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terring othérs from committing like crimes.” = Car-
rying out this idea, fifty-five pages of the report are
devoted to pictures of convicted incendiaries and
those who fled the State to escape arrest.

In an appendix to the report laid before the
Mutual Fire Underwriters of Ontario in March, 1905,
Mr. G. N. McKendrick says, after giving a lot of facts
and figures such as the above: “We are struck with
the lack of knowledge of such items in Ontario and
Canada.”

‘When we realize that over $10,000,000 of pro-
perty was burned within sight of our Lc?;islativc
Buildings (Toronto), and that there is no report in
the Government records of the cause of the conflag-
ration (1904), the amount of property destroyed, or
other particulars; in fact, it is not known to the Gov-
ernment that one of tfte most disastrous events in
the history of this Province occurred on the 19th
April, 1904. I say, when we realize .this fact, we
believe the body of Mutual Fire Underwriters is jus-
tified in again, with renewed vigor, pressing upon
the Government the adviSability of collecting fire
statistics showing the amount of property destroyed
and the cause of the fire, and such other details as
may be considered advisable.

“This we believe to be a preliminary step towards
the lesséning of the serious fire waste and a reduc-
tion in the heavy insuranc rates in this Province.”
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CASH DISCOUNTS.

A subject which was introduced at a. recent
meeting of the Wholesale Dry Goods Association in
Montreal and caused a good deal of discussion was
cash discounts, brought up by Mr. Wm. Agnew, the
new president of that body. It does seem an anomaly,
while the banks of ‘the country pay 3 per cent. on
depesits and make discounts at 5 to 7 per cent., that
wholesale dealers in dry goods should - allow a dis-
count of 5 per cent. for thirty days, or three months
net, or at the rate of 20 per cent. per annum. Mr.
Agnew suggested that the present rate of 5 per cent.
thirty*days, 6 per cent. ten days, should be reduced
to 3.per cent. thirty days, or 4 per cent. ten days,
which would still present the attractive rate of 12
per cent. per annum to the man who wishes to pay
cash and save time charges. ™Such a change would
scdrcely be likely to prevent any merchant who is
in“the habit of taking discounts from doing se still,
while those who at present take .full time would cer-
tainly not make any objection. Even were these
changes made there would stil be considerable dis-
parity between trade discountd and ordinary bank
rates, but they would pave the way for still further
reducfions later on. We believe these proposals are
in liné with a noticeable tendency in the United States
of recent years to reduce both the dating term and
the cash discount rates so as to bring all business as
nearly as possible to a prompt net cash basis.
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GRAIN ROUTES TO THE. SEABOARD.

The tendencies presented by grain routes to sea-
board are always worthy of careful note, and in the
case of a country like Canada at its present stage of

development they may lead to far-reaching and im-
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portant results. The chief grdin commissioner at
Winnipeg has furnished tableg showing the routes
by which the Western crops ¢ the last three years
have found their way east, and they are confessedly
disappointing from a L‘anadi;m; standpoint, in;nm\‘u‘h
as they indicate an increasing: yolume of Canadian
grain which was carried by way of Buffalo to fh('
ports of the Eastern States. S&_):far as Ihf‘ past fall
is concerned the large traffic vig Buffalo is to some
extent expjlained by the Ct)ng(‘éﬁiﬂn that occurred at
our own ports’ on Georgian’ Bay ‘and the relatively
small number of vessels co-mp}?ising the Canadian
fleet on these waters. When the Government has
carried out its proposed imﬂtnvemt‘ﬁts in‘ these

“harbors the conditions, it is hoped, will change, and

Canadian trade be recoveréd [tb its own shipping
routes, ' it 4

The figures show that, of the grain moved east-
ward from Fort William and {Port ‘Arthur during
1905, 29,763,810 bushels were igarried in Canadian
bottoms and 11,218,882 bushe]§ in United States
vessels. In 1904 the proportion/ithat went from Port
Arthur and Fopt William by Camadian bottoms was
27,001,086 bushels, and by United - States bottoms,
2,822‘,302‘ In 1903, 28,160,080 te@ivelled by Canadian,
and 6,532,049 by United States ﬁ?otmms. Of the 1905
grain, 40,082,782 bushels was w‘ﬁ;cat, 723,413 bushels
oats, and 345,202 bushels barleyy The movernent of
flax seed has increased from 2,388 bushels in 1903 to
182,000 in 1004, and 353,000 last year.
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POLITICS IN THE MQTHER LAND.

Were it not for the unchall"c:n;.:(l«l position of Mr.

» Chamberlain himself, his son, afid a few candidates

under his immediate influence in‘his own district, the
defeat of the Chamberlain propgals for tariff reform
in_the election of 'the present r'i“gnnth in the DBritish
[sles may be described as overwhelming. This result,
which cannot be said to have |been altogether un-
looked for except in the degree of the disaster,
without a doubt comes as a disappointment to many
people in Canada, who desire [§o see the bonds of
Empire drawn closer together in'a commercial as well
as. in a sentimental way. Yet, wg think most unbiased
people will acknowledge that, Swhatever good may
have been the aim of the refagmers, the proposals
themselves were of such a crudeiand necessarily con-
tradictory character, and they Were so enveloped in
an cnmiri(‘al mm'~nn¢lcr~t;nnliné of the economic
prificiples underlying the mutual welfarée of an old
and a new country, respectively, fhat they were really
bound to fail uf.:u‘m-pt:nw«'. Of {f“llf\l’. the defeat of
the late British Gavernment «‘:lll;il»t be laid altogether
at the door of fiscal reform; -thgfe were many other
features of policy which, no dogbt, added a no mean
share. But for all practical purp@ses it would appear
that their fate was bound up with that of prefenéntial
tariffs, a form of protection withfwhich the electorate
unmistakably expressed their ddtermination to have
nothing to do. :

What we mean by saying that the presentation of
the reformers’ case has so far hden but crude is that
Mr. Chamberlain never cleared| fip certain anomalies

therein For exgmple, the twb shillings tax on

orain was to do §ood to Canafljan wheat-raisers by
increasing their pMfits, and at{fthe same time was

not to raise the price to the cong@imer. Mr. Chamber
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