many bleaching establishments are there altogether in Lancashire
and Cheshire ? —I shonld say there would be about 18, I am not, exactly sure of
that. .

245. Did you send your petition to them all #~~We sent our petition to them
all. ;

246. Did any of those who answered you state that they thought that nothing
.eould be done without legislative interference F=—~Yes ; all of them did,

247. All the five?—All the five. : '

248. Is the Committee to understand that they agreed to alter the hours of
work if the rest of the trade would do so ; but that they expressed their opinion
that nothing would be-effected but by legislative interference r—Yes; that was
their opinion, as expressed in their letters.

249. Had they any objection to legislative interference *—No ; they did not
seem to have any by their letters. I had them all read in the committee-room
several times, , _

250. That was the result of your memorial —Ves,

251. Did they make auy efforts at all to shorten the hours of labour >—No-
the thing went on as badly as before, and then we eent out another eircular. That
-circular was entirely treated with silent contempt.

252. It was not noticed 7—It was not noticed at all.

253. The first petition was in 1853 ?~—Yes.

254. When was this second petition sent out 2—A few months after the other.

255. Was it in 1854 2—Yes. ,

256. Have not you been a member of the operatives’ committee since its
establishmentf—] have been 2 member of the committee from the first dey it
started. 'The secretary was not & member for & few months at first.. I have not
beer employed in the bleaching-works for these last two years.

257. You say that the second memorial which wes sent out by the same com-
mittee to the same masters as the first petition, was not noticed at all 2—It was
not. S :

0.37—Sess. 2. B4 258. Do
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258. Do you remember whether it stated any facts different from those in the
memorial which had been sent out first %—It stated the serious consequences that
followed from working excessive time.

259. That was in 1854 }—VYen; I think it was in 1854. Then we agreed to
come at once to Parliament in the same way as the factory people had done,

260. Shortly after that, I gave notice of a motion for inquiry into the con-
dition of the bleachers ?—Yes. ‘ _

261. After that, I think, you addressed, through your secretary, a memorial {o
the Members of Parliament, stating your case; was not that so F—VYes; we did.

262, ls this the document which you wrote [a paper being shown to the
Witness] ?—This was the document which was sent to various Members of Par-

liament.
263. Was that document sent out to Members of Parliament for the purpose

of calling upon them to support my motion ?—Yes. :

[ The same was read, as follows ]

: Bolton, 20 April 1854.

I an directed by the Bleachers, Scourers, Dyers, and Finishers’ Short Time Committee
to call your attention to & motion which has been given for the 2d May, by Mr. J. M. Cob-
bett, for a Committee of the House of Commons to inquire whether there are not causes in
existence, sufficient to render it expedient to place bleaching, finishing and dyeing establish-
ments under a similar Act to factories, as regards the labour of females and young persons.

. 1 am also instructed respectfully to request that you will give your support to such
motion, in order that Parliament may be satisfied that the grievances of which we complain
are real, and such as can only be removed by legislative enactment, or' that our ellecations
are unfounded and our claims invalid. For your information I beg to state, in brief, the
following: particulars: there are children employed in bleaching and dyeing establishments
from the ave of eight and upwards ; indeed, as in the case of factories, numbers employed
are of tender years, whose physical eapacities entirely unfit them for excessive toil. ‘There
are also pumbers of females employed of various ages, from eight upwards. The hours of
labour in these establishments are not regulated by any- fixed rule; they are governed by
the amouut. of work required to be done in a given time; the consequence is, that it has
become quite common to work for 14, 16, 18 and 20 bours per day for several days together.
and not unfiequently lor several nights and days without intermission, except for meals. To
those acquainted with the pature of the work performed in these establishments, it will be
easily apparent how such protracted hours ot lgbour must necessarily be oppnsed to the
physical well-being of females and young persons. In some departments the heat of the
rooms is maintained at a very high temperature, and in others the continued exhalations
from wet ciothes produce very injurious effects upon the health. The results also in a moral
and intellectual point of view are no less deplorable. So little time can be depended upon
by young persons for educational purposes, that their mental culture is next to impossible;
they have no opportunities of attending schools, and the various edvantages presented by the
several literary and educational institutions which bappily abound, are to them a sealed
book ; the result is, that they grow up in ignorance, and pass through life incapable of
understanding their duties as citizens, and deprived of those rational and elevating pursuits
which possess charms only for the educated. Their religious feelings and sentiments also ..,
remain undeveloped, or if awankened at all, in but a very partial and unsatisfactory manner;
for it is next to impossible that without the guidance of a cultivated mind the doctrines of
Christianity can be comprehended, or the duties which it imposes recognised and appreciated.

When I mention the fuct, that the system necessitates the leaving of wark by females,
in company with the opposite sex, at nntimely hours of the night, you will not be at a loss
to draw therefrom a correct inference. It is a position in which, I submit, such parties
ought not to be placed, for it is most dangerous to the preservation of chastity, and the
maintenance of moral rectitude. I could cite instances in which, overcome by the allure-
ments of temptation, females have fallen from their purity, and become afierwards shuined
and degraded. But if the Committee of Inquiry be appointed, this and other facts to which
I have bricfly alluded will be elicited in detail.

I therefore beg, in the nanie of our committee, that you will do us the favour to vote for
Myr. Cobbett’'s motion. We do not wish Parliament to interfere in our case unless upon
ample grounds of justification. It is not protection for adults that we seck, because we
believe that it would be impolitic to attempt to regulate the relations between employers and
their adult servants by Act of Parliament. We plead for those who are helpless; for those
whose tender years and comparative fragile constitutions render them fit objects for the
protective guardianship of legal epactment. Moat of those now employed in bleaching
establishments have been connected with them from early life; the effects of the system
are ever present to their minds ; they can see them in their stunted intellects, their infarior
sociul position, and in the premature evidences of old age which are creeping over them ;
and they are wishful, in their love for their offspring, to secure for them a brighter and a
better destiny—=a destiny more befitting the people of this the first of nutivns.”

h I am, &ec.

Committee Room, Bridge Hotel. Richard Pearce, Secretary,

‘ - 264, It
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.- 264. It is stated in that document that the hours of work: are. very irregular in  Mr. J. Warring.
the bleaching establishments, .that many! very young persons are employed, and —
that they are employed frequently 14, 16, or.even 20 hours a day; does it fre-' g June1857-
quently happen that they are employed these long hours —-It very often happens. -

~ 265. Does that state of -things continue for any length of time ?—It depends-
upon the success of ;the masters ; the working in the bleach-works is regulated
very much by shifting orders; and it is by the amount of work that the masters,
regulate their hours. - : e . : |

266,. Are there so few masters that, they contest :with one another for employ-:

ment, and some get & great deal, and ethers get little P——Some get a great deal,
and others do pot get so much.: -, - . o Pa o
. 267, Can you state the number of hours that the people employed in these:
establishments work =1 may state the humber of hours in the works thatT hava
worked at, and my sister is- working at the present time. o

268. What works are those 7—Mr, Slater’s. o
26g. Where is Mr. Slater’s establishment *——At Bolton. .

. ‘270, What hours can, you say that your sisters have worked, or any persons, in
Mr. Slater’s establishment #~1 will. state what it was at the time Mr. Slater took’
these works, 20 years: kince, or :rather. more; Mr. Slater took these works as &
bleacker, and at first the people worked in two sets, night and day, and one set’
commenced in the day and another set commenced at night; but the women in
the. finishing part and the boys worked shifting 16 hours and then 8; they had
to work in their turn, S : , , ‘

. 271,.Do you mean to say that the young persons would work. 16. hours and.

go home for eight hours, and then come again and work 16 hours again #—Yes.
"~ 272. That was ‘the state of things at first >—Yes; when Mr. Slater took the-

works, the finishing rooms &nd the drying department were not dependent
upon machinery; afterwards they were put into one set, and then they com-
menced at six in the morning, and , continued . to nine, ten, and very often eleven,
et night ; they did not exactly,come at six in the morning; that was not always
enforced. Lo : _

- 2%73. Out of that time what had they for meals ?—Half an hour at breakfast:
time, an hour at dinner, and half an hour at tea.

274. That was two hours precisely ?7—That was’ two hours; that continued

for several years; Mr, Slater was very successful in business at first, .

. 275. Has he gone on up to.the presept time?—Yes; he bas withdrawn from
business ;. but his sona carry it on. , -

276.- How is the establishment going on now ?~-I wish to state this fact ; after-

Mr. Slater had been there five or six years, he built a new finishing-room, and
new mangling-places, and new drying-houses, and he gave over working in two sets
night and day, and commenced working all his hands in the daytime; in eonse-
quence of laying down so much capital, and building so many places, and extend-
ing his works so much, he then commenced working from about six o’clock in the
morning to about nine or ten at night, and occasionally all night. :

277. When you worked the whole night was there not a different set of hands °
employed ?—No, there was. not; it was occasionally that it happeued ; it might
be on Friday night we got * pushers.” - _ ’ ' ' '

278, What is the meaning of that term?—It is the word we use when work is
brought in and they say that it must be done by a certain time. , L

279. Mr. Turner.} It is an urgent case, in which the work must be finished in
a short time —Yes. - - ' '

280. Mr. Cobbett.] Do you say that occasionally, when these pushers came, °

Mr. Slater not only worked the whole of the day, but the whole of the night.
also with the same people 7—Yes, _ ‘ - '

281.. Were young people of the. age whickk you have described in that docu-
ment worked in thet manner throughout the mnight?~Yes, they were worked in

that way. ' o

282. Supposing’ that one of these pushers came, what time was allowed for
megpls ?—They stopped the same for meals as at another time. .

2¥3. Would they stop at all in the night —Yes; .they generally stopped at
Mr. Slater’s at one o'clock at night, while the fireman got his engine fires cleaned
out, which was done in about an hour and a half, and then the work went on.

During that time the women and the others rosted. That happened occasionally,
not very often; perhaps once a fortnight. : o

0.37—Sess. 2, C 284. That



Mt. J. Warring.”

9.June 385%.".

18 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE SELECT-

'984. That was the state of matters after’ Mr. Slater ' had extended lns'
mwchmery ?—Yes.

- 285, Now, go from that time up to the present time ; as far as you know, is it the
same now ?—He continued very successful for a long time, and continued working:
those times ; and then, I should say, about four or five years back, he began to
take less, a.nd not being ‘so busy, they had the work come in more in fits and’
starts, and sometimes they were very slack at Mr. Slater’s, :

286. When' they are slack, what hours do they work ?—1I¢ would be difficult
to say what hours they work. = But when they are slack, at a great many of these
woxgss, they go: about 7 or8 m the mornmg, ‘and contmue till abouf. 6 or 7 at
night

' g287 “When they are in full work what hou.rs do they work ‘s’-—When they are
in full:work, they work on till 10 or 11.

288, From what time in the morning ?—From 6 o’clock in the mornmg That,
is the stated time.

289. Is that the usual time for begmmng work ?7-~That is the stated time,

290, ‘Could you tell the Committee what proportion of females there would be
in such an' establishinent as Mr. Slater’ s #—There would be nearly one-third,
females, 1 should think.

291. And out of that number, about how many very young persons wou]d
there be P—Something like one-third of those would be under 18,

292. Chairman.] Did that work, all day and all night, go on continuously 7—.
They generally fell short a little about Christmas, or a little before Christmas.

-2903. Supposing them to work from six in the morning to one o’clock at night,
would they on the next day have the same ‘amount of work "--“-Yes, unless occa~,
sionally, when they had worked the cloth up. -

294. For how many days continuously have you known that excessive Work to
go on —There have been extreme cases in w]nch the hands have been there two:
nights and three days.

295. First take the case of workmg all day and all mght have you ever known
that continued for a second day and a second night 7—Yes, and for a third.

296. Do you mean to say, that you have known persons to work umntermptedly
for three days and three nights 7—Yes ; resting a little at the works; they have.
not been allowed to go home, but have rested at the works, lying on the tables
for a little while, or anywhere where they could get a place to lie down. |

297. How long did they rest ——Perha.ps an hour or an hour and a half ; it
might be Ionger sometimes, .

- 298. Did they go on all night mthout Iea.vmg the- works ?2—Yes. .

299. Mr. Turner.] Were there children of eight years of age employed in this
way ?—I will not say that there were children of eight years of age, but there
were children and young persons.

300. Chairman.] Were there young persons undet 18 ?—Yes.

301, Did you ever know them go on for four days?~—Yes; Ihave knowa them
go on for four days without going home. e

3v2. Mr. Davison.] How often did that occur in the course of a year P~-"There.

~ was no fixed rule for it ; I never knew it go on very often.

303. Would it accur as often as three or four times in the course of a year p—
It might, or it might not; I have known the work continie sometimes for three
or four days and mghts, and several tlmes for a night and a day, or 8 mght. and
two days.

304. Mr. Kirk.] Have you ever known consecutive employment for four days
and four nights to occur twice in any one year !—I will not say that I have.

303. Mr. Turner.). On how meny occasions have you known such a cu-cum-
stance to oceur !—I have known it several times.

g06. Have you known it half a dozen times in your expenence ?—VYes.

307. That is to say, half a dozen times in 20 years ?—Yes.

308. Chairman:] Without taking the extreme case of going on for four nights
and four days, has it frequently occurred to you to have to work two days and
two nights consecutively ?—Not so frequently as it used to do; we used to do it
very often.

309. Do you mean to say that it has not occurred often 2—It has not occurred’

80 very often as it used to do.
310 Mr. Davison.] How' often, in the course of a year, would consecutive
labour
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labour for two days and two mights occur?-~I have known it to occur three
times, :
- 311. Have you known it to oceur four times 2—1I do not wish to exaggerate,
and I will not say any more. : : ,
312, Mr, Wise.] On those special occasions to which you have alluded, have
you heard the men make any complaints of their sufferings ?—They were always
complsining, but they came to nothing practical to remedy them.. SR
313. Did they complain of the suffengs caused by this wonderful exertion #—
Yes ; there were many of them sick occasionally for a day or two; they mostly got.
time to rest, and got over it; they were not subject to any particular disease,.
Those who could not stand it had to go out and earn their living in other ways.
314. Do you mean to say that for four days aud four nights the: women

remained with their clothes on, and only rested on the tables and benches for an:

hour or two #—Yes; that was the only rest they had. -

315. Did your master see that going on ?—The foreman or the master knew it.

316. Do you think that if the master had known it he would have allowed it ?
—~Ha must have known it, because often the master set them so much work to
do at 10 o'clock at night, as he knew must take all night; he has come from
Manchester, bringing the orders himself to be done. :

317. Do the masters generally reside near their works 2—No., =

318. Mr. Kirk.] Have these very long hours and these successive days and:
pights of work continued during the last year?—Yes ; there are works where they
worked for two nights and two days. :

319. Do you know of your own knowledge that any of those engaged in this
trade have worked for three or four nights in succession within the last year 2—No.:

320. Have you known it the year before last Y es. , : :

+ 323. Do you know that they worked three or four nights in suecession in the
year before last?—1 will not say thas they worked three or four nights in suc-
cession last year. I have not been working at the bleach-works these. last two.
years; but I can state what has transpired where I have worked, and where my
sisters are working at present. ‘ ‘ ,

' 322, Did not you state that your sisters are now working from.6 or 7 in the
morning to 6 or 7 at night #—Not just at present. _ .

g23. Did not you state that at Mr. Slater's they had been working from 7 or 8.
in the morning till 8 or 7 at night #~—What I stated was, that Mr. Slater’s works
have not been subject to be busy continuously as they used to be formerly within
these last three or four years; but my sisters are not working there now.

324. Where are your sisters working now ?—One is working at Mr. Cross’s
now; she has not been there long; and the other has loft the business altogether.

* 325. Are not these Jong hours that you have spoken of, to a grest extent gone
by >—They have not occurred so often lately as they did before ; but I may just
state that our secretary had a note from one of Mr. Slater’s workpeople last week
(I have the note, I thiok, in my pocket), stating the length of time which they had
been working there; they worked all day on Friday, and on Friday night; and
on Saturday till five o’clock in the evening, | |
- 326. Mr. Cobbeit.] Did they work continnously during that time ?>~~Yes.,

327. When was that P—Last Friday and Saturday. |
- 328. Mr. Packe.] About how long is it sinee you had work for four days and;
four nights continuously #—It is better than two years since I know that it teok
place ; I will not say that they were working all the time, but they did not go,
home for that time, and they did not go to bed.

329. Was that within the last two years, or within the last three years?—
Within the last three years,

330. Is the Committee to understand, that within the last three years you know
of the workpeople being up for four days and four nights successively without
going to bed ?— Yes.

331. Where was that f—At Mr. Robert Haywood’s, at Crescent Mill.

332. Are the works of which you are speaking near Manchester #-—Yes. _

'333. Mr. Davison.] Have you known that to have occurred at any other mill
within the same period —I cannot say that I have; L cannot refer to the cir.:
cumstances of the case exactly. .

334. Mr. Turner.] Will you tell the Committee when this occurred at Mr.
Robert Haywood's 7—1It is three years since; I was then informed that they had.
not been home for four days and four nights at a time.
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335. Mr. Darvison.] Do you apeak of that from your own knowledge ?—No ;"
I was informed of it by the parties employed in doing it.
" 336, Was that the last time that you can give in which work has lasted for four

- days and four nights ?—1I cannot state the exact time; 1 have not worked at the:

bleach-works myself for the last two years, and 1 do not wish to state any thing
beyond that.

337. Have you worked in the bleach-works for 17 years ¢—Yes. ,

338. Within those 17 years when did you see an occurrence of that kind take
place *—If I had known that I was coming before this Committee I would have
been prepared with a great many facts. :

339. Will you state to the Committee about what period you can say that such’
a thing occurred *—During the earlier portions of my time at Mr. Slater 8 it
occurred very often. :

340. Has it happened within the Jast 10 years -'-—Yes it has happened mthm.
10 years.

341. How many times bave you seen it within 10 years, and in whose mills ?
—1I know that at Mr. Slater’s they have worked for two or three days and mghts,
I have seen that myself.

342. Have you known it to occur more than three times within the last ten
years P— Yes; I have worked myself in that way. '

343. Mr. Turaer.] How long ago was that ?— Nine or ten years since.

344. Is that the last time that you know such a circumstance to have oceurred-
within your own ‘experiencer—Yes; that is the last time that I have scen that
enormous quantity of work done.

345. You cannot, speak to any other instance, from personal knowledge, at any.
works P—1I ‘cannot speak to any case that has exaetly come within my own
knowledge.

346. Lord Jokn Manners.) You stated, when you were examined by the Com-.

Am:ssxoner, the fact that you have just mentioned; have you yourself ever worked’

four days and nights consecutively?—I cannot say that I have; I do not think
that I have,

347. Chairman.] Can you say that you have worked for 17 or 18 hours at 2
time ?—Yes. -

348. Have you done that yourself ;—Yes, I have.

349. Will you tell the Committee for how many days that work for 17 or 18
hours a day would continue ?—For six or eight months together.

