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With •U(h I41I11 lipfdrr \t; it U inrviuhlr th4t tht

qumtton ohotiM .iriiM-. wh«-thrr. Mmc ihi* mati* i«

•(M'ttdiriir btii h niormou* >um« in ihr curr nf ilivaac

mul thr t itrr <>( the iiifirm, il vhiHild not 1 arrfuliy invraligalf ihr |>ro-

prifty tA niH'nding ihrw fumU rjthrr in (>rrvrniinK MrknriM for the

akr (>( im rcming thr man-fiowrr o( th** m-itr, thirrby trvwning an

unpr<Hlut-tivp rxprnditurr on 1 uring diwanr S<> i-lvar h.iit this point

tMKomr to t-ronnmiiit* rlupwhcrc that I)r Zahn, Dirwtw o( Statis-

tic! (ur Bavaria, may Itr quot(><|; "By rnran* of a rarrfully organi^rd

body of workingmen'it inturanrr atatistic*. which indicatr I'u. • <iurM>,

cauw and c-onarciuenrim of iAm'» of ait-knciM. invalidity and indu*trtal

acxidenta, the prinripal d.ingerii whirh thrratrn thr lifr of the wiM'k-

men becoinr known, and thr manner in whi< h thrfie evil* can Im* moat
•utccaafully attackni in rvidrn>. Thrrr follows, in ronirqurnce, a

•yatcmatic campaign againat tul»rrcul(Mi!<. drunkrnnrM, venereal

diteaaeit, thr lark «»f workingmrn'* tlwrllings. unrmpliiymrnt. s< hool-

ing of the workingmrn and thrir familie» in wx-ial hygii nr. rnlightrn-

mcnt of the inaurrd by regular Ircturea, etc." An. in any nuKlrrn in-

duiitrial roimtry. the numlMr of (K-rwinn of thr wageearning rl.ijm ia

about one-third to onr-fourth of thr total (Mipulation, it it apparent

that state insurance againtti »ii'kneiin would directly affect at least

25 per crnf of the whole pe«>t)lr. Thus, in Canada, wr would rxprct to

havr 2.0(X),IM)0 persons recrivr such advantogr-*. In (irrmany, in

19U, jjome IS.OOO.IKK) person* re<eive<l |7(),0<K),0«() in nick l)rnefits;

consi-quently this whenie, if ap|>lir(l in Canada, would li.i.in that

|10,(M)<),()(K) would Im- distributrd hrrr in sick benrtitn in a singlr yrar.

Comparing the value uf mcsney on this rnntinent. surh a arhrmr in

Canada would include all wage earners up to $1,000 of income, and the

assessment!), as in England, would be: Employee's share, 4/9; em-
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