350. Do I rightly understand you to say that for six or eight months togethe):.

“you worked every day for 16 or 18 hours ?—Yes, every day.

351. Mr. Cobbett.] That is the work that you bave done yourself?—That is:
the work that I have done myself, along with females and boys; they have not.
exactly been in the same kind of work with me, but along with me.- + *:

352, Chairman.] Have they worked as long hours as you ?~Yes. " : -

353. Have you known women work for 16 or 18 hours a dxyxfor elght months
consecutively #—I have.

354. Mr. Davison.] When was that2—When I was at Mr ‘Slater's; I can,
refer to a later period than that, when I was at Mr. Cross’s.

355. When was that 7—That was two years since.

356. Lord John Manners.] You said that women worked these *long hours ;

_ did children work these long hours also 7—Yes.

357. Mr. Cobbett.] Did the children lie upon the tables or benches at mght
when they worked these long hours?—There was no time to lie dowu in these hours..

358. When they worked throughout the night, did the children fare the same
as the young persons?—Yes; the children stopped all night ; 1 have seen them
in the packing-rooms.

359. You have been asked a good many questions about the particular times,
and the number of times, in which you yourself bave known the working to go on;
throughout the night ; cen you pledge yourself to any partlcular occasion that
you can mention in any one year when that was done ?—I cannot just now.

360. Do you feel certain that you remember the working for three or four
nights and days consecutively to have occurred several times r-—Yes, I do. !

361. In fast you have Deen a workman and have endured it yourself "—Yes,
I Lave.

_ 362, Have you seen the women and the chlldren lie down durmg an hour or
an’
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an hour and a half in the night while the engineman was cleaning out his engine
to take rest 7—Yes. '

363. Can you also say that at times you have worked two days and two nights ?
—Yes, -

364. Has that occurred more frequently than consecutive work for four days
and four vights 7—Yes, certainly.

365. Has it often vccurred 7—Not often. ‘

366. What is the Jast time that yoy remember two or three days and nights
together of working 7—About six or seven years s'nce.

367. Have these very long hours, and the days and nignts of consecutive work,
.constantly been a subject of complaint amongst the working people *—Always,
. 368. Have they often tried to induce the masters to lessen the hours, or to get
legislative interference to prevent them 7—No, I never heard much about legis-
lative interference before the passing of the Factory Act.

369. Was not the Ten Hours Act passed in 1847 ?—Yes. _ .

370. Was there any desire expressed to get the bleaching works included in the
- operation of the Factory Act #—The workpeople often talked about it when they
were having their meals together. ‘

371. It was the subject of conversation among them ?—Yes.

372. Have not you a good many factory people in Bolton whose work is regu-
lated by the Factory Act?—Yes, a good many., _

373. Did you consider them to be much better off than yourselves on account
of their having their hours of labour restricted r—Yes.

374. And do you wish fo be put upon the same footing with them ?—Exactly

upon the same footing,

375. Have they greater opportunities of attending libraries and getting instruc-
tion than you have ?—Yes, decidedly.

376. Do you find any difference in that respeet between you and the factory
people 1~~Yes, the factory people bave free access to all the institutions, the
.public libraries, the theatres and so on; they can go anywhere they choose.

377. Do they subscribe to the libraries and institutions of that kind 7—Yes, a
~great number of them attend the night lectures at mechanics’ institutions, and so
on, and get books from the library. ' '

378. Do the bleachers do that 2—No. .

37G. Has there been any attempt made to get the bleachers to subseribe to a
library 7—They have got up a kind of schocls in connexion with their works.

380. And have they succeeded, or, after having been set on foot, have they

failed {—1 have known them to fail, and I have never known them carried _

on long.

381.g Is not it a fact that you subscribe for a considerable number of different
times, and that these institutions have invariably failed because you could not
attend on account of the Jong hours of work i—Yes; we subscribed 2 s. 6 4. apiece
at Mr. Slater’s, once, towards building a kind of Athensum, and the committee
managing that building could not agree as to the mode in which it was to be
conducted ; and Mr. Slater handed over the money to the Mechanics’ Institution
. at Bolton, and gave his workpeople tickets. It was 17 L altogether.

382. Lord Jokn Manners.] Were the workpeople able to use these tickets ?—
No; 1 had s ticket, but I was working every night all that time, and I gave it to
a coachmaker st Bolton.

383. Chairman.] Do you know of your own knowledge, within the last five
years, of any bleaching-works going on on Sunday ?—Yes.

384, Where have you seen work going on on Sunday 7.—At Mr. Cross's,

385. Lord Jokn Manners.] Were your sisters working there ?— Yes.

386. Chairman.] How recently have you kmown that?—IJt is certainly two
years since I knew it to happen.

387. Have you known it within the last two years -—Yes.
- 388, Do you know the great lever works at Bolton *—Yes.

389. Have you ever seen those works going on on Sunday —I have never been
_ down there on Sunday, and I do not know. But I saw a man going down there

on Saturday night, and he said that he had to work on Sunday morning.

390. Can you state that you met a mian going down to work at 10 o’clock on
Saturday night, and that be told you what he was going to do?—VYes; he said
that he was going to work at that time.
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~ 391. Did he tell you how long he was going to work ?—He said that it would
be 8 or 9 o'clock in the morning before he finished.

392. Up to what time was it common to work on Sundays r—Tt used to be
very common some time Bince; but it has not been so common these last eight or
or nine years,

393. Lord John Manners.] Since your sisters have been at Mr. Cross’s, has
there been work there on Sunday »—No ; not that I am aware of.
~ 394. Mr. Turner.] Have not you been employed by’ the Operative BIeachers
Assocmtlon for the last two years 7—No.

~ 395. What have you been doing >—I have been employed in looking after thls
Bill, and in doing a little at Bolton and I have been employed at a foundry for
six months but I have never left the committee. I have had to get several _]obs
occasxonally I have been in a foundry, and I have been on the railway.

390. May I inquire what wages you receive :—When | am engaged with the
Bill, the operatives pay me; but when I am workmg they don’t pay me.

397. Havenot you a rep;ula.r salary in connexion with the operatives —No.

' 398. Do you get your living as a foundry-man ?—That is not my business. I
consider bleaching my business; but I have worked about six months since I was
up here last at a foundry.

399. Do you find the foundry occupation more healthy than bleaching 2—No.

400, Why did you leave the occupation to which you were brought up ?—It
is my occupation to come up here at the request of the operatives.

401. Has that been the means of taking you out of your occapation ?—I can-
nof say that; I have not been able to get a situation since that time at the
bleach-works.

402. Have you attempted it P—Yes, I have, at nearly all the bleach-works
round about Bolton.

403. Mr. Cobbett.] Has that been the case with others of the operatlves
besides yourself who have come up here ?—Yes.

404. Have they all been dismissed ?—Every one of them that has' come up
here, and they have never been able to ‘get situations again; one was employed
for a week or two at Mr. Bridson'’s; he was out of work and he is now
gone to America.

'~ 405. What is his name ?—Richard Parpington ; the committee gave him 101,
and he went and fitted himself up with a calender, and so on, and he is ma.naglng.
busmess

- 406, Mr. Wise.] Have the employers ever asmgned any reason for not gwmg
you work ?—They only told me that I was not wanted any more.

407. Mr. Turner.] What hours do you work at the foundry ?—From 6 in the
morning to 6 at night, and 1 o’clock on Saturday, with meal times, of course.” -

408. Muy I ask yon what wages you get ?——I have 14 s. a week, but some of
them have 25s., 26 5. or 30s.

409. Lord John Munners.] You only work ten hours a da.y there }—We only
work ten hours a day.

410. Mr. Turner.] Do not most of the facts that you have stated apply to
Mr. Slater's works only 7—No, it was the same at Mr. Cross’s while 1 was there ;.
but they have been slack at Mr.,Cross’s these last twelve months in one depart.-
ment, and the other department is very busy.’

411. Have not they been rather slack of work at Mr. Slater’s during the last
two years >—They have.

412. What is the reason of t.helr putting up so much new machmery if they
are slack —1 am not prepared to say what is the reason that Mr. Slater has
become slack, but I have heard that it is on account of his manager leaving him
and going to another place, and that reduces & portion of their work.

413. Is it the fact that they have extended their machinery ?— Yes, and several
men have been put out of employment in consequence of it. May 1 be allowed
to state what Mr. Slater stated to me on Saturday, that the Bill would do him

no harm; that it would do him good. He did not request me to state that here,
and he did not say that I must not; he said that he would not come up here to
oppose the Bill.

414 Although you have not been working yourself, you must, from your con-
nexion with the committee, be intimate with the operations of work at the present
time; can you state whether the hours and the oppréssive labour in the works are
as severe as they were at the time of which you are speakm nine years ago f—
They are almost exactly the same.

415. Has
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415. Has there been a large inerease of bleach-works of late years?~-No, I
cannot say that there have been any new works erected, but the old ones have
been much improved by machinery in some parts.

. 416. Have not the products that require bleaching been much increased of late
years r—1 do not pretend to say that. ;

417. Do not you know that there has been an immense increase in the cotton

manufacture "—There have been a great many new cotton factories built since the
passing of the Factory Act; there are.seven in erection now at Bolton ; but as
for the quantity of cloth that comes from the new works now, as compared with
the old works, I am not prepared to say. . :
" 418. If there has been no increase in the bleach-works, but a great increase in
the production of cloth, will not there be much more work st the dijfferent
bleaching-works #—Ever since I have known what bleaching was, some works
have been short, while others were making this length of time. For instance,
when Mr. Slater was making this length of time, there were the Burnden works
not doing anything. ‘ ,

419. Will not there always be those differences depending on the management
and ekill of the different masters >—Yes; but the custom does not always stop at
one place. It is as customary for a merchant or manufacturer to change- his
bleacher as it is for us to change our shoemaker or tailor. I have known several
manufacturers move from one place to another; that is brought out, I think, by
the evidence of Mr. Slagg, of Manchester. If one bleacher cannot do the
work they will be obliged to send to another.

420. Mr, Kirk.] Were you in Ireland in the year 1853 2—Yes, I was.

421, Were you at Keady 7—1I was. ;

- 422. Did you teke with. you to Ireland a number of placards of different
coloured papers containing your letter 7—I did. :

423. Did you distribute them there among the workpeople 7—Yes.

424. You called them together?>~—Yes; the reason why we did this, was
because two or three men had sent letters to ue about this movement, and had
requested to have the Bill extended to them; and a man had come over from
Ireland to our committee, . '

425. Where did he come from ?—From the North; from Banbridge.

426, What was his name ?~-Mr, Kean ; he came into our committee-room ;
we did not know him, :

427. Did you make a speech to the people at Keady ?—I merely said we were
epplying to Parliainent for & Ten-hours Bill, and we had heard by letters that had
come over from them that the Irish were desirous that the law should be extended
to them; that we had got a system to allow workmen to utter their complaints;
and that we bad drawn up a letter upon the subject, and that various Members of
Parliament, who had some knowledge of the Irish bleachers in Ireland, recom-
mended strongly that Ireland should be in the Bill; but that in the first year
Ireland was not in the Bill when it came into Parliament ; and that it was made
an objection to the Bill that Ireland was not in it. _

428. Who objected to that —Some of the Scotch bleach-masters. ‘
. 4279. '{rhe Scotch bleach-masters objected to the Bill because Ireland was not
in it !—Yes, : :

430. What did you say to the people at the meeting which you held >—We
came simply to ask their opinion as to whether they wished that they should be
in the Bill or not; and they expressed a strong opinion at the meeting ihat they
wished to be in the Bill.

431. Did not you tell them in your speech that they would get more wages for
less labour?— No; but I did say this, that the factory people were afraid at the
time of the passing of the Factory Act that the operatives were going to lose a day's
wages a week. I said that that had proved not to be the case, and that the
operatives were getting more now than they were getting then ; and [ believed
that that would be the case with the bleaching business; and I am of the same
opinion yet.

432. Would not a plain answer to my question have been, that you led the
people to believe that they would get more wages for less labourt—1 told them
what [ have now said; but it is not a question of wages with us. We do not mind
losing the extra wages if we can get a limit put to the hours of labour.

433. Did you ascertain how many women were employed in the bleach-works
at Keudy ?-——There were very few,
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434. Did you ascertain how many females and young persons were employed
in those works ?—1I believe it is not customary in Ireland for them to commence,
working so soon as they do in England.” ‘ ' _ ' .

435- Do you know at what age they begin to work in Ireland ?—I am told that
very few begin to work before they are 13 years of age. _“

436. Is it not the fact that there are no girls and no boys under 13 years of
age in that establishment 7—Yes ; but at one of the works there were nearly 300
women working in one room. o | ) | '

437. To confine yourself to Keady; there are a number of bleach-mills upon
the same river, are there not ?—Yes; I saw several. - ,

438. Did you,make any inquiry as to the position of the workpeople there, or
did you simply come.to agitate them ?—We did not come to agitate them., '

439. Did you make any inquiries as to the nature of their employment, and the
extent of it?—Yes; I believe they are not subject to working the length of time.
in Ireland that they work in England. o | o

440. What length of time do they work ?—They told us of one place where
the men work nine days a week. : o

441. At Keady how long did they work >—1I can tell you what one man said to

me; he said that one occasion he commenced at 12 o’clock on Sunday night, and

he worked till 12 again, some portions of them, nearly all, except those employed
upon one or two sets of goods. . _ _ h
442. At what time did the persons who work gpon the field begin in the morn-
ing ?—The persons working in the field told us that they were working some-
thing about factory hours, and that they did not mind about them; but they
thought they were necessary in the beetling, - o
443. Did you find, moreover, whether there were two set of hands employed 3
—There are in your works; but that is not a model for all Ireland. "
444. Do you know anything of the nature of the employment of beetling
engines>—Not in Ireland. o L ‘
445. Do you know that the greater proportion of the workpeople who attend

“he beetling engines are adults*—I do not know the state of things in Ireland.

446. Do you know that it is perfectly practicable to work the beetling engines
without employing anything but adult labour ?—1I can only say that I believe they
employ only adult labour in the beetling establishments in most of the bleaching-
works in England, and I should think it is the same in Ireland.

447. Did you learn when you were there that the parents used morzl constraint
with the masters, and obliged them to take their sons to labour with them >—No,
I did not hear anything of that kind. _

448. Was there nobody at all that told you that he would a great deal rather
have a son working along with him than not ?—No, there was not; I never made
£ny inquiries about that. ‘

" 449. Has not the evidence which you have given hitherto been entirely with
regard to the cotton hleach-works F—Yes. "

450. Have you had any experience of the linen bleach-works? — None
whatever. ‘

451. Are you aware, as far as your knowledge goes, that linen canmot be
bleached in the same manner as cotton?—Yes, I am perfectly aware of that;
because we have had odd pieces of linen, two or three pieces at a time, and I
know how they have bleached it ; we have bleached it on the grass.

452. Must not linen be bleached on the grass >—Yes.

453. In fact, the operation of carrying the linen out to the field, and laying it
out upon the grass, and lifting it from the field and spreading it, form the greater
part of the labour of a linen bleach-field ; is not that so 2—Yes; there was one
man who told me that they could perfectly dispense with boys in the field if they
thought fit. -

454. Were there any boys in the linen bleach-fields >—Yes, I saw some.

§,55. Were not they employed  in picking up pins, and things of that sort?
—Yes. |

456. Does not it follow that as the principal proportion of the employment in
a linen bleach-field is out of doors, persons engaged in them could only work
seven or eight hours a day in winter 7¥—1I should think it would be s0. =

457. They could only begin in the morning at about seven ; they must give up
about half.past four ?~—I should think so. X '

458. And therefore, if a Bill was passed compelling them to work from six to
o ' six

3
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six, it could not be obeyed 7.—~Not as far as adults are concerned ; they might dis-
pense with women and young persons; we are not interfering with the fields at
all, nor with adult labour ; we are not interfering with adult labour in the fields,
or anywhere else; the young persons might leave off in the fields, or anywhere
else.

459. Would that concern the parties that got this Bill up 2—Yes.

460. The words of the clause are these: ** The word bleaching-work, wherever
it occurs in this Act, shall be taken to nean any inclosure, room, house, building,
shed o1 other premises, which could be, or iy used for the purposes of carrying.
on the trade or business of bleaching or dyeing.” Does not that include the field
works ?}—] think the Bill says that in cases of emergency that they shall be allowed
to work upon out-door processes. )

461. Mr. Coblett.] You did not draw the Bill ?-~—No, I think the Earl of
Shaftesbury drew the Bill.

462. Mr. Bazter.] When you said that you did not intend to interfere with

the bleach-fields at all, you meant that you did not mean to interfere with adult
labour in the fields ?-—~Yes; I did not mean to interfere with adult labour in the
fields. * I just wish to state, that I do not see what the fields have to do with the
subject, because as I understand the Honourable Member to say, there will be no
women or boys employed, and we are not interfering with adult labour; and it
appears to me that it is almost all adult labour in the fields. :

463. When you were there did not you make inquiries as to the length of time
that the people worked ?—I helieve that from what I heard there, the people
working in the fields would not object to working long hours in the summer time.
When we were coming back from there one day, I saw that they were all cleared
away when we passed there, and it was not much past 7 o’clock at night.

464. Did you make any inquiries as to the length of time that my workpeople
worked for me ¢—No, we did not.

465. Mr, Baxter.] You said that the operatives employed in these bleach-fields,
in the north of Ireland, were not caring much about the Bill; does that remark
also apply to the linen bleach-fields on the coast of Scotland 7—I suppose so;
I did not think much about the Bill .

466. Does the same remark apply to the south-east coast of Scotland, where
the work is very similar to the work in Ireland ?—1 never have been there, and
I know nothing about it; when the Scotch case comes on I dare say they will ke
able to state their case.

467. Was there any feeling among the operatives employed in the linen bleach-
ficlds on the east coast of Scotland in favour of such a Bill, until they had been
communicated with by parties from the manufacturing districts .of England ¢—
I do not know much about the east coast of Scotland; I can speak as to the
west, but I do not know anything about the east.

468. Do not you know that the processes used in those works are analogous to

those used in Ireland >—I do not know anything at all about them.

469. Mr. Turner.) ls not there a considerable quantity of machinery in course
of introduction into the bleach-works generally 2-~Yes; I think they commenced
at the time that this agitation did.

470. Will not they, in your opinion, tend very much to divide the hours of
labour; will not it facilitate the manner in which the manufacturer accomplishes
his work ;- My experience of this sort of machinery is this: machinery was
introduced at Messrs. Eden & Throut’s five years since, and they dismissed .half
their men; but it enabled them to do the blenching very cheap and very well, as
far as the bleaching is concerned; but as to the finishing, they just went on at
the same length of time ; 1 have bad a sister working there, and she stated that
she had not been from work before 10 or 11 o'clock at night perhaps more than
a dozen times in six or eight months,

471. Do not you think that the introduction of machinery does tend to equalise
the hours of labour :— Not in the slightest degree in the finishing department ; it
has only tended to put the hands out of work’; there are a great number of work-
people out of work through it; they still continue the length of time, but it
throws the hands out of employment.

472. Did not you stute that you were working in a foundry now >—Yes.

473. Have you given up the bleaching business ?-—No, I have not given it up,
if 1 can get a situation,
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474. For how many months in the year do you work in the foundry >—1 have
worked there for something about six menths,

475. Do you really work at the foundry half your time now? I bave no
situation at all now, ‘ L '

476. Do I rightly understand you to say that you do not receive anything in
the way of wages except the pay which you receive from: your committee {—I
have not done anything since a fortnight before Christmas; I came out of work a
fortnight before Christinas; I was taken on at a push when I went back to-
London, and they kept me on for six monthe; the manager told me the master
bad ordered him to send me away, and he said that he had kept me on longer
than the master was wiiling. There was no work going'on in three rooms when
I went away. ' :

477. The fact of your having given up bleaching and working does not seem to
have deteriorated your physical appearance 2—I have not had any work since a
fortnight before ( hristmas, except that I worked at the railway for a fortnight,
and I have not got a penny during that time, _ - :

478. Except what you get from the delegates’ club %+They pay-me when I
come up here ; I cannot live in London, and pay 1s: 6d. a night for my bed, for
nothing. :

479. Chairman.) Is the Committee to understand that while you are here upon
the business of the association, the operatives. pay your expenses in London f—
Yes ; they have wished to employ me to do work for them, but.I have refused to
be employed in that way ; I have given it up. :

480. Mr. Kirk.] 1 see that you gave evidence in four distinet cases before
Mr. Tremenheere; you first gave direct testimony, which is contained at page 2,
and then you gave further testimony, which. is contained at pages 9, 10 and 44;
will you state to the Committee why you gave evidence four times 7—Mr. Tre-
menheere expressed tu the Committee a wish to see some of us after he had taken
the evidence of the masters, in order that he might read it over to us to see that
it was corract, and give us the privilege of correcting anything that was wrong in
it, just as he had read our evidence to them. Those that were working were
afraid that they might be injured if they had too much to do with Mr. Tremen-
heere, and I was the one who volunteered to go to hear the evidence of the
masters, and to correct it.

481. Are we to understand that when you used the words ““I have seen the
evidence of the masters,” you meant to say that you had heard it >-~Yes; Ibelieve.
that Mr. Tremenheere made a mistake there; 1 think I said that I had hear{ if.

482. You simply heard it >—Yes; Mr. T'remenheere read it over to et

483. How did it bhappen that your answers were given with such eircamstances
of particularity as they are at page 44 of the report f~—I just answered the 4aestions’
that Mr. Tremenheere asked me, and I referred him to the various documents in
existence, the memorial to Lord Palmerston, and to the masters, and %0 forth.
That is the form in which he has put my evidence, but he asked me questions.

484. How did you happen to recollect ail these circumstances, so as to be able
to make observations upon the evidence of one and the other, without having the.
documents before you:—A man who has worked in the bleach-works all his life-
time is able to amswer any questions that any man: may ask him about it ; and if
he has been connected with the committee, he can answer the questions as to how
it bas been conducted ; that is all 1 did. :

485. There are in your evidence observations About Mr. Blurr’s evidenco and
Mr. Crass's evidence, and the evidence at page 35, and so forth; how were you
able to make those observations merely from hearing the evidenee read ?~-I had.
my pencil and paper in my hand when Mr. Tremenheere was reading it over, and 1
made a note of the thinge that I wished to make a remark npon. I feel very much:
interested in this movement, from what I have seen of the consequences of long
hours during the time I have been in the business; and I am very anxious for the
passing of the Bill, and that was the yeason that I was as acute 38 I could possibly:
be in it, because I thought that much depended upon eur managing it well.

486. Is it still your opinion, as stated in your evidence, that you could make a
person & good worker in the bleaching in a very short time 7—That is Mr. Slater’s.
opinion ; it is not my opinion at all ; I stated what was told to me by one of the
masters in the bleaching business. .

487. Is it the fact that Mr. Tremenheere did not give you any of ihe evidence.

which. he had taken to read or to examine ; but you simply took notes from. wh;:t
: o
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he read >—That was all; but T stopped him while he read, and asked him to resd
ortions of it over again sometimes. 1 was a day with him with the secretary in
anchester. He had given the masters a longer {ime than that to consider our
evidence, and to make their remarks upon it; but he stated 'that the masters
made no remarks, beyond charging one or two of the men with exaggeration, snd
things of that sort ; be did the same with the masters as with us. He sent the
masters our evidence to read, and requested them to examine it, and see if it
was correct ; and if it was not correct, to write to bim about it.

Mr. J. Warring,

@ June 1854,

488. Were you, or "any of your committee, with Mr. Tremenheero before he

commenced his investigation, or during the time that he made it ™—Neither 1 nor
eny of the operatives at Bolton had ever seen Mr. Tremenheere before he com-
menced this investigation. _ ,

489. Did any of the committee point out to him the bleach-works that he was
to go to i—He requested that we would furnish bim with a list of the bleach-
works in the neighbourhood, and our seeretary did do so.

490. Did you furnish him -with a list of the whole of the bleach~works, er only
of certain ones 7—I believe we passed over one or two by mistake. I think we
omitted Mr. Slater’s. ’

491. Was not Mr. Slater’s the establishment in which there had been very
exoessive work f—Yes; it was missed by an oversight. '

492, Did your committee request Mr. Tremenheere not to examine any of the
workpeople in the Irish bleach-fields ?-—No.

493. Did nothing of the kind take place 7—Not that I know of.

494. Chairman.] Do you know of any such request being made ?—No.

495. Mr. Kirk.] Did not Mr. Tremenheere simply examine the workpeople of
those places which the Bolton Operatives' Committee pointed out to him ?~—We
just gave him a list of the bleaching-houses in the neighbourhood.

496. Lord Join Manners.] Did you say anytbing to him about Ireland, one
way or the other 7—No,

497. Chairman.] Did he ask you for a list of the bleaching-works near Bolton ?
—Yes ; and he asked who was the secretary of the Short Time Association at
Manchester, connected with the finishing and bleaching-works there, and we just
gave him the sacretary’s address and a list of the bleaching-works.

498. 1n the evidence which you gave before Mr. Tremenheere, you said this:
“ One of the great reasons of the long hours in the finishing departments is, that
the bleaching machinery has been improved faster- than the finishing, so that as
much cloth can be bleached im 10 hours as it" would take 16 to finish.” Is that
correvt 7—Yes, it is correct.

499. Has there been any improvement in the finishing department since you
gave that evidence, which is now some years ago ?——Not in the times of work;
they do not work shorter hours. ,

500. You say, “ But many bleachers have already improved their finishing
machinery, and those that have not might get through the finishing in 10 hours,
if they would take on more hands, or improve their machinery.” Is it your
opinion that if there was the same improvement in the finishing machinery that
has been made in the bleaching machinery the masters could meet the requisitions
of the Ten Hours Bill, without any inconvenience?—1 think they could do it
now, with a little management, just by the employment of an additional female or
two; and the Committee will see that Mr. Morris, the foreman of Mr. Ainsworth,
is of the same opinion. Mr. Bridson, of Bolton, I think, is almest of the same
opinion. The Committee will see by the evidence that he thinks that by laying
out a little money in improvements, they could do‘the work,

501, Do I rightly understand you to say, that by the recent improvementa in
the bleaching machinery, what you call & push order, which would formerly have
taken a week, could now be done in three or four days ?—During these last six or
seven years they can bleach & shipping order for any amount of cloth quite as well
in four or five days as they could have dong, it in seven or eight. If the Com-
mittee choose, I will tell them the reason of it.

502. Is there any doubt that if similar attention were turned to the improve-
ment of the finishing machinery it would have & similar result >—It would have a
similar result if they were to employ a few more women in the finishing depart-
ment ; then they could keep straight with the bleachers; at present the state of
things is, that they are able to work 10 hours in the bleaching department, -and
to give the other departments 17 hours’ work ; I think that by a little arrangement

0.37—Sess. 2 D2 of
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Mr. J. Warring, of the finishing department it might be done in 10 hours equally with ‘the bleachi-

9 June 1857,

ing department. . . . .. . .
503. Lord John Manners.] As to the occasion when you went over to [reland,

do I rightly understaad you to say that an application came .from Ireland to you
in the first instancer—Yes; a man came over to us, and when. he got back he
stated that the operatives in Ireland were anxious for a Bill. equally with the
" English operatives ; and then we told him that if that were the case they must
petition Parliament and send petitions over; and several petitions were sent over
from various works by this man to our committee, and were presented to Par-
liament. . ‘ S
504. Your committee did not first communicate with the Irish operatives, but
. the Irish operatives addressed you in the first instance 7—They wrote to us in the
first instance. : e

505. Chairman.] Is it not the fact that the Bill which was first introduced,
and which passed the House of Lords, did not extend to Ireland 7—Yes. . ,

506. ‘Was it after that that these Irish operatives came over to you?—Yes. |

507. Mr. Baxter.] Was any such application made from. the linen bleach-
works of Scotland, either by deputy or by letter i —No. :

508. Could any have been made without ‘your being aware of it?—No,.it
could not; because I have been aware of all that has taken place in the com-

* mittee. T .

509. Chairman.] Do you remember when Lord Shaftesbury introduced the
Bill in the House of Lords?—Yes. ' : ¥

510. Then it came into the House of Commons 7—Yes.

% 11. Was it subsequently to that that you had communication with Ireland ?
~—Yes.

512. Did they come and complain of being omitted in the Bill?7—They wished
{o be in the Bill. ‘ : . , A -

513. Mr. Kirk.] Who is the treasurer of the short-time committee fund 7—
The secretary and treasurer are both one; the landlord of the house where our
committee met was the treasurer; but when he left the house we entrusted the
secretary with the funds. 1 R ..

514. Who'is it that disburses the money that is collected by your committee *
~—Mr, Pearce, the secretary.

515. You spoke a little time back of a man named Kean; was he employed
to get up petitions from Ireland to the House of Commons >—I believe our com-
mittee paid him a little sum of money for the trouble that he had been put to, on
-account of his stating that the Irish had so little that they could:not afford to pay
him, and we thought that it would be right to help him in that way. ..

546, Is it true .that you paid him 1. a name for every name he got to the
petition 2—1I¢t is decidedly false. : :

517.Was it so reported ?—I never heard it. ‘ , o
N 518. ‘Did you pay him a certain sum of money for getting up the petition ?—

O, Lo ., . : . ;

510. Was he employed to get signatures to petitions by the Bolton Short Time
Committee ?—We paid him his-expenses; but he stated that he was getting up
a petition at the wish of the Irish operatives. I

520. Mr, Cobbett.] Is Mr. Kean sn Irishman, or an Englishman ?—He is an
Irish bleacher. - . _ ‘ -

521. Where does he work F—Somewhere about Banbridge. . . oo

522. Did he come to you, or did you go to him ?—We never saw him until he
came into the commmittee-room. - ' o e .

523. Where did he come to you ?—He came into our committee-room at
. Bolton, T - o ‘

524. Mr, Kirk.] How much did you actually pay Richard Kean F—I cannot
sy exactly ; I could tell by. reference to the reports. - e . y

525. Is there any person who can tell us exactly what he was paid, and for
what services he received that money ?—He received the money for his trouble in-
getting up'the petition; I think4here never was a petition that came to. the
. Houses of Parliament in which;some parties were not paid for attending to it. In
\the casewf she Corn Law Petitions a man at Bolton had 5 s. a day for standing in

. Ahe streetriwitheblem. o o il 0 s o .
2526, Mu Gobbett.] Ara:yon referring to the Anti-Corn Law League Petition?
- aYes ;. hmwis paid-for standing at a table with if..; .

{

" 527, Chairman.]
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. £27. Chairman.) Do you mean to say that there cannot be a petition to the
House of Commous without some persons taking trouble about it ?--Theve cannot
be & petition to the House of Commons without some persons taking trouble
about it. But our petitions did rot cost us a halfpenny, except the paper and
the printing, because our people came to sign! them. .

528, Did not Mr. Kean represent himself as having taken a great deal of
trouble in forwarding the short-time movement in Ireland ?—-Yes, that was it.

- 529. Did he further represent that the Irish operatives were not able to pay
Lim r—Yes. '

53(:1. And therefore you paid him something on account of his expenses ?—Yes,
we did. L : : :

531. Was anything paid to him for getting up petitions to Parliament F—No,
nothing at all. -

532, Mr. Davisen.] Did you know that that was the practice with any other
petitions ?—No ; in the case of the Corn Law Petition they employed a party to
look after it, and stand at the table with it. Mr. Kean was a poor working man,
and could not lose his time. ‘

533. Lord NVaas.] How was your committee first brought into communication
with this man 7— We did not know anything at all about him till he came into the
commitiee-room, . : ‘

534. Did he offer his services to you —He said that the Irish were wishing for
& lill, but that they had not thé means to look after it.

535. Did he say that he would undertake to get up a petition if you employed
himr—Yes, if we paid his expenses. \

536. Did you pay him anything beyond his expenses{ — No; simply his
expenscs.

-537. About what sum was paid to him -—Something like 5/, or 6/, I dare say.

538. Viscount Goderich.] Could not your treasurer tell the Committee exactly
what you paid bim ?—Yes. | '

Johit Marshall Robinson, Esq,, called in; and Ei;a,mined.

: 539. Chuirman,] YOU are a practising Surgeon, I believe, in Bolton?—Yes,
am, o - :

540. How long have you been practising in Bolton ?—For 34 years.

541. Have you had any opportunity of becoming acquainted with the families
of the persons éemployed in bleaching-worke in Bolton ?—Yes; I have attended
a great number of them, but I do' not know that I can mention anything special
in connexion with them. . : . ' ,

542, Have you had an opportunity of forming an opinion as to whether the
hours of work at present pursued in the bleaching-works are injurious or not F—
The work itself is very healthy, but long-protracted labour is injurious.

543, From your professional experience in attending the families of persons
‘who are employed in the bleaching-works, do you think that their health suffers
from the hours of work at present usedf—I cannot specify cases; but I think
1 have met with some cases of aocute disease brought ou by exposure and long-
continued }abour; but I have known nothing of the working of the bleach-works.
I do not know anything of the hours of work of my own knowledge. I may say
that 1 have heard parents complain that their ehildren have been very much
fatigued and broken down by them; but I do not know it of my own knowledge.
* 544. Have you frequently heard those complaints{ —I am not prepared to speak
fusitively about it; but I think that, taking a series of years, I may say that
have heard them frequently. Taking my practice :of 34 years, I may say fre-
- quently ; but, at the present time, I do not suppose I bave had any complaints at
all within the last three or four years. '
" 845. Do you remember & petition being presented to the House of Commons
‘some time since from Bolton in favour of the Short Time Bill }-—Yes.
" 540. Did you sign it ¢~~Yes, I did. = ‘

547. It is “the. petition of the' undersigned clergymen and members of th
medical profession of the borough of Bolton, in the county of Lancaster,” and it
alleges that * your petitioners have long known with regret that it is customary
in the several bleaching, finishing and dyeing establishments in the United King-
dom, for females and young persons to labour for 14, 16, 18 and 20 hours a day,
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and ﬁ-egu.ently for days and nights consecutively, without intermission, e xcept for
Mweals ;" is that your experience now?—1I believe that such has been the ease

formerly; I suppose it was 50 20 years ago ; but I believe also that imp: ;ovements
- have taken place in machinery which facilitate the works, so -that great . improve-

ments have taken place in the works.
_ 548. :Po you know or’believe that at prosent these practices are - “ersevered
in?—-th_:;annot spe?khof my own 1liumvle_dge; when I signed the petit n T went
upan the reports of the paxents who happened to call upon me professi '
therefore 1 believed it. ¥ PP P P f;llg, and
- 549. Do yon believe that it has continued, or that it has ceased? I believe
that the hours of labour are injurious to young people; those hom  of labour
would be igjurious to any pewsan, ' |
.550. Do you believe that they are now customary ?—I think they 2 not so

' eommon as they used to the before the improvements in machiner: 5 which I

have referred. :

551. Do you think they exist at alt—1 do not knows I believe ti ; oceasion-
ally, when there are, as a witness has said, some bleach-works whe  there are
what ‘they call “pushes,” that is to sey, large orders, which havé to be eom-
pleted in ashort space of time, they cannot do it without working a. part, if not
all the night, and the works are not carried on without the employme nt of people
of both sexes, and of different ages. I have no doubt upon my own r.aind of that,
bacanse | have occasionally passed threugh'the works ; but, of course, I do not
speak any farther. : :

552. 1 believe you have been a medieal inspeetor of factories 7—Ye g,

353. Do you remember the state of the factories and the factory chi ldren before
the Factory Act passed ?—Yes. : o

554. What is your opinion as to the result of the Factory Act? —I think it
.exceedingly beneficial ; the rising generation of the factory operatives; will be the
most educated of any class that we have, because, before coming to 13, theygmust
go tu a school where the master or the mistress is approved of by the. inspeétors;
they cannot work full time till they are 13.

555. As far as you can form an opinion, do you consider that the e:ctension of a
similar provision to the bleach-works would be beneficial —That is; my view of
the case. I confine myself entirely to children from 8 to 13; and T think that
the educational clause, if it were to be carried out in combination with a provision
for their not working too long, would be beneficial; we havo a4 groat improve-
ment in the physical condition of the factory operatives; there are n'o bow-kneed
or distorted figures as there used te be. _ ‘

.~ 556. Do you think there has been an improvement latterly in the *hours of work
at the bleach-works ?—Yes. o

_-557. Before that improvemeni- took: place was there any perceptible difference
between the persons employed in the bleaching-works and the factor:y operatives ?
—-~The bleachers were far more healthy than the factory operatives, . o

558. Do you think that now the factory operatives look the better of the two ?
—I think they are the more intelligent, ‘ _

559. Has that change been produced under the influence of the Factory Act 3+

"I am doubtfal whether I can make a physical comparison, because the bleachers,

most of them, live in the country, and have benefit of inhaling the piire air. -

560. What length of hours do you think that a young person undiar 13 could be
able to work without injury to her health i~—1I do not think they wught to work |
meore then 10 hours, deducting from that twe hours for having their meals; I
think that 10 hours is quite enongh for yonng persons from 8 to 13, ' ,

561. Lord .John Manners.] Do you apply the same remark tc, women; how
leng do you think tliat women, with a dueregard to their circumestan ces, can work ?

- «—After girls have passed the age of I8 they can endure more physical labour, but

they are not, many of them, quite perfectly developed until they are 17 or I8 years
of age, and these long hours of werk interfere with the anatomy and physiology of
the frame. : ‘
562, You were examined before Mr. Tremenheere, and you stated, in-answer to
# question from him, that you had had frequent opportunities of being sequainted
with the workers in bleach-works and their families. How did you get your
opportunities — As medical attendant. - - .:
_563. Have you come across both childien and young females e mployed in the
bleach-works 7—Yes. | _ , ‘

i

564. Have
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564.. Have you ever noticed that they appeared to be unhealthy, in any way >—
No, they are not mostly unhealthy; I think that there .is a tendency, from over
fatigne and sudden exposure to cold in the night, to faver, typhus fever, and
sometimes inflammation of the lungs., . .

~ 565. Have you ever known the complaint which is. called - * sore feet” 7—
Perhaps: there is a little swelling about the ankles occasionally, from standing so
very long as.they sometimes do; but when they work night and day for two or
three nights consecutively, they have the opportunity, when waiting for their turn,
of resting, If I.understand the bleaching correctly, the cloth goes through several
processes, each of ihese processes being done by one set of hands ; and when one
portion is bleached, orhas. passed through the drying-reom, or anywhere else, they
can wait until their process comes. on again ; but.instances have been reported to me.
of swollen feet, which have been attributed by the parents to over-work. |

560. Mr. Packe.] Is there anything unhealthy in the employment of bleach-
works 7~ think it is more wholesome work than any other oceupation.

567.. Mr. Davison.] If women and young people were kept working for four
or five days together, would it not be enough to give them swollen feet %—VYes,
but that is an extraordinary occurrence. In some parts of the bleaching process.
the temperature is obliged to he exceedingly high, and that is injurious to those
who are working jn it. | ' ‘

. 568. Lord Jokn Manners.) Is it not the fact, that where the temperature is so
high, the people are not employed those occasional long hours which have been
mentioned ?—I fancy that it is amongst the finishers, as they are called, that the
bong hou.rglprevail, and they of course require a warm atinosphere ; but my obser-
vation a}ﬁ icd, to.the stoving, where the tomperature must be very high.

569. Mr. Davison.] Are you prepared to say, of your own knowledge, that the.

children and young persons employed in the bleaching-works are, as a class,
* unhealthy >—No, the occupation itself is not unhealthy; the only objection I have
isy to the length of time that children between eight and 13 are employed.

. “'570. Mr. %(i'rk.] ‘When parents complained to you about the long hours which
their children were obliged to work, did not it occur to you to ask them why they

sent their childrep at such a tender age to work !-—They are obliged to send

them ;. they must do.something for their own livelihood ; a great many parents are
kept by their cliildren working in the bleach-works and in the factories; it is .a
very common thing for the children and large families to get to work, and for the
father and mother to keep at home ; they are quite aristoeratical among workpeople ;
they have a large income. ' o : ‘

571. Do you menn to say, that the parents send their children to work, in order

that they themselves may not labour ¢—They would not send their children to

work in order that they themselves may not labour, but it is a very difficult matter,

- 1 suppose, for a weaver, who will earn 18s. or-20s. a week, to keep five or six

children ; of' course when they get able to work they are anxious for them to earn

something ;. at first they: earn very litfle ; I have known them earn as. [iitle as
1# 6d. 8 week; but: they quickly get up to 3s. §4., 85, 104, and a0 on.

-572. On the other side of the Channel we do not, generally, take. in any chil-
dien; cithber: made or-femsale, until they are, at least, 13 years old; is that difference.
in. consequence of the superior industry of the English, or in consequencé of the
cupidity-of the pareats 7-—Every one must put their own comstruction upon if;
I canmot answer that. question:; it may arise from both epuses, ‘

573. Would it not be an improvement if no parent conld.send his child:te any
employment untl, he was 13. years of age?—If you speak of the child, I should
say that it wonld be 5 very great improvement. Bnt. it is hetter to have half a
loaf, than: none.at. all; and there are a great many of them that are dependent, in

& Jnessurg, on the labour of their children for a liveljhood,

524~ Do not you, as a. medical man, believe that it wonld be the most important |

benefit that the working classes could obtain, if they were not to be required to
Iahour- till they were 13 years of age?—My medical opinion, independently of
oflier. mattens, ie that if they did not labour at all until after they were 13, they
wonld be.a Fmat' deal better off, and a stronger generation would rise up. But
_ that is simply a medical opinion, isolated from the rest of the case.

- 525, Considering also. the ampunt of information that they would neces-
sarily derive now that cheap schools are spread over the whole country, would it
ngt, be & most imporiant improvement in the-educaiion of the workmen, if they
were sent {o school at that time ?~If I confine my answer to that one question,
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‘of what is best for the children, I shoulqd decidedly say that it is better for them

not to work at all till they are 13, and to have play, but to go to school. But if
it is competent for me to go a little further, I should say that I think, as regards
children in that part of the country, that if they are not at work they are doing
something which is worse, because the parent will not send them to school.

76. Do you mean to give it in evidence before this Committee that English
parents are so indifferent to the mental cultivation of their children that they |
will not send them to school #—I mean to say that I know, as Medical Inspector
of Factories, that we have great difficulty in getting parents to send their children
to school. :

577. That is in a case where there is a school for the children, and they are
obliged to send them to school ?—Yes; they cannot help their going to school,
but they play truant. = They must go to school while they work, or else they
cannot go to work at all; but we frequently find that they are allowed to play
truant, It is decidedly proved that their parents will not do it without a necessity,
and we find that there are many who do not go to the factory that are never sent
to school by their parents. I do not know a single instance where children who
come into the factories at eight years of age have been in the habit of going to
school, except to the infant schools which are spreading. smongst us, and are
becoming very efficient and very vseful. But that is a reeent thing.

578. Is the Committee to understand that children which are sent to the
factories, or to the bleach-works, or to any other employment at eight or nine
years of age, have actually not been sent by their parents to school r—1It is so in
some cases. _ .

579. Are those cases numerous?—1I should say that they are numerous; hun-
dreds of children are in that case. '

580. Do you refer to children in the neighbourhood of Bolton 2—Yes.

581. Did you say that the people having sent their children to work at this
tender age, have complained to you that they were overworked #—1 cannot speak
from my knowledge as to how young they are received in the bleach-works, but
they are not received in the factories till they are eight years of age. _

582. Do not you think that they should not be received till they are 13 ?—As
a medical opinion I should say so; but I know the impossibility: of carrying out
what is proper for the rising generation. .

583. Would you have any hesitation-ifi saying that they ought not, under any
circumstances, to be employed before the age of 11 ?—I should say that the same
amount of occupation in the bleach-works would not be more onerous, or more
confining, or more injurious than in the factories, and they seem to take no harm
there ; provided they can only work half a day at the bleach-works, as they do at
the factories, I should recommend their being allowed to work at the same age.

584. Mr. Cobbeit.] Do not they work six hours a day at the factories 7—Yes.

585. Mr. Kirk.] Are you aware, from your residence in Bolton, that the employ-
ment at the factories is of a far more continuous nature than the employment at
the bleach-works 2—Yes, but the work in the factories is very different from what
it used to be; improvement of the machinery and the improvement in the con-
struction of the buildings, and the improved system of ventilation, have made it
much more healthy and pleasant than it used to be, so that you must not suppose
that they are continually kept on the stretch ; they have time to play, and time
to look through the windows, and so forth.

586, Do you conceive that in the employment of a young person, whether male
or female, in the cotton spinning, or the cotton carding, or the cotton. rolling
rooms, there is an insensible inhalation of certain particles, or certain substances
floating in the atmosphere, which is injurious to health 7—Decidedly so, but I am -
speaking comparatively ; you caunot have the rooms so perfectly ventilated as to
do away with that altogether.

587. Is that the case in bleaching-works to the same extent ?—I do not sup-
pose that there is 80 much of it ; but as regards the bleach-works, I cannot speak
so much from experience as I can with regard to the factories; 1 have not been
into them so often. ’

588, Have you had much experience of, or acquaintance with the dye-works?
“—No. ' .
589. Are there many dye-works in the neighbourhood of Bolton 2=I think

there are three or four.
590. Are
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. 590. Are they of a very extensive character ?—I do not know their extent; 1
should think that Mr. Ainsworth and Mr, Hardesstle had each of them extensive
works, but I do not know to what extent, _ '

591. Have you had any experience, medically, of the children employed in
print-works7—No; nothing further than that I have been occasionally called in
to them as patients ; it does not strike my memory just now that that was at all
in connexion with their employment at the print-works. I have had all classes
of patients, and I do not remember anything in particular in connexion with the
print-works or the dye-works. |

593. Are they more or less healthy than others employed in the factories 2—
I cannot give a direct answer upon that point.

. 593. Does it occur to you, judging from your practice, that they are less
:llz‘ialthy ?—No; it is proverbial that the old bleachers were the strongest men in
ncashire. ‘

594. Do you recollect anything particular about the health of the people:

~employed in the print-works?—I cannot remember, because I cannot isolate them
from the rest. - )

595. Mr. Turner.] Will you allow me to ask you whether you know any
Isbouring occupation or any professional employment that is not occasionally
subject to hours beyond the average ?—-I believe that is so ; the factories are the
only exception. .

596. Do you think that the principle of working certain hours and then
stopping the employment, could be universally extended to sll professions and
occupations ?—That is a question that I cannot answer; I can only say, as a
medical man, that such a thing would be beneficial to the operatives ; but whether
such an interference would be for the interest of the masters it is not for me
to say. ‘

597. Would it be beneficial to you as a professional man to’say that you should
only work certain hours #—1I could not do it.. .

598. Would it not be injurious to ‘your patients ?—It would be impossible for
me to select my hours of work; I should like it very much if I could.

599. The object of this inquiry is to ascertain whether masters are not over-
working the young persons and children employed in their works; do you think
that the whole of the blame sttaches to the masters, or that part of the blame
attaches to the parents of the children and young persons who send them to
work /—I do not feel disposed to blame either of those parties; I think that
great blame attaches, if I am correctly informed (not being a Bleacher myself
1 can only form my opinion from hearsay), to the merchants who do not send
their orders until some vessel is going to sail, and then the work must be com-
pleted by a certain day, in order to do which the hands must be employed day

“and night. Then the question is, whether legislation would improve that, and
whether the merchants, understanding that, would send out their orders regularly;
in such a case the operatives might cease work regularly on Saturday night, and
rest on Sunday ; I do not see why proper hours, of a certain length, should not
be adopted in bleaching. I am not giving an opinion upon it, but I am merely
telling the Committee the reason why I think it might be done. I only speak in
this case professionally as to the physical condition of the children ; but if I am
asked to give an opinion upon the general question, I should say that I think
that the work might be carried on, but I could not go any further, The same
objections were made before the Factory Act was passed.

600. Do you think you have seen considerable improvement in the factory
hands since the Factory Act was passed ? —Decidedly.

6o1. It has brought them up to the standard of the bleaching operatives, which
were very much below?—Yes.

602. Now do you think they are equally healthy with the bleaching operatives ?
~Yes, and what I consider a matter of higher estimation, I think that they will
be the best educated class that we have in a few years; their physical condition is
decidedly improved.

603. Do you think that they are mow physically better than they were for-
merly ?-—Yes.

604. You could not wish for any great improvement ¥—No,

605. And that has only just come up to the standard of the bleaching opera-
tives; are they superior, even now, to the bleaching population ?—I should say
physically that they are not superior, because if you have a boy or girl breaking
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and it is natural for the parent to attribute it to overwork ; if there is a tendency
to disease, overwork would be sure to evidence it. o
606. May not you infer that if the factory operatives have not been brought u
beyond the standard of the bleaching population by the limitation of their labour,
and if you would not suggest any further limitation in their hours of labour, the
bleaching population do not require legislative interference?—I decidedly say
that 10 or 12 hours is quite enough for children; adults may work longer, of
course, but 10 or 12 hours’ work in every 24 hours is, in my estimation, quite as
much as any child in any work should do; I am not speaking especially of
bleaching ; the same would apply to any other work.
6o7. What do you mean by the word * children> ?—Those between 8 and 13.
608. Mr, Davison.] Have you known any instances in your locality of works
being carried on on a Sunday ?—I cannot speak of my own knowledge to that, .
609. Have you heard of it ?—1I have heard of it. »
610. Do you believe it 2—1 have heard it, and I have heard it assigned as &
reason, that certain pieces of cloth were in such a stage of the process that if they
were left untouched they would be rotted ; I do not know what it is. ,
611. Do you confine that remark to any one mill, or is it a general remark ¢ —
No; it is a general impression I have from conversation. :

- 612. Lord John Manners.] You have been asked if the condition of the peopl
employed in bleach-works was not only quite equal, but superior to the condition
of the people employed in the factory ; did I rightly understand you to say that it
was 80 7—Yes, physically. . :

613. Did your answer apply to their intellectual and moral state as well as to
their physical /—No; merely to their physical condition.. .

614. In the year 1855 yuu signed a petition to Parliament, praying that legis.
lative interference might be applied to the labours of young people employed in
dye and bleach-works; are you still of opinion that it would be desirable 7—VYes,
I am. -

615. Mr. Cobbett.] In your evidence before Mr. Tremenheere, your words are
these: ‘I am decidedly of opinion that a limitation of the hours of labour is very
much to be desired for the females and boys employed in them,” (that is the
bleach-works) ““ inasmuch as many injurious consequences, both physical and moral,
arise to both from their long hours of work ;” is that your opinion still 2~ am of
that opinion now, - B

610. Did not you sign a petition to Parliament in 1854 ?—1I think I signed
such a petition. ' : ‘

617. Did not that petition pray the House to pass some Act to limit the hours
of labour of females and young persons who are working at bleach-works ?=Yes.,,

618. You state. in that petition that you  have long known, with regret, that
it is customary in the several bleaching, finishing, and dyeing establishments in the
United Kingdom, for females and young persons to labour for 14, 16, 18 and 20
hours a day, and frequently for days and nights consecutively without intermission, :
except for meals.” Do you remember reading that petition before you signed it? .
—Yes, I do; and so far I will explain, that I did not speak personally from having
gone into the works, but from the evidence of the parties who drew up the
petition. '

61g. Do you know it from public rumour ?—I know it from public rumour,
that is all. - '

620. Do not you live in the neighbourhood of Bolton *—1I do. .

621. Is not your business principally in Bolton and the neighbourhood ?—Yes..

622. I believe this matter has been constantly the subject of conversation with
all classes that you have met with ?—It is an understood thing. g

623. Do you not, therefore, without having actually yourself pursued the inquiry

~ 8o far as to be able to state, from your own knowledge, that the working people

have worked for consecutive nights and days, receive the assertion as a notorious

- fact >—Yes, I have heard so, and I believe it to be the case.

624. Your practice being principally in Bolton, among all those people, has
your own practice led you tv suppose that what you have heard as a general rumour
was correct /—It has led me to suppose it to be correct.

625. Mr. Davison.] Does not the difference between your evidence to-day, and

that which you stated in the memorial, consist in this, thet in the memorial you

stated
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stated that you knew what you did not know?—1I do not know what you refer to;
I have been giving a direct answer to questions put to me as to my belief at the
present day.

. 626. You state now, that from the reports you have heard, and from the belief
which you entertain, you are of opinion that your statement is correct ; but do not
you, in your memorial, state your knowledge of the facts i—I make a distinction
between my belief and my own knowledge. .

- 627.+ Are not the words of your memorial these, that you * have long known
with regret” r— Yes, but then that is derived from a general impression.

. 628, Chairman.] You know, probably, that there is such a place as America ?—
I only know it from report.

' 629. Do you feel any hesitation in saying that you know it *—1I know it; it is"

‘an expression of belief.
630.  Mr. Davison.] If & man stated to you that when he was going to the

House of Commons he saw a person knocked down, you would' not say that you
knew it 2—No, that is a different thing. ' -

. 631. Chairman.] When you signed that petition were you not certain that
what it stated was true >—Yes.

632. Do you think so now #—I think so now.

633. Mr. Cobbett.] Did not you state just now that the Factory Acts had so far
improved the factory people®s to have brought them up to the condition of the
bleachers —Yes. .

634. Did I rightly understand you to say that the bleachers were originally a
very healthy class of people ?—Yes.

635. Was not that when grass bleaching was carried on 2—Yes.

636, Did not the process of grass bleaching consist in spreading the goods out
on the grass +~—It did.

637. Has not the process been discontinued for the last 15 or 20 years2—I
should say that there has been very little of that done for the last quarter of a
century,

- 153;.y Are you a native of Bolton?—No, I am a Yorkshireman.

"~ 639. How long have you lived st Bolton >—Forty-one years; I have practised
on my own account 34. :

640, Do you know what the mode of bleaching was formerly ?—Yes, to a
certain extent. :

641. Are you sure that grass bleaching was mot carried on up to within 20
years ?—I could not speek of that. ‘ ,

642. Did the people whom you have spoken of as being so robust and healthy
work in the open air?—Yes, and I believe under cover; they were a robust.
healthy set, and were always characterised as strong men; but if they were iil.
at all it was generally & very acute diseass, and they sank very rapidly; they
required strong treatment, and if they did nmot send for medical assistance at
once, very frequently it was too late. It was generslly disease of the lungs or
inflammation. )

. §43. Mr. ¥ise.] Do they suffer from bronchitis 7—Yes, what is called pneu-
monia and inflammation of & portion of the lungs; and I believe they sank very
rapidly. [

p64:{ Chairman.] Did that arise from any peculiarity in the bleaching employ-
ment ?—]t was generally from exposure fo a current of cold air, from the way in
which they were employed at the time in open sheds, in the midst of steam and
wet, with large wheels revolving in the water and splashiniover them, and on
passing from that into the open air, with bare arms and necks, if there was snow
upon the ground it might injure them; they were very strong, but if they were
struck with disease, they fell off very quickly.

645. Mr. Packe.] Did 1 rightly understand you to say that dyeing establish-
ments are different from bleaching-works >—1 think that all dyers are also
bleachers; but the dyeing works are distinct from the others,

. 646. You have said that bleaching is & healthy employment, does that apply
also to dyeing ?-—1 think it does to a certain extent.

647. Is the dyeing equally healthy with the bleaching I do not know that
any special disease has come under my care in connexion with that work.

648. Mr. Davison.] Is it not your opinion that the limitation of the work
should be confined to 12 hours #—Yes, for children. :

649. Whether the workpeople are expased to ourrents of air or to damp is quite .
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independent of the limitation of work, and must continue o long as the process:

~ is carried on in a particular mammer; is not that so 7—Yes ; it must be decided by

the master.

650. The work must be econtinued according to a particular process, without
reference to the duration of the hours of work ?—Yes.

651. Mr. Turner.] In the course of your profession, have you had considerable
experience of sick clubs, and their operation 7—Yes, -

652. Are the recipients of relief in sick clubs more numerous in the bleaching
population than in the factory population ?-—I should say that there were a great
many more factory operatives than bleach workers; pro rafa, I should say that
they are about equal, X

653. What are the number of accidents in mills as compared in bleach-works ?
—1 do not suppose that there are quite so many in the bleach-works, but when-
they do mpeet with an accident, it is often a fatal one; I have only known very.
few; if they should get between the cylinders there is very little safety for them,
but the accidents in mills, considering the mumber of people employed, are.
exceedingly few now, and 99 out of 100 arise entirely out of their own carelessness,
but I do not know anything about accidents in bleach-works officially. :

654. Chairman.] You used this expression, that, if you were correctly informed,
the necessity for these long hours was produced commonly by “ pushers” ; does
ysour information extend up to the present time r—Yes.
~ 655. Does that practice prevail still when those cases arise 2—My impression is
that a very great improvement has taken place in bleaching machinery, facilitating
and expediting the process in every possible way, and calling for much less manual
labour for the operatives ; but still, if my impression is correct, they work as long.

. 656. Mr. Cobbett.] Do you think that we should have a stronger race of people
if they were not allowed to work till they were 13 years of age ?—I say that in a-
physical point of view, aud in a moral point of view, if the cultivation of the mind
and the strengthening of the body were to go on quietly up to that time, it would

- be better; but I think I guarded myself in the first instance by saying, that I
" believe in the manufacturing districts you cannot do it. S

657. Did I rightly understand you to say, that if the children abstained from
work altogether till they were 13 years of age, it would produce for us a strong-
race of people 7—Yes, if you can secure their going to school.

658. Does bodily strength require much school ?—No ; but we must recollect.
that the children are living in cellars and alleys, and so forth, and if you can get
them out into the country you would raise a strong race of men. '

- 659. Chairman.] Considering the mode in which the children live, do you

. think it would be better for them te be employed in some way than to be left at

home ?— A great deal. .
660. Wonld it not be preferable, in point of physical strength, if they-can get.
fresh air in the eountry ?—That is one point that I wirh te mention; the poor

Irish who are admitted in the factory, who are obliged to live in cellars and dirty

alleys, are obliged to become sweet and clean. And I should suppose that if
they are sent to a school where the masters and- mistresses are better educated,
and every week they had to send up a zsiurn of the children who went to school,
the school, generslly speaking, being sn airy structure, it is certainly better than .
being at home. g ' e e

661. Do you think it waild be better for the children themselves, that there
should be a law passed prohibiting them from going to work before .they were 137
~—No; ceeteris paribus, I think it is better tolet them go to work part of the time.

662. Do you think that the manufactaring population would be in a condition
to support their children{ if they were prohibited from making any use of their
labour —I do not know what they would do ; I am certain they are not.

663. Mr. Cobbett.] You have stated just now, that there is a great difficulty in
gegiging the children to go to school at all. Do the parents object to their going 2

-Yes.
664. Are not the children that work half time in & factory obliged to go ta
school by law 7-—Yes,
65. Did not you sdy that, as a consequence of that, you thought that the

generation of the factory werking people would be -the best educated class
that you have in your nf! *hbourhood 7—VYes.

668. What do you m¢™h when you say that the parents object to sending their
childrop to school —M4ny of them, at that age, have not received the be.(:]leﬁts of
’ education
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education, and they do not appreciate it} they are idle and slovenly, and perhaps
intemperate, and they care nothing at all but for getting money through their
children for the indulgence of their own passions ; and that is the reason that the
rising generation will be an improved race. They will be better educated.
That does not apply to the grown-up people.

'667. Do you speak of the factory class now, when you say that they are idle,
intemperate, and slovenly ?—I was not speaking of the factory class generally, but
I believe that among all classes thete are such people.

668. Is that your observation in the neighbourhood ?-—That is my observation
in the neighbourhood. ' You asked me the reason why they do not send their chil-
dren to school, and | say that that is the reason. ‘

669. Does that remark apply to parents who are working in factories ?—Yes.

670. Is not it the fact, that the parents have greater opportunities of making
money by their children in the factories, than parents who live away from the fac-
tories, and that it is more the habit of their parents to make money by their chil-
dren ?~-I can hardly turn my memory to any part of the neighbourhood of Bolton
where there are not factories or other works of some description, foundries, paper
works, and 8o on; they are distributed along the stream in every population round
about the town, and I cannot find you a distinct class unoccupied anywhere.

671. You think it is in order that they may get money by their children that
they send them so young to school f«—I think, as regards the factory operatives,
they cannot do it, and as regards bleachers I do not know.

672. Did I rightly understand you to say, that you attach the greatest value to
the education clauses in the Factory Bill 2—~I do. .

673. And upon this principle, that you think it of great importance to induce
2 parent to have his child educated, making it a condition of his being aliowed to
make anything of his earnings 7—Yes. -

674. And you give us 13 years of age as the termination of childhood: take
the case of a girl between 13 and 18; would you think it desirable to put 2
restriction upon her hours of labour ?—No, I fancy that it will be quite sufficient
to carry it as far as the Factory Act goes; and that only limits them to between
8 and 13. We do not admit them till they are eight, and we do not allow them’
to work full time till they are 13; the medical visitor must be convinced that they
are 13 before he allows them to work full time; after that time they work full
hours,

675. In point of fact do they work in factories more than 10 hours, although-

the legislative restriction only extends to persons below 13#%—No, I think not.

Perhaps the Committee will allow me to state, that the Factory Act applies to

girls above 16 and 18, and in fact women altogether, but not to the motive power.
1t does not restrict the motive power, so that every mae above 18 may work all
night if he thinks proper; the law does not interfere with him. But we place all
children under 13 under the officers, and all women and young persons.

676. Would not you consider it necessary to have a restriction on the hours of
labour up to 18 7—Yes; in the Factory Act that restriction applies to all females,
and to both sexes from 8 to 13,

677. Would not you oonsider the same restriction necessary in the bleaching-
works?—Yes; Ido. ‘

678. Mr. Kirk.] What do you mean by the same restriction >—The restriction
as regards females. You cannot interfere with adult males at all.

679. With regard to males from 13 years of age to 18, would you conceive it
indispensably requisite that there should be a restriction as to the length of time
they should work ?——They should not work more than 12 hours until they are of
that age, and then they are competent to decide for themselves.

680. Lord Jokn Adanners.] Are you acquainted with the provisions of the Bills
which from time to time bave been brought into the House of Commons to'
regulate the hours of labour in the bleach-works *—~No ; I am assuming that they
are assimilated to the Factory Acts,

681. What would be your opinion of a provision prohibiting all children under
the age of 11 from working in bleaching and dyeing works ?~1I think, if yon
could combine, along with the pgoing to schoeol, a provision for them as to
working short hours, beginning work at eight years of age would not be injurious’
at all. I am rather of opinion that you should allow their going to work at eight
years of age, because the child would gain education by the educational clauses,

682. Would you prefer that the children hereafter to be employed in bleach-
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works should be subjected to what are called the education elauses of the Fae:.
tory Act ?—Yes; 1 would allow no work without education going on simulta-
neously, day by day.

_ 683. Mr, Turner.] Would you compel the parents to provide education for the
children >—The Act, [ think, would provide that, as it has been done in the Fac-
tory Acts. 'I fancy that - there would be clauses pointing out how it should be
‘done. In all these opinions which I have given, I have not at all taken into
account the facility of conducting the business. I do not know whether it can be
done in that way or not, but I do not see why it should not.

~ 684. Lord Jokn Manners.] Supposing, in consequence of the nature of the.
processes carried on in the bleaching-works, it is thought to be inconvenient to
establish the education clauses of the Factory Aect, will it then be, in your opinion,
advisable to prohibit entirely the working of children under the age of 11 7-—De-
cidedly, and unless you could have a clause for the education of children from 8
to 13, 1 should advise not employing them at all till that age; but I should prefer
the one with education to the other without.

685. Chairman.] 1 find in your evidence before Mr. Tremenheere, this state-
ment; “The adults are generally a heslthy class of men,” (speaking of the
bleacher), “but it is notorious that none but persons of strong constitutions can
long stand those hours; since the introduction of machinery in the bleaching
process, which has been going on for some years, the bleachers are no longer so
clearly distinguished from the other classes as they used to be in point of strength
and vigour; they are pow more under cover,” Do you still think that the
bleachers are not now as vigorous and as healthy 23 they used to bet—1 do not
think that the adult males are quite so vigorons as they used to be; they were
g0 prominently distinguished from all other adults, whether they were packers
or not. '

686. That was generally the case ?—Yes. - :

y 687. Has not that been attributed to their working in the cold weather 7—
es.

688. Since the introduction of machinery and of chemical processes, and the
working under cover, do you think that very great distinction heas ceased ?—VYes,

689. They are not so robust and healthy as they used to be?-—No, I do not
think they are ; by the term “ comparative rate,” I mean that whereas the standard
of health among healthy operatives has been raised very much, the eomparative
standard in the appearance of the bleachers has been, I think, lowered; therefore
they are not so distinguished as they used to be.

., 690. Ig it the fact, that since machinery and chemical processes in bleaching
have been substituted for open-air work, the bleachers are not so healthy and
vigorous as they used to be 7—No, they are not ; they do not appear so.

Thomas Blackledge Garstang, Esq., M. D., called in ; and Examined. .

691, Chairman.] YOU have been in practice for some time at Bolton ?—Yes,
15 or 16 years. ;

. 692, Have you during that time been ir the habit of attending families of per-
sons employed in the bleaching-works ?—Frequently. -

- 693. Have you had an opportunity of becoming scquainted.with the hours of
work for which young people are employed in bleaching-works r—1I have.

. 694. Can you state to the Committee your impressions as to what those hours
of work are ?—1I think they are decidedly injurious.

- 6935. How long are they —I have known young women frequently employed
16 or 18 hours & day; of course my experience among the adult male population
is not to be mentioned, or else much more for extreme cases than that might be
alluded to. :

- 696, What are the hours of work amongst the adult male population ?—Fre
quently 20 ang 22 hours a day for a week together.,

- 697. As to young women, how long have you known them to be worked i—
Seventeen or eighteen hours a day frequently. )
B 69181;_ How long would : that last consecutively?—For a week or 10 days
together. |

. 699. Yow often would that ocourr-—It occurs at frequent intervals, sometimes
aﬁelr‘ two\or three weeks, sometimes at longer intervals, according to the push of
work.
. 700, Have
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700. Have you known it occur at intervals of a week ? —Frequently.
7o1. I think you mentioned the case to Mr. Tremenheere of two young men
whom you had attended, who had been at the works for 16 hours a day for 5 or
6 months consecutively ?—Yes, I did. ' :
702. Do you remember that instance now particularly ?—1 do.
703. Have you known any other instances of the same kind ¥ —Yes; I acci-
- dentally came in contact with a man on Sunday ; his age is 36, and he is a packer
in one of the works in Bolton. Heworked from half-past five o’clock on Monday
morning till 10 minutes past three on Tuesday morning; he went again .at nine
o'clock on Tuesday morning, and worked till 12 on Wednesday morning ; he went
there at half-past five, and worked until half-past four on the Thursday morning ;
he went again st 11 on Thursday morning, and worked till five on Friday morning.

704. Mr. Davison.] Was thie his own statement to you?—This was his own
statement to me, .

7;:5. Mr. Kirk.] Was that in a bleaching-work 2—That was in a bleaching-
work.

506. In what department ?— He is a packenr.

707, Chairman.] Can you tell the Committee the name of that man, or have
you any objection ?—1 have an objection to it, because it might have a prejudicial
influence upon the poor man; I beg to decline to do so. '
I 708. Have you any objection to meution the name of his employer ?—Yes,

have.

709. Do you mean to say that there is, on the part of the working people, any
reluctance to afford information upon matters of that kind ?—A very great reluc.
tance, and they are very suspicious if any person makes an inquiry, lest their
information should come to the proprietor of the works, and thereby they might
be dismissed. :

710. Do you think that that apprehension prevails among the workers employed
in the bleach-warks >—Very extensively. _ ‘ _

711. Do you think, asfar as you can form an opinion, that that apprehension is
well founded ?—1I do. S . :

712. Do you still object to give to the Committee the name of the employer ?
—I do not know that there is any serious objection to giving the name of the
employer ; it is Mr, Bridson. -

713. Mr. Turner.] Does not a man of that description, who can work so many
hours continuously, receive very large wages P~ [ know nothing about wages,

714. Does he work for ordinary wages?—1I believe that they work very unwil-
lingly during those hours, and it is only as a matter of necessity that they do so.

7:5. Being an adult, was he not master of his own conduct r—This man that I
speak of was 26 years old, but he was a mere shadow of a man. ' _

“716. Would a mere shadow of & man be able to sustain that continued work
day after day ?—1I think that that continuous labour had no doubt had a very pre-
judicial effect upon his health, and no doubt it was with great difficulty that he
sustained the long honrs of labour that he was subject to, - :

717. Could not that man, if he left the manufacturer who employed him, get
work elsewhere f-—It might be a matter of some difficulty.

718. Chairman.} Do you think that any persons employed in bleaching-works
could refuse to work those long hours ?—They could, but it must be at the penalty
of dismissal,

719, Do you think that a person so dismissed could obtain employment else-
where without submitting again to those long hours ?—I think that he could wit
great difficulty obtain employment. 4 . N

720. Do you think that the working people generally, as far as you know thejr
opinions, are anxious for legislation upon that subject t—Extremely so, .

721. Do you know anything of the opinions of the masters with reference to
legislation f—1 have had no conversation with the masters upon the subject,

722. Have you known many instances of young women uuder 18 years of age
working those long hours ?—I have.

723. Would you say that it was a common practice 7—Yes. _

724. Isit also common with boys of the same age ?—Yes, but I think that the
greater proportion are girls, stitchers and so forth.

725. May I ask you whether you know that it is their habit to keep young
women all night in the bleaching-works ?—1 believe it.is.

7260. Have you known that frequently to occur ?—Yes, 1 have,

0.37—Sess. 2. E4 727. At
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727. At what hour do they ordinarily return home?—I think the hours are

" very various, it just depends upon the time at which their labour closes. .

728. Do they often return home at” midnight f~—Occasionally at one, two and
three ¢’clock in the morning.

72q. Have you an opportumty of mformmg the' Committee whether, in a
.mora.l pmnt of view; evil results follow from these late hours?—I recollect two
instances’ in which women hdve had 1llerr1t1ma.te children ; that might be attri-
butable to that ‘cause.

730. Do you think that the hours to which you have deposed a8 bemg common,
are prejudicial to health -t Decidedly so.

'731. Mr, Kirh.] In what way are they prejudicial 2—More especxally to the adult
male population, as they are miuch more éxtensively employed in the works.” 1
think the hourl of labour for the adult male population are very extreme indeed i in
many cases.”’ T was told only the other night, of a man who never was at home for
three weeks; he was at a bleachmg establishment in the nelghbourhood of Bolton’
for thiree weeks, and he never was at home ‘but I believe that that is a solitary or
8 rare instance.’ " '’

732. Did you see thls man whom you heard of, ‘on Sunday, professxdnally ?—--I’
accidentally came in contact with him in ‘attending another patient ; he was ina

“vefy infirm state ‘of ‘health, and’ 1took the ‘trouble fo examine him, knowing

the errand on which T was coming.’ When I made this eoquiry, he was at the
time in an extremely infirm state of health and I attnbute it entlrely to excbsswe
labour and exhaustion; © -

733. Mr. Wise.] When they go 'to ‘work for this long period, do they takeltheir
meals with them ?—Yes, they take theu' mea]s thh them, or have them. sent
to them. = T

734" ‘Do you think that the exhaustion’to which they are subJeet has a tendency
to increase the use of stimulants among the operatives —TI should think 39 s I do
not think that ds a class they are o dissipated or a drunken class, = .

735. Has that extreme exhaustion' a tendency to create a necessity for the use
of stimulants 2-—1I think not; in the works it is not permitted; and'! thigk, as a
class they at‘e an ‘exceedingly’ sober class; I have not observed ,any cases of
necessity. Sl

736. Mr. Bazter.] Do not you coénéur with Mr. Robinson in ‘Ehmkmg that
bleaching is geuerally ‘an exceedmgly hea.lthy occupatlon ?—I believe, ,lt is an
exceedingly healthy occupation. "

737. Does not yonr own experience, as regards complaints, differ from that of
Mr. Robinson, who stated that there had been no complaints within the last few
years?—I think Mr. Robinson intended his observatiens to apply simply to the
labour of women and children. ‘

738. You have stated that you knew cases of women being overworked lately’
I have known them work 17 and 18 hours a day.

¥39. Does that apply to the last few years t—Yes, within the Inst twelve months

740. Does not your experience differ from his in that respect?—I have seen
cases of acute disease that I attributed to exposure to inclement weather during
the winter nights, when they are coming home frequently at 2 and 3 o’clock in
the morning ; delicate young women are often out at that time; I have frequently
been called in to cases where I have attributed the cause of that disease to expo-
sure to inclement weather and long hours.

741. Mr. /#'ue.] Are not some of the persons very young ?—Yes.

»4%. Exposure from _coming ont of a very hot room into a cold atmosphere will
have the effect of causing inflammation of "the Jungs ; is that a common disease
among the bleachers *—It is not at all an uncommon affliction; but the adult
males are chiefly employed in the finishing-rooms, where the temperature rises
from 90 to 100 and 110 degrees.

743. Mr. Bazxter.] You have sald that the health of the adult males is most
affected because they work the longest; are you an advecate for legislative inter-
ference with the hours of work of the adult males }—1 am, most decldedly
744. Mr. Cobbett.] Then you would restrict the labour of adult males as well
that of every other person ?—I think it is quite necessary, and although the
anrangement in the factories does not‘. aﬂ'ect the adult male, he mdlrectly enjoys
the\ advantage of it.

4\§- Mr. Bazter.] Do ¥ou beliéve that the same result would take place with
1ch—works, that labour of women and children were limited blln dllle
: each-
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bleach-works, thereby the labour of the men would be limited 7—I think that 7. B. Garstang,
there would be a great chance of that, because they are much more numerous than ~ Esy, u.o,
the young women and children. ' —_—

746. Mr. Packe.] Are you of opinion that the work in the dyeing establish- 9 June1857.
ments is equally healthy with that in the bleaching r—I think it is quite; the
dye-works in the neighbourhood of Bolton are, I think, confined to simple colours.

747. Are there any noxious ingredients in dyeing that make it more unhealthy
than the bleaching i—I think not. ° '

748. Mr. Turner.] Do you wish, not only that the Legislature should inter-
fere with the labour of women and young persons, but that it should regulate the
hours of the labour of the adult men #—I think the adult men will be the greatest
gainers by that. . ‘ o

749. Do you think it right of the Legislature to compel them to adopt eertain
Lours I believe that the men wish it, and that it would be advisable.

750. Mr. Kirk] Would it not be equally advisable to regulate the labour of
the adults in fields =—I think it would be advisable that no man should work
more than 10 or 12 hours a day. o _

75t. Would it not be equally necessary to regulate the labour of females in
domestic service, the maids-of-all work, for instance r— think it is most advis-
able that no individual should be subject to working more than 10, 11, or 12
hours a day. - '

752. Is it your opinion that, no matter what the exigencies of the occasion may
be, no persons should be employed more than 10 or 12 hours & day, and those
within stated limits 7—No arduous labour (such labour as individuals are subject
to in bleaching and dyeing-works, and in cotton factories) should be continued for
more than 10 or 12 hours., I believe they are standing upon their feet during the -
whole of the time.

753. As to domestic gervice, for instance, do you think that where a female
servant gets up at 7 in the morning she should not work later than 7 at night ?
—1I think it would be most advisable.

754. How would you manage about the persons who sre employed in beer shops
and gin palaces; would you limit them in the same manner —Yes; 12 hours’
Inbour is abundantly sufficient, where the person is subject to anything like arduous
labour, and is standing upon his feet during the whole of that period.

755. Mr, Bazter.] Do you consider agricultural labour arduous labour ?—Yes,
I do. '

»56. Mr. Kirk.] Is not a person employed in ficlds, in hedging or ditching,
or making drains, employed in arduous labour ?—I think that 12 hours a day is
amply sufficient for them, and quite as much as they ought to be subject to.

757. Viscount Goderich.] Do you mean to say that you think it is desirable
that persous should not work more than 12 hours, or do you think they ought to
be prevented by law }—I do not mean to interfere with hedgers and ditchers, and
ploughmen. I think it very unnecessary we should have legislative interference in
that behalf.

758. Mr. Kirk.] Why do you think so ?-—Because they are more independent.
7T think they can better suit themselves ; and if their employers choose to dismiss
them they can more readily gain employment elsewhere.

»50. As to the person you mention as having sustained a great amount of
labour, would there be any difficulty in such a man obtaining employment in
Manchester, or in any large town r—I think there would be a difficulty in ob-
taining employment in the bleaching-works. I think that the hands are abundant,
and that employment in them is rather difficult to obtain in many cases, especially
for some descriptions of men. .

760. Are you aware of the hours at which the packers begin and leave off
work in Manchester and London ?—No ; I know nothing about the working

" times of the packers in Manchester and London.

=61. Do you intend to convey to this' Committee the idea that a packer in
Bolton, no matter how hardly he is worked, no matter what bondage his master
subjeots him to, cannot get employment out of Bolton ?—I do not know.

»62. Did not you state something of that sort before >—1 stated that there was’
a considerable number of bleaching hands who would fiud difficulty in getting em-
ployment after they had been thrown out of a good place.

*68. Are you aware of the third clause proposed in the Bill which has been
proposed on behalf of the bleachers !—I was not aware of it.

0.37—Sess. 2. F 764. Do
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764. Do you know anything of the employment’ of ‘the packers? — I havd
simply a vague idea that his work is to pack the goods after they are bleached and
finished, and to make them into hales.

+765. Is not that an employment that must be very common wherever goods
are made into bales ?-—Yes,

766. Did not you state that you were unwilling to give that man’s name, lest .
he should not get employment ?—Yes. -

767. And thence the Committee would naturally infer that other bleachers who
wanted- packers would not employ this man, unless he would work the same
number of hours ?—He did not wish to be dismissed from his present master, for
whom he has worked for some years, and he made it a request that 1 would no&
divulge his name.

768, The question was put, whether he was not as independent of bis master
as his master was of him, and you said that he was not ; what was your reason
for saying that?—The difficulty of obtaining employment elsewhere.

769. Da you think that that exists with regard to a trade so common a8 thaﬁ of
a packer, which is umversal all over England ?—I[ presume that that was lns _
Teason. = -

770. Did he state it to you 7—He said that he was afraid of bemg dlsmlssed‘
Whether he mwht find ditficulty in getting employment elsewhere or not, I am
not informed.

==1. Did not you ‘state, in your former evidence, that you coucewed- the
people employed in the bleach-works to be healthy as a class?—I did.

772. Who do you mean *—The whole of the operatives, with the exception,
perhaps, of the finishers, who work in a very high temperature.

273. What proport.lon do they bear to the whole number of men employed in
bleach-works ?—1 do not know.

 774- Are not the finishers, who are working in the high temperature, more
liable to diseases of the chest than the other workers >—I think they are.

775. Have many eases uf that kind occurred >—They have.

776. Are they more liable than the same class of persons employed in a similar
atmosphere in factories %I think that they are employed at a higher temperature
than most of the factory operatives, or than any of them..

777 Are there any particles, such as there are in cotton-mills, floating in the
atmosphere 2—1I believe there are not; the only thing that we could suspect
would be chlorine, and I think they inhale it in so diluted a form as not to bé
injurious to them.

778. Would not it be dangerous to have any port:on of chlorine in the cloth‘
—I should suppose that no chlorine is left in the cloth.

779- Would it not be, in fact, destruetive of the vegetable fibres in the cloth if
you left any chlorine in it ?—I suppose it would.
~ 780. How could the operatives inhale a thing that is not present >—I presume
the chlorine is disengaged in the! process of bleachmg, and [ could suppose that,
if it were disengaged to any large extent in a condensed form, it would be
injurious.

781. How could that oceur in the finishing-rooms, seeing that if there is any
chlorine left in the cloth it will destroy it7—I am not statmo' that ‘any chlorine
is left in the cloth. -

782. Did not you say that the operatives were likely to inhale ehlorine 7—
I eaid that is the only noxious ingredient that they would be likely to inhale ;
1 am not aware that I have witnessed any injurious consequences from that cause,
and that if they mhale it at all, I say that it is in so dlluted a form as never to be
injurious.

J;83 Viscount Goder:ch ] Will you state to the Committee what is the average
heat of the stoves in the finishing-rooms ?—1I think that in the finishing-rooms
it is from 80 to 100 or 110 degrees, but I do not know from: personal experience.

=84. Lord John Muanners.] Are the children and the young females who are
subject to those long hours affected in any particular way ?— %thmk they suffer
chiefly from swelling of the legs and feet, and from varicose veins, and occasionally

» from ulceration of the lower extremities.

785. Have you witnessed those things yourself 2—1I have.

»86. Have you seen any bones distorted at all :—Never.

787. Have you wntnessed the skin off t.he feet of children and young females ?

—I have.
788, Those
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»88. Those cases,, as you have given the Committee to understand, are ‘not
frequent ~—They are not frequent.

489. Chairman.] Are they more frequent in bleaching-works than in factories?
=~Yes; 1 believe they are, from the longer hours of Izbour.

79c. Lord John Manners.] Are you an inspector of factories?’—No, I have
nothing to do with them officially. :

791. Viscount Goderich.] Are you a certifying surgeon?—No; I am one of
the surgeons of the Bolton infirmary, 2nd I know something with reference to the

- comparative frequency of accidents in mills and at the bleach-works.

792. Mr. Turner.] In your evidence before Mr. Tremenheere, you say you are
of opinion that accidents are fower in bleach-works than in factories ; is that still
your opinion ¢~-1 think that is the case.

793. Lord John Manners.] Has your attention been called to the provisions of
the Bill thet has been before Parliament more than once on the subject of bleach-
works ~—Not especially, except by the committee in Bolton.

=04. Do you think it would be advisable to prohibit the working of young

children under 11 in bleach-works ?—1 think it would be very advisable ; I think
it would be as well to prevent their introduction under the age of 11 or 12,

. %93. Chairman.] Did you hear Mr. Robinson’s evidence as to. the value of the
education clauses in the Faotory Act 7—Yes,

706, Supposing the educational clauses were inserted in the Bill, and that the

people were permitted to enter their children at eight years of age, under the
educational clauses, what would you say to that?—I thiok there would be no
objection, if they were made applicable to factories. :

797. Viscount Goderich.] You would have no objection to beginning as early
88 eight ?—As early as ten. _ 5

798. Chairman.] Would you confirm the opinion you heard Mr. Robinson
express, that it would be better for a child to be put to work at an early age, with
provision for his education, than to be kept without work and education ?—I think
if the child is properly.provided for as to food, and has a proper place to live in,
he is better without physical labour until the age of 11 or 12.

799. Viscount Goderich.] Are you aware that the children begin work in the
cotton factories at eight years of age ?—No, I was not aware of it.

800. Lord Jokn Manners.}] You were asked whether you would prohibit an
adult man from working 16 hours & day; bave you ever heard of & ploughman
working 16 hours a day ?~I have not ever come across ploughmen, and I do not
know much about them. . '

801. Mr, Cobbett.] You were asked whether you would propose by law to stop
the labour of housemaids, and people who laboured in gin palaces, and so on; do
you gec any objection to interposing, by means of law, to restrict the labour of
young persons in factories, that being practicable, although you cannot do it in
gin palaces and other places; do not you think it is more practicable to restrict
the labour of young persons in factories than to restriet the labour of any persons
working in such places as gin-palaces ?—Yes; that is the reason wby I propose it.

802. It is practicable in one case, but not in the other 2—Yes; and that is the
ceason why I answer the question in that form.

803. Why is it not practicable to shut up agin palace at six in the evening, as

well as a mill ?~—You may shut up a gin palace.
. 804. Mr. Turner.}] Do you go to the length of wishing the Legislature to deal
with adult labour >—I think it is most desirable, and I think there would be the
greatest gain by it, inasmuch as they are the greatest number; I said that I
thought it would be advisable that no individual should labour more than 12 hours
a day. .

8(};5. Now may I ask you whether you would confine the hours of labour of
sailors at sea ?---By no means. ‘

806. Of course they have to work according to the exigencies of the time and
the weather ?—1It would be impossible to regulate that ; it is absurd tosuppose it.

80%. May not such a principle exist in other trades, rendering it almost prac-
tically impossible to stop at particular hours &I think it is not so in the bleach-
works ; but thatis a question no doubt that, will be answered more satisfactorily by
artizans who are employed in them, and by the proprietors, , :

808. Mr. Bazter.] Are you aware that in many parts of the country there are
such things as bleach-fields, in which the great majority of the processes are con~
ducted in open air, and are analogous to agricultural labour?—1 do not know
. 0.37~—Sess, 2. F2 whether
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whether there are establishments of that kind ; but there are no such things at
Bolton.!

80g9. Mr. W'zse] Are not your answers glven not as a pohtlcal economlst, but
simply as a medical man ?P—Yes.

810, Do you state that too many hours are mJunous to men on a.ccount of theu'
health ?—-That is so. - :

811. .Are you of opinion that it is as m_]unous to the ‘masters as the men ?-—-It
can have no effect upon the masters.

.812, Do you think that a man can work as well after he has \\orked 12 hours
as he could beforet—No, I do.not think he can.! -

813. Would not he be unfit for labour after 12 hours ?—1I thmk that hxs ]abour

after he has laboured 12 hours must be less productive than at the commencement!

814. Do not you think that under those circumstances he is of very httle
advantage to his master >—Not so much. as he - was at first.-

Veneris, 12° die Junii, 1857.

MEMBERS PRESENT.

Mr. Baxter. - Lord Yobn Manners.
Mr. Butt. | , Mr. Massey.
! Mr. Cobbett. - 1  Mr. Packe.

.~ Mr. Davison. - ‘ "My, Turner, '
Viscount Goderich. 1 Mr. Wige.
Mr. Kirk.

LORD 'J'on'N' miqimas’;’ - _-.jn;‘g Caarz.

M. Roberl Haywood called m, and Examined.:

8 15. Chairman, | WHAT is the nature of your employment ?—I am connected
with bleaching, though I do not take any active part in it ; many years ago I Tent
monies on mortgage; the parties were not successful, and the works were thrown
upon me. I advertised them for a year or two to let for bleaching and 'dyeing,
not- being brought up to that trade; but not succeeding, I was recornmended by
a friend to commence bleaching, and to employ some person to manage it for me
connected with the bleaching ; “it is carried on at Salford under management ;
I have not much knowledge of it, being in no way concerned in it except bemg
the proprietor.

816. How long ago was this ?—Nearly 20 years,

'817. Do you oontmue, up to the present time, the proprietor of those works 2
—I do. *

818. Mr. Cobbett.] This was in Salford, was it F—It was, '

819. How many hands did you employ in Salford, do you think?—I h-;rdly
know; between 20 and 30, I think ;- thdy have been reduced upon some 1mprove-'
ments in machinery lately being made. 'v-

820. Was your foreman a person of the name of Ralph ?—No; William
Moseley. '

821. Have you a person of the name’ of Ralph ‘'in your employ’—Not thaﬂ
I am aware of ; but I hardly know any-ef the persons except the manager, Wllham
Mosele

‘822, y1‘\1‘e you enabled to state to tlie Committee what are the processes carried
on in your bleaching-works?—I cannot well explain that; I am not at all 2
bleacher ; 1have been merely thrown iate it in the way 1 have mentioned.

823. Do you know whether the first process is singeing ?—Yes, I think it is.

824. Is the second, the lime process, called stewing "—I believe it is.

825. Is the third process boiling ?—{ think so; I really am not acquainted
with the process, but I believe it s |

820. Can you say anythinglwith: regard’ to the hours of work in Dbleaching-
works or it your own works %« 1y own, for a considerable time pasi, they have

been
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been very imconsiderable; we have not had much work ; but in some more
extensive concerns they have worked very considerably indeed, aud, as I think,
very improperly for the health of the parties. -~ -~ |

$27. I must ask you at once whether you think; from what you know of
bleaching-works in your part of the couutry, that it would be advisable dnd right
that there should be a limitation by law of the hours of work for females and
young persons ?—I do, quite; I think that nothing but legislative interference
can remedy the evil. . :

828. Do you know whether, at various' times, master bleachers have agreed
with one another to shorten the hours, and whether that has been unsuccessful by
some having broken :that agreement?—I am not aware of that circumstance
having occurred; I have very little to do with the bleaching myself, except in the
way 1 have mentioned. - P - '

829. It has been stated that there may be an inconvenience, or rather an
impracticability, in carrying out any law upon the subject, as the master bleachers
are compelled to take in work very much larger in quantity at some times than
at others, -and- that--they are-therefore-obliged to-work-their-hands at-very long
hours, in order to get that work done; do you think there would be any inconve-
nience, or that it would be practicable to carry on your business, the hours of
labour being shortened ?—1 have no doubt myself that it would be practicable,
and I think such arrangements would be made with regard to cloth that it would
not be necessary to make these * pushers,” as they are called, that is, working
over-hours. I _

~830. Will you explain to the Committee how you think these arrangements
could be made *—I have no doubt as appeared in the report. = =

831. Are you alluding to. Mr, Tremenheere’s report P~—Yes; and I am very
glad to find from that report that some of the chief merchants in Manchester can
say htha; such arrangements could be made to adopt the more vegular employment,
of hands. ' ' ' ’

832. If I understand you rightly, the merchant is the persan that compels the
bleacher to work at those long hours #<¥es.”” """ ' 7

833. Because the merchaut is the pusher :—VYes; quite so.

834. It is not the desire of the bleacher to work his hands in this manner, or to
accumulate goods, or to get them done’ in -that short space of time that they fre-
quently are r—Not at all; I think he would be very glad to have regular employ-
ment; but they have a lot of goods, and they say, “ If you cannot do them in
such-a time, we must send them to another place,” and that induces both the
master and the men to make an effort ; but ] was glad to find that they were
willing to fall into arrangements, and allow & reasonable time, as appeared in that
report. L L .

835. I do not understand from you that, in your own works, you do practise
very long hours of work?—I] am sorry to say that for the last three or four
years we have never been employed for a long time, not even the ordinary time;
not to 12 or 10 hours; "not even eight. ‘ . S

836. You attribute it then, do you, to s want of business 3—Yes, there has
been a folling off of business.

837. Has it been afalling off, do you think, of your.own particular busipess, or
s it been general :—1I think it has been rather our particular trade.

838, But during this time, while you and your own particular works have been
so slack, do you know whether the long hours. have still continued in other
branches of the same business 2—They have in some other concerns, no doubt.

839. Are you acquainted with the master bleachers of Bolton and their mode of
carrying on their business :—I have heard of them,

Q 840. And I suppose what you know of them is from general reputationi—-
uite so. ‘ ‘

841. From what you did hear in that way, do you think that they carry on their
business under the long hours of work /——Some of them very long indeed.

842. Has that induced you to think that there ought to be legislative inter-
ference ?—Quite so. ‘ ‘ .

843. And isit goin§on still? —It is, indeed. _ -

844. Mr. Turner.j You are not very actively employed, I think you said, as a
bleacher now 2-—No, I never have been personally. : ‘

845. Therefore you do not consider yourself very competent to give many par-
ticulurs with regard to the bleaching business :—Quite so.

0.37~-Sess. 2. ¥3 846. Do
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- 846. Do you consider that mills are more favourably situated to bleach work’
now than the factories ?—Very much; I hear that repeatedly, both from the
masters and hands. ’ o . :

847. Is the occupation in the mills equally healthy with that of the bleaching-
works >—Some part of the bleaching-works is less healthy, I should think, per-l
haps, but I do not know. '

848. You say that it is the desire of the merchants, but not the desire of the
bleachers or the men, that those long hours in bleaching should take place?—
T am sure it is the desire of the men.

849. That they should not take place?— That there should not be extra
Jabour, . '

850. But it is forced upon them by the merchants ?—No doubt. ‘

851. What causes the merchants to force this extra exertion upon them oceca-
sionally ?—1I suppose some ship may be sailing by which the order is to be sent off,

852. And can the merchants control the necessity of these bleachers on such
occasions ?~—I should think they might ; if they were all placed on one footing it

- must be eontrolled. -

853. Have you much experience as a merchant P=—Certainly not.
854. And therefore you do not know the difficulty a merchant is sometimes

.placed in in order to meet the demands of a foreign merchant ?—No; but I think

arrangements might be made; it is not needful to work so many hours. .
-855. But when these pushes do come, is he to execute them, or to write to

“his correspondents that he cannot get the bleachers to finish the goods.in time ?¥—
-1 think be would be sble to getthem done ; there is no difficulty, only they must

have alittle more time allowed for the bleaching.

856. Your works have not been employed more than eight hours, you say, on
an average for some time #~ Certainly. : e '

85». Then your hands must be peculiarly happy and satisfied 2-—No ; I think
we are not seeking for an eight hours’ bill. I am not aware that such a thing is

858. But you think that you always could get the same regular supply of work
if this legislative act was passed, in the same way that the millowner can get.
~his supply of cotton?—Not quite so regularly, but I think it would be very much
-more regular than it has hitherto been.

859. A mill, I think; can be stopped at any time, and commenced again, exactly

-at the point where it stopped, next morning, without any detriment to any

-operation going on ?—I suppose it can. _

B60. The bleaching-works?— Yes, I think they may be; they are stopped on
Sundays and they may be stopped at other times, and I think without incon-
venience or any loss. . ‘ S

861. Mr. Davison.] Is your knowledge of the works of other bleachers as
-extensive as of your own *—Clertainly not; it cannot be; I do not know anything-
of others, and 1 do not know much of my own. ‘

862. You have not much experience, either, as a merchant r—No.

863. But as far as that experience goes, your idea is this; that a merchant
should anticipate orders by purchasing goods and holding them over himself, teo
‘meet demands 7T think that is about the case. _

864. To invest his capital in speculations and keep the goods lying there for-
orders that would never arrive, that is your idea of the business of a merchant !—
I do not think it would be of that consequence. :

865. But it must, must it not }—Sometimes it might.

866. Your concern is not much employed at present #~—No.

867. Perhaps there might be greater employment if some could be taken from
the other bleachers?—I dare say if we had some work from other places, we
should be better employed, no doubt. _ '

868. That would be a desirable end for & mortgagee in possession t—Yes, I
should like to have more work, though I do not, and never did, seek 24 hours
a day.

86¢9. I understand you have a decided objection to that ?—1I have, indeed.

870. Mr. Butt.] Have you had any opportunity of observing the effect of the
Acts Jimiting the hours of labour in the factories ?—1 have heard on all sides that
that has been highly beneficial, that the hands are both more bealthy, and that
they employ the leisure time very advantageously. I have heard that both from
the spinners themselves and the operatives universally admitted. I had ﬁﬁontle

iends.
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friends very much opposed to interference in the spinning, and I was blamed for. Mr. B. Haywood:
sanctioning it; but I rejoice to find since, that the master spinners as well as the = —0
employed quite approve of the restrictions on that. ' _ 12 Juce 1857..
871. Do you think generally. speaking, that the employers are satisfied with the
alteration of these Acts?—1 think they are; they do not like the interference of:
the inspeetor, but 1 find there is no other objection ; at least, I find none. .
872. They find the limitation of the hours of labour advantageous ?---1 believe
they do. -t ' :
873- I believe you yourself were opposed to the Factory Act ?—At one.time,
on principle, we did not like interference ; but that is an evil, I think, that could
only be remedied by legislative interference. , '
874. You think the same remedies apply to bleaching-works *—Yes.
§75. 'And do you think there would be the same results, namely, té give satis-:
faction to the employers and to the employed P—I think so.” ;
876. Mr. Cobbert.] Da I understand that you were the mortgagee i—In the
first instance. . T '
877. But the works still belong to yourself, at the present time ¢—Entirely so. :
878. How long have they belonged to-yom ?—Nearly 20 years; they. have
been 15 in my hands. : L
879. And you have carried on the business 15 years ?—Yes. . '
880. Then, notwithstanding it might be possible that the legislative interfer-
ence would be injurious to your interests, I understand you to be ready to run:
those risks for the sake of humanity towards your working people ?—Entirely; .
shouid be very sorry to receive money at such a sacrifice as I know this demands,

Mr, Henry W’aring, called in; and Examined.

881. Chairman.] WILL you state to the Committee what your occupation is? Mr. H. Waring.
—I am a Bleacher by trade. '

. 882, How many years have you been engaged in that trade ?— Forty-two
years, I workea at it, ' S

883. Are you working at it now?—No ; they turned me off for being too old. .

884. How long ago were you turned off 7—Somewhere about three years.

. 885. But up to the last three years you were actively engaged in that trade ?—
Yes; I have never been engaged in anything else in my life.

886. In whose mills have you worked chiefly 2 worked at Backoth Bank,
“for Mr. Slater, 38 years and & month. '

" 887. Mr. Cobbett.] Is that near Bolton ?—Yes, quite close; I worked at other
places before that. - ‘

888. Chairman.] I believe you gave evidence before the Commissioner a few
_years agor—Yes, , '

889. Have any alterations taken place in the process of bleaching since you
gave that evidence; of any importance, I mean?—No; 1 do not think there
have.

- 8g0. Therefore, the evidence which you gave then is applicable to the state of
" things now —Yes; they were engaged then with machinery, and they are going on
now with the same process. ,

8gr. Have you seemr any reason to change your opinions at all since you gave
that evidence —Not at all; I do not feel that } have.

392. Mr. Cobbett.] Atthe time when you first became & bleacher, I believe &
_good deal of the bleaching was done in fields ?-—Yes.

. 893. Iu the open air?—VYes.

8g4. You did it all in the open air #-—-Yes.

895. How long is it since that was discontinued, and the cotton goods were
bleached under cover in bleaching-works?—We have done some for about 40
years, or about 45.

8g6. Will you be so good a8 to tell me what are the processes in bleaching
cotton goods — At the first commencement, the singeing.

897. That is, passing a hot iron, is it not, over the goods?—Yes, dressing or
-goging the nap of the cloth. o

898. You pass a hot iron rapidly over it »—Yes, it passes over a hot iron; it ia
a fixed thing, and it passes over it. .

899. What is the second process?—-Generally, they put them to steep after
that. ‘
0.37—Sess. 2, F4 goo, Do
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- 846. Do you consider that mills are more favourably situated to bleack work
now than the factories 2-—Very much; 1 hear that repeatedly, both from the
masters and hands. ‘ _ .

847. Is the occupation in the mills equally healthy with that of the bleaching-
works :—Some part of the bleaching-works is less healthy, I should think, per-
haps, but I do not know. -

848. You say that it is the desire of the merchants, but not the desire of the
bleachers or the men, that those long hours in bleaching should take place? -
1 am sure it is the desire of the men.

849. That they should not fake place 7~ That there should not be extra
labour. ‘ .

850, But it is forced upon them by the merchants ?—No doubt,

851. What causes the merchants to force this extra exertion upon them ocea-
-sionally 2—1 suppose some ship may be sailing by whieh the order is to be sent off,

852. And can the merchants control the necessity of these bleachers on such
occasions -1 should think they might ; if they were all placed vn one footing it

- must be controlled.-

853. Have you much experience as a merchant ?~—Certainly not.
854, And therefore you do not know the difficulty a merchant is sometimes

.placed in in order to meet the demands of a foreign merchant ?—No; but I think

arrangements might be made; it is not needful to work so many hours.
855. But when these pushes do come, is he to execute them, or to write to
his correspondents that he cannot get the bleachers to finish the goods in time —

-1 think be would be able to get them done ; there is no difficulty, only they must:

have a little more time allowed for the bleaching.
~ 856. Your works have not been employed more than eight hours, you say, on
an average for some time #¥~ Certainly. : - '

857. Then your hands must be peculiarly happy and satisfied 7-—~No; I think
we are not seeking for an eight hours’ bill. I am not aware that such a thing is

858. But you think that you always could get the same regular supply of work
if this legislative act was passed, in the same way that the millowner can get.

his supply of cotton ?—Not quite so regularly, but I thinls it would be very much
-more regular than it has hitherto been.

859. A mill, I think; can be stopped at any time, and commenced again, exactly
-at the point where it stopped, next morning, without any detriment to any
-operation going on ?7-—I suppose if can. .

860. The bleaching-works?—Yes, I think they may be; they are stopped on
Sundays and they may be stopped at other times, and I think without incon-
venience or any loss. . .

861. Mr. Dawvison.] Is your knowledge of the works of other bleachers as
-extensive as of your own ?-—Certainly not ; it cannot be; I do not know anything-
of cthers, and I do not know much of my own. |

862, You have not much experience, either, as a merchant /—No.

863. But as far as that experience goes, your idea is this; that a merchant
should anticipate orders by purchasing goods and holding them over himself, to
meet demands ?—1 think that is about the case. o

864. To invest his capital in speculations and keep the goods lying there for-
orders that would never arrive, that is your idea of the business of a merchant?—
I do not think it would be of that consequence.

865. But it must, must it not #—Sometimes it might.

866. Your concern is not much employed at present #—No.

867. Perhaps there might be greater employment if some could be taken from
the other bleachers?—I dare say if we had some work from other places, we
should be better employed, no doubt. .. | -

868. That would be a desirable emd for a mortgagee in possession 7—Yes, I
should like to have more work, though ] do not, and never did, seek 24 hours.
a day.

869. I understand you have a decided objection to that ?-—I have, indeed.

870. Mr. Butt.] Have you had any opportunity of observing the effect of the-
Acts limjting the hours of labour in the factories 7—I have heard on sll sides that.
that has been highly beneficial, that the hands are both more healthy, and that
they employ the leisure time very advantageously. I have heard that both from

the spinners themselves and the operatives universally admitted. I had flfsome
O - friends.
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friends very much opposed to interference in the spinning, and I was blamed for.

sanctioning it; but I rejoice to find since, that the master spinners as well as the
employed quite approve of the restrictions on that. ,
871. Do you think generally speaking, that the employers are satisfied with the

alteration of these Acts?—1 think they are; they do not like the interference of:

the inspector, but 1 find there is no other objection; at least, I find none.

872. They find the limitation of the hours of labour advantageous 7—I believe
they do. :

873. I believe you yourself were opposed to the Factory Act ?—At one.time,
on principle, we did not like interference; but that is an evil, I think, that coul
only be remedied by legislative interference. :

874. You think the same remedies apply to bleaching-works *—Yes.

875. ‘And do you think there would be the same results, namely, té give satis-
faction to the employers and to the employed ?—1 think so.

876. Mr. Cobbett.] Do T understand that you were the mortgagee !-—In the
first instance, ' S '

877. But the works still .b'elong to yourself, at the present time ?—Entirely so. :

878. How long have they belonged to:you ?—Nearly 20 years; they. have
been 15 in my hands. . o

879. And you have carried on the business 15 years ?—Yes. :

880. Then, notwithstanding it might be possible that the legislative interfer-
ence would be injurious to your interests, I understand you to be ready to yun:
those risks for the sake of humanity towards your working Feople t—Entirely; I.
should be very sorry to receive money at such a sacrifice as I know this demands,

Mr, H enry W.aring,rcaaa.'lléd in; and Examined.

881, Chairman.] WILL you state to the Committee what your occupation is ?
—I am a Blencher by trade. r o N
. 882. How many years have you been engaged in that trade ?— Forty-two

years, I worked at it.

883. Are you working af it now?-—No ; they turned me off for being too old. .

884. How long ago were you turned off ?—Somewhere about three years, -
. 885. But up to the last three years you were actively engaged in that trade F-—
Yes; I have never been engaged in anything else in my life.

886. 1n whose mills have you worked chiefly #—I worked at Backoth Bank,

for Mr. Slater, 38 years and a month. .
* 887. Mr. Cobbett.] Is that near Bolton ?—Yes, quite close; I worked at other
places before that. - '

888. Chairman.] I believe you gave evidence before the Commissioner a few
_years ago i—Yes, _ -

889. Have any alterations taken place in the process of bleaching since you
gave that evidence; of any importance, I mean?—No; I do not think there
have. :

- 890. Therefore, the evidence which you gave thenis applicable to the state of
" things pow ?—Yes; they were engaged then with machinery, and they are going on
Jnow with the same process. . . _

891. Have you seen any reason to change your opinions at sll since you gave
that evidence 7—Not at all; I do not feel that t have. .

892. Mr. Cobbett.] At the time when you first became & bleacher, I believe
.good deal of the bleaching was done in fields ?—Yes,

. 893. Ig the open air?—7Yes.
" 894, You did it all in the open air ?—Yes. .

895. How long is it since that was discontinned, and the cotton guods were
bleached under cover in bleaching-works?—We have done some for about 40
yenrs, or about 45, . .

8g6. Will you be so good as to tell me what are the processes in bleaching
cotton goods *—At the first commencement, the singeing. )

897. That is, passing & hot iron, is it not, over the goods?—Yes, dressing or
-oozing the nap of the cloth. - : ] ] o

898. You pass a hot iron rapidly over it ?—Yes, it passes over & hot iron; it i
a fixed thing, and it passes over it. .

899. What is the second process?——Generslly, they put them to steep after
that. -
0.37—Sess. 2. F 4 goo. Do
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‘goo, Do they ‘sometimes call that stewmg ?—-—No, stewing comes next afber
steeping ; the lime process is the mext.

go1. That isboilingin lime, 'is it not #—Yes,

go2. What is the third precess ?-—-They are washed out of that well, and then
they are put into a boiler.

g03. In loda-ash, or something of that sort ?—-Yes, in soda-ash or sods.

: g04. What is- the fourth ?——They wash them out of ‘that, and put them to
chemical. s

gos. That is rome e chemical preparatron, is l'l’. not ?—-—Yes IR

9o6. What is the next" They wash them out of the chemlcal process, and
commence souring.

- go7. Then after you have ﬁmshed that, the goods are called half whlte,
they not 7—Yes. :

908. Or one-worked, is not that 80 '-—Yes, it is one-work as far as that

gog. What do you do next ?—We boil them again. -~

g10. Do you begin the whole process agam ?—-—Yes, we b01l them again in ashes
after they have been soured.

911, Mr. Xirk.] Do you not wa.sh after sourmg —Yes '

- 912. You singe again, do you not ¥—No, that is done away with one smgemg
is sufficient.

913. What do you do then #—We boil them again, then chemical; aﬂ:er that
they are washed out and boiled, and then the red ends we give them a good "
rinsing in clear water till we sour them. -

914. Do you sour them again #—Yes. =

915. What do you do after that ?—Then- they are washed and blued a shade
of blue is put in in general.

916. Is that for the purpose of stlﬁ'emng ?—No, to prepare them for st:ﬁ‘enmg

917. What is -the next thing after that --——Then we: have done with them ; the
mangler commences with them then.: + -

018, What does the mangler do with them r—-—They are stltched together,
30 or 40 hundredweight altogether, and they are not unstxtched atram untrl they
come into the making-up room.

g19. Have you now gone through all the processes P-—Yes

920. Is it necessary that all these processes should be’carried on continuously, -
one after another, or can you stop at the end of every one, and suffer the goods to
remain, we will say, 8, 10, or 12 or 24 hours, without their spmlmg?—Yes, and -
keep the end good too.

921. It is supposed by some persons, that when you once begin one of these
processes, you must go on through the whole of them ‘without leaving off,
or the goods will be spoiled; I want to know whether you ‘can begin and continue
to the end, and break off at any time with any one of them, and let the goods-
remain 20 or 24 hours, and then take it up where you left off, and go on with the
rest of the process,  without spoiling the goods 7-ZIf - they knew the time to go
they would make a way for it ; if they understood their business, they -would
know when to leave them in a safe state. 'How do they do it at Christmas or
Whitsuntide ¢ they can leave them in a safe state, then, for three or four days, and
cannot they do so at another time as well ¢

922. Then you mean that with a little care, at any rate, they could at all times
leave off when they pleased, and continue the work again without spoiling it *—
Yes, they could leave off at any time, I will guarantee that l was a foreman for
14 years, and answerable for every end. - - '

923. Were you foreman to Mr. Slater 7—No. Co '

'924. 'Where were you foreman ?—At the same plaoe but under Mr Cocker

925. During the time you have been -working ‘in bleaching-works, has it
appeared to you that the hours of work were too long ?—Yes; 1 think they are”
much too long, but if we did not do it, they would turn us off, These masters
were i1 a bond at Manchester ; and if the men grumbled, they would give them a
quittance-paper, and you have to go home aguin, for they would not employ you.

926. You mean - ‘they would give & quittance-paper to -the lworking men ?—
Yes; they would give thc, qulttance-paper to the woerg men, if they drd not do
the work.

927. Mr. Turner.] Do you know that of your own Lnowledge, or have you:
ouly heard it?—1 have seen plenty of quittance-papers in my time.

928 But have the masters made & compact with each other to do this }—
They
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They have said to a man, when they have turned him off, * He will have to come
back crying to me,” end that has been the case many a time. ‘

929. Mr. Cobbett.] Have you known that to be the case ?7—Yes; I have known
it to be the case, . - f .

030. Were the hours of work at the time you first became a workman as Iong
as they have been of Jate years — No... ‘

931. When did you begin ?-—~We began at 7 o'clock on Monday morning, and

we gave over at six at night; and every other morning we began at six and gave-

over at six, and at four o’clock on Saturday. .

932. That was when you worked in the fields, was Iit Pa—Yes;. .

933. When was there any alteration, that you remember; was it when you.

went intg the bleaching-works, under cover, or did the long hours begin before

you had left the ficlds —The masters then began ruling their hours-of labour:

according to the quantity of work which they got ; they would take in quantities
of work, and they would work their hands, like any piece :of machivery, until
they bad done it. L . ‘

034. When was that 7—That would be 40 years ago. : ‘

035. That was when you were working in the fields, then #—No ; after tbat.

030, Then the long hours: began: after yon began working under.cover, .in
houses >—Yes. _

y37. Did it begin as soon as you begun working in the houses ?—Yes ; ‘it begun
about that time, and it has kept contiguing. . '

0338. Has it continued about the same.from that time i—No ; it has a little:

bit amended, because they have extended their works; but still they will .take

any quantity, and make their men work any quantity of hours, if they can get work.

They arrange the hours of labour according to the quantity of work they can get.
930. About when did it begin to amend #- -About eight or nine or ten years ago.
940. During the time that you were at work, between eight and 10 years-ago,

what were the hours; were they regular, or were they sometimes very long hours

and sometimes very short hours z~~The boys and I washed. the cloth after two men,

and when one man had done work another came that commenced at five in the .

morning, and we washed till one o’clock; when the boys and ¥ had ‘half done,
then another man came on, and then we kept continuing on from eight or nine,
or 10 o’clock at night, and sometimes ¢ill 11.or 12. .f

941. Did I understand you to say, that you worked all that time :-—Yes, I did;
the boys and I, together. . . S . : :

942. And you stopped at one o'clock 7—At one o'clock at night, sometimes, if
our work was done; but we did not stop then if the work was not done.

943. Did you stop for meals 2—Not much for meals.

044. How did you get your meals 7—Many a score of meal I got was by putting
a piece of bread and butter on the cloth and biting it as I went on; we used not
to have meal-times then, we had not time for it generslly.

945, Did the young people work in the same way with you ?-—Yes, the boys
had to work along with me, .

946. Were there any females who :worked in the same place  —No, not any.

947. What was that work called :—Taking off squeezers; squeezing wet cloth ;.

preparing it for mangling.

948. Were there females and young persons working in the same establishment ?

—Yes, just up to me.

949. What hours of work did they go. througﬁ !—The same as I said before,.
whatever amount of work the master wanted done. It would sometimes happen

on & Monday morning, when a ship order has come in, we have commenced at
two or three o'clock, or sometimes at 12 ¢’clock ; and my wife has had her stays
laced at 12 o'clock on Sunday night, and she has never had them unlaced again,
and never been in her bed all the week ; she has been lying on a table, or any
place wherever she could get to for half an hour; sometimes we used to take her
breakfast to her tv see how she was getting on, and we sometimes found her lying
under the table, or anywhere; that was when we lived at Croft ; then we began
. to have children, and in the thronged time we bad to do just thg same.

950. You say, you have known your own wife work in this way for a whale
week, without having her stays off?—Yes, from Sunday night till the next Satur-
day, a whole week, many a time. ‘ . .

951. How long ago is it that you remember such a thing as that 7—It is about
40 years ago. :

0.37—Sess. 2, G 952. That
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- 952. That was when you first began working, then, in the houses 2—VYes. -

953. Do you know whether the long hours have - continued up to the present
time, or within a short time of the present. time ?—Bleaching-works have been
rather slack of late; there are suome now rather thronged, and some are wery
slack ; Mr. Blair. is very slack at .the present time, and Mr. Holmes is -very
thron ed.

954. What had been the hours of work of late years ; do you rememher when
f.h:s agitation began about the bleachers}—Yes. .

955. What has been the hours of work of late?—I. worked somewhere aboub
16 hours a day for 11 years.

. 956. Up to about what time *—Up to about three or four years ago.

.. 957. 'That was when you left off, I suppose 7-—Yes, somewhere thereabout. -

958. What have been the hours of work for females and young persons during
that time; bhad they worked the same hours or not ?—All the boys had to work
along with me all that time.

959 Do you knoy any instance in thch persons have Worked 24 hours at 8
time of late years 2—Yes, many a time,

960. Do you know instances in which they have worked two or three days and
nights continuously Y es.

g61. Lying on the table as you have descnbed years ago P-Yes.

962. Have they done that of late years? ~Not as much as they did, because
they do not get that amount of work.

.963. Have they done it at all, should you say +—Yes, they have worked Iate

lately at different places,

-g64.- Where the master bleacher has work to go on with, what should you say
are the ordinary common hours of work >—It depends upon the work ; if they
can get work they will have it done. :

905. If the master bleacher has the work to do he w1l.l do it }—Yes,

966. And will he have recourse to the long hours of work ¢ —Yes, he will work-
them now the same as ever, if he can get work to do ; they will have it done, or
turn you off.

967. If I were to go down to one of these bleach-works at the present mowment,
and got up when the work-people did, and remained in the works until the work-
people came away, do you think I should find them working 8, 10, 12 and

16 hours a day ?*—You would find them mostly workmg 14 or 16 hours finishing.

068 Now ? —Yes, when they are strong at work.

960 Should I find females and young lads at work in the same way ? —Yes,

g70. Has it beenr matter of eomplaint amongst your class of people that their
health has been impaired by their long hours?—Yes; I can tell you one thing,
when we bleached goods on the ground years ago, when young men were springing
up about Bolton, 1 believe I could have plcked out 500 men that would have
done for the Life Guards ; at Mr. George Blair's place, they were fine men ; they
were called « Big Sam” and “ Big Joe;” but if you were to come down there now,
I do not think you could get one out of them fit for a marine.

971. Do you think that that has been caused by these long hours of work ; tha.t
it has reduced the class of people ?-—Yes, I, do think it, and nothing else.

972. Do you think it has reduced their physical strength?—Yes; boys havev
worked with me, and when we have been going from our work at mght they have
Iaid them down in a barrow, and any where, and slept, just when their work was not
ready; when they wounld have to wait a time or two, they would throw them on
the stairs, or into a wheel-barrow, and you would have to give them a pretty smartr
shaking to wake them up ; I have done so many a time, and there has been scarcely.
one of them that could tell a letter in a book. Ihad twe boys with me who com~
menced about nine years of age, and they grew up,: and when they were mametl
neithér of them could tell a letter in.a beok., ... .

Mr. Davison.] How. long ago: was that "-About eight or pine yem‘s
They have become young :men, and some time back, when the people’
came dgwn there to take lan estimate of how many people there were of one
religion,\and how many there were of another, one of them came to me and asked
me, * W at religion am I to call myself 2™ .1 eaid to him, “ Call yourself by what
you are ;'\ and he said *“ What am I to do 2" I said,  You may call -yourself any~
thing, acc rding to where yon go to.” He said, *“ Well, I never went to any place:
of worship ince I went therg with Kit;” and another says, ‘1 never went to any
place of wirship since I went there with Nan.” Then I said, “Them as 1gloes»

. nowhere
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nowhere, I suppose, may call themselves church people,” and they went up and
stated they were church people. That is quite true, and there are many
hundred females that cannot tell a letter in & book. My wife has six brothers
now grown up young men, working at Orridge & Holmes’, und four sisters; there
-are 10 of them altogether, and the whole 10 cannot tell 10 Jetters in a book; not
a letter a-piece.
« 974; Chairman.} Ts that because they would not go to any school to learn, or
because they had no opportunity -of deing so ?—~They worked such long hours,
‘they were not able. A chap would ‘come in and say, “ Betty, call these lads up, and
let them go to school, as well as the other lads;” “ God bless you;” she would
say, “ they have been out of their beds all the week, and let them lay still,” and
they would lay. Some of them would have their dinners ap-stairs, and at one or two
-o'clock in the afternoon they would come down and brush the eobwebs from their
eyes, wash themselves, and go out and take a bit of a walk, and then come home
and go to bed again, and get vp and commence on Monday morning just the same
29 before. ‘ B

975. Mr. Davison.] How long ago is that you are speaking of 7—About 30
. years. ' '

. 976. How long is it since you were dismissed from the worke in consequence of
being too old ?—Near upon three years. '

977. What age are you ?— About 65.

078. Was it since then that you gave your evidence to Mr. Tremenheere ?—
Yes; I had been turned out six months, then; I bad been 20 years in the service,
and not away one day, except Sunday and Christmas time.

979. What are the ordinary hours of work at these places when there is not a
push, as you call it %—Sometimes it may happen to be seven or eight, or nine or

- ten, or sometimes twelve hours, and sometimes it may run a month so.

980. And when these pushes come, then there are the long hours that you

speak of P~—Yes ; they have their work to do before they can go.

981. Chairman.] 1 thivk you have said that when the work was done in the
fields, these long hours were not heard of 7~ Oh no; they gave over at a regular
time of night.

-~ g82. How did the merchants then manage with respect to their orders > —They
did with those hours ; but the merchants will keep their work back, to see which
master will take it at the lowest price.

983. Mr. Davison.] Thirty years ago the orders from the Manchester and
other merchants were not so numerous, were they 2—No ; we never heard tell of
any pushes then. We gave over at regular times. We began at six in the morm-
ing and finished at six at night; I never heard tell of pushes then; the cloth
used to take its regular eourse, and both master and men were satisfied then.

984. The trade was then in an evenly state, as it is called ?— Yes.

985. Mr. Butt.] Have you ever seen bad effects produced upon the work by
these long hours ?—Yes, many a time.

'986. In what way*—When the mangler has worked for a certain time, he
begins to be sleepy and nodding; or the stiicher, he will kneel upon one knee,
‘and then upon’ the other, and rest himself, but he cannot help sleeping and
‘nodding ; the cloth will begin to get crooked in the mangling. It gets spoiled
and crumpled, and sometimes cut.

987. You have seen that as the result of over hours, have you ?—Yes, I have,
‘many & time. | '

988. Have you seen that occur Iately within the last 10 years?-—I do not
know that [ have just of late, : :

989. Have you ever known the work to be sent back to the bleacher to be
done over egain, in consequence of it being spoiled in that way —Yes; if it is
‘ot stiffened properly it would have to be done afresh when it is not - properly
‘worked. : -

" gyo. You have known that to occur #-—Yes, thousands of times. .
9g1. Have you known it to be sent back ?—Yes, it is -what is occurring
regularly. - :
092. When the work is sent back, is there any deduction made from the wages
of the men in consequence of it being spoiled 7—He has a price for doing the
work, and he has to do it, and he would have to do it over again ; 1 do mot know
that he gets anything for that. .
0.37—Sess, 2. G 2 993. Mr.

Mr. H. Waring.
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“Mr. H. ‘Waring . 093. Mr. Packe] You have told us that some time ago, ‘when you and the boys
T “worked from morning till 12 o’clock at night,’ that you washed eight or ten tons
12 June 1857.  of cloth a day ?—Yes, and we ‘have done nine tons of cloth a day for 12 months,
004. What was the age of those 'boys who worked with you ¥—I had three of
them from about 9 or 10 years of age, aud three or four from about 14 or 15,
and two men slong with them.
095. Were there three boys as young as nine years of age "——Yes, 9or10;
they commenced first by taking off squeezers.
996. And you say thet now there are females and lads working as long a3
16 hours a day '——-Yes, they do when there is work to do, and more than that.

997. What are the ages of these lads that are working for 16 hours a day?—
'They will take them at all ages,

998. You were asked how long they would be found working now, and your
auswer was, 16 hours a day, females and boys t—Yes, when they get work,

.- 999. What I want to know is, what are the ages of these lads who are now
working at 16 hours a day?—I have one workmg now that is'13 years of age,
and he has worked for four years. -

1000, Are there any as young working now as nine or ten years of age r—I do
not think there are quite as young now as there were a few years back, “but there
are very little ones working now at plaiting down.

. . 1001.. As young as what 7—As young as nine years of age,

1002. Workmg a8 long as 16 hours a day?—As I sa:d before, they ‘work on
»until their work is done, in a push.

1003. Do you mean boys as_young as nine- are now workmg for. 16 hours
a day »—Yes, when there is work to do, they must work that time. .

1004. And at that age 7—Yes, they take no notice of their age.

1005. You say your wife has been working a week together without taking off
her stays and going to bed P—Yes, many a time.

1006. What was the work that she wasg employed on ?—She was in the
finishing department. L

1007. How long ago is that ?—Near 40 years,

1003, Is your wife working there now #—No.

- -1009. How long has she left off ?—>Many years; I can’t Juatly tell when she
began; it was when we had & good many children.

1010. My, Davison.] As much as 20 years ago 2—Yes, more than 20. ,

1011. Mr. Packe.] Up to the time of her giving up, did she work that length
of time ?—VYes, she worked for years after we were married. ‘

1012. And up to the time of her giving up /—Yes. _

- 1013. What, for a week together without going to bed -—Y%, many a time.

1014. Up to the time of her giving up ?-—Yes.

1015. Mr. Butt.] Do I understand you to say, that you have at this time
- children working in thé bleaching.works 2—Yes. -

1¢16. How many children are working now in the bleachmg-works 7—Three.

1017. And one of them, you say, is & boy of 157~ Between 12 and 13.

1018, How late have any of your children been kept at the bleaching-works
within the last year ?—1I have one that has been for two ‘years, and I dare say for
six months at a time has never been home before 11 oclock that is within the
last twelve months:

1019, Is that a boy 7—No, a lass; s stitcher.”

1020." What time does she go to the works in the morning ?—Sometimes at
six, sometimes at seven, and sometimes five ; it depends upon the work..

1021. What age is she ?—Twenty-four.

1022. Then do I understand you that she has been for six months together,
working from 5, 6 or 7 o'clock in the morning until 11 at night ?—Yes.

1023. Continuously 7—Yes; for six months together, I think.

1024. Has she wover been kept later than {1 o'clock :at night r—I can’t say
Justly, sometimes they have been kept till 12, sometlmes till one, ’hut not a8 &

| l‘egular thing.

"1025. Have you known that daughter of yours to come home as late 2s one
o'clack ?— Yes, at two o'clock in the morning. ’

1026. Within the last year %—Within the last 12 months.

1027. Chairman.] Has that been in winter or in summer, or in both ?2—It
- makes no difference in winter or summer ; they must do their work.

1028. How
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1028. Mr. Butt.] How late has your boy come home withiun the last year >—
He does. not make many hours; he is working amongst very strong gouds; and
those machines will run a hundredweight a minute, or less. ' ‘

1029, In point of fact, has he come home late or early ?—No; he makes very
little hours. o

1030. Then he comes home early *—Yes.

1031. He bas not been kept late 7—No. o

1032. Have you ever known your daughter kept all night at the works, as you

_§ay your wife nsed to be ?~—Yes, many a time. . - _ o

1033. Has that been Jately 3~-Twelve months eince, or about that.

1034. Have you known your daughter remain all night at work ?—Yes; and

come home in the morning, have five or six hours’ sleep, and go back again at noon.

1035. When she was kept all night, at what time did she come home in the
morning F—At 6 or 7 o'clock; and then she would go to bed until 12 o’clock,
and then be back again by the bell ringing at one o’clock, and commence again.

1036. How often has that happened within the last twelve months ?—Not

- very often. '

1037. Has it happened two or more times —Yes, many a time,

1038, Did you ever know it happen two nights running 2—I do not know
about two nights, because there are two or three stitchers, and. they stop their
turn,

1039. Mr. Packe.] What was the age of your-daughter at the time you are
gpesking of P—About 22 or 23. '

1040. Mr. Buit.] Of course she slept there without -taking off her clothes,

* what sleep she got *~~Yes; she would have no time for that.

1041, Mr. Zurner.] I think you say you are 64 years of age?2—VYes,

1042. How long bave you worked. at the occupation of bleacher?—It is
52 years since [ first commenced.

1043. What is the age of your wife r—About 62.

1044. Of course she did not begin quite 7o early; how long had she worked at
the business -—She never did anything before she worked at the bleaching-works.

1045. What family bad you r~—Sixteen children.

1046. Have you ever suffered much: in your health ?—I have had very good
health in the commencement of my days; I got healthy and strong by working
out in the fields. :

1047. Your wife, of ¢onrse, has been a healthy woman, if she has had 16
‘children 2—Very decent, for the matter of that.

1048. What wages have you been in the habit of getting when you were in
your prime f—-From 20 s. up to 30s. at times. ‘

'1049. Are your children as ignorant as these you have described, who do not
know their Jetters 7—There aroe some that can’t read much.

1050, At what age did you eend them to the bleaching-works, when youn were
getting your 30 s. per week 2—When the master wanted a hand, he did not care
how soon they eame. : _

1051. Do you think that you were doing your duty as a father of a family,
when you were getting 30 5. a week, in entirely neglecting the education of your

* children '—There were these long hours, you see.

1052. But 1 mean in sending them at all until they had got some education;
was it not your duty as a father to send your children to school, in order that
they might obtain some education, when you were earning 30s. a week I will
tell you the way I was fixed ; 1 was for seven years with sickness in the house;
1 buried a young man of 20, a young woman of 27, and another of 15, and that
took all my earnings; there was hardly ever a day without, sickness in the house
_ for eceven years. o _

1053. Are you the father of John Wiring, who gave evidence a day or two

0 ?—Yes. , ' _
aglosa,.- He has been discharged, we understand, in consequence of being a dele-
gate ?—1 do not know that, I am sure. _

to55. He gave us to understand so, and that he conld not get work ; do you
know what he has been working ut for .the last two years; has he been working

at al] for the last two years 2=l am not willing to answer you every question.

1036. 1 want an answer to this question; has your son. John Waring been
- working at anything during the last two years ?¥—He does not live at home; he
is here ; you can ask him the question himself; I think he has been working at a
foundry.

0.37—Sess. 2, G 3 1057. Then

Mr. H. Waring.
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- 105%. Then you do not think that it is the duty of a father of a family to look
after, these things, but you rather blame the master if he takes these young
children ?—When a father of a lot of children eannot get bread, he is willing to -
send them to work young, and to make any sort of saecrifice.

1058. But cannot you get bread at 30 s. per week 7—That depends upon what
I have going out; if I have 30 s. income and 40 ¢. outgoing, I cannot get bread
quite so well.

1059. Do not you think it is much better that these young children should not
be employed at all in bleaching-works *—I do not think it proper to employ them
go early; I think that 12 or 13 years of age is quite young enough. :

1060.. Then what should a parent do with them ; should he not attend to their

.education in some way 7—Yes, to be sure he should.

1061. Is it a fact that the people in the manufacturing districts, generally, are
unable to make provision for the education of their children *— There are libraries,
and not schools. . . o :

. 1062. They are unable, from the want of arrangement, to give their children an
education 7-—No; there are free libraries, but 1 do not think there is one in the
bleaching department. I do not know if there is any library at Bolton; I do not
believe there is one. ' o

- 1063. They must have education before they can attend the library; should
not the parent send them to schools of which there are numerous ones existing ?

‘a=To be sure he should. A

10G4. But parents do not do that —Some do, and some do not.

1065. Is that all the fault of the masters >—That has nothing to do with the
masters, I should think,

1066. Then some blame attaches to the operatives themselves for not giving
their cbildren this advantage >~-But where a man goes to work so early, and works
these long times, if ever he has a chance he don’t go regular; he can’t for shame
go into a scbool, because he has no education, and he sees little ones reading
around him, and he can’t put on aface to go.

- 1067. Mr. Davison.] But are not these long hours only in time of pushes*—
Yes; I am telling you about times of pushes.
~ 1068. Then at other times there is plenty of opportunity for the children to be

- gent to sehool, is there not P—Yes ; but they do not like to go when they can’t read

a little. - -

1069. But they want to learn to read /—If the hours were limited that they
could go, then there would be a regular time to go. It would not happen one
day that they would go soon and another day late; but now it is late and soon,
late and soon, and so on. If there was a regular time limited, at which they could
go when their work was done, that wonld be a different thing. -

1070. Mr. Kirk.] s the usual practice in the neighbourhood of Bolton not to
send the children to school at all ?~—Yes.

1071. They are not sent ~—Very little. .

1072. But they might go up to nine years of age; a child of seven can learn
its letters and can learn to read, or even atsix. Do you meanto say that from six
years of age till nine, it is the usual practice at Bolton to allow the children to run
about without any education whetever f — They are getting rather better education
“than they used to do. _ : :

1073. You have told us that many females of 15 or 16 could not read or write ¢
—That was some time back, when the hours were long.

1074. Do the children in Bolton begin work before they are nine years of age?
Yes ; many of them. : : )

1075. What, nowr—Yes ; now they do.

1076, At what time do they begin 7—One of mine began when he was about

‘seven o eight, or about eight.

1077. Was that at the desire of the master, or at your desire 2—They wanted
little boys then to plait down, because they would come at low wages.

1078. And you thought that you were performing your duty to your son in
gending him there #—No : I objected to do it. I iold the foreman he was too
young, but the master said he would do very well, and he mizht come.

1079. - But did he command you to let him come ?—He said he might come.

1080. That he must come ?—Yes.

1081, ‘And do you mean to say that the masters of Bolton insist upon their
workmen sending their children to work before they are mine years of age *—

Yes ; they. will take them before they are nine years of age.
- - 1082. That
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1082. That is not ah answer to my question ; give me a plain answer; 'is it
your intention to convey to this Committee that the masters of Bolton insist
upon their workmen sending their children to be employed before they are nine
years of age?—Oh | no; they will let their perents have control over them. -

1083. Do you think it would be a judicious and wise law to prohibit, by fine
or imprisonment, any parent from sending their children t¢ any employment
before they are 12 or 13 years of age ?—TI should think 12 or 13 quite young

enongh. . ) '

mg&:g. And would you be content that a law should pass imposing & fine upon
you >—Yes; I should. ' ‘ :

1085. Chairman.) Do I understand you to come here to complain either of the
masters or of the parents of the children, for taking or sending children se young?
~-It wag the men of Bolton that forced me to come up here; I did not want to
come. :

1086. But did 