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we are on the subject wve mttay be permitted tu advert
to a case whichi came to otir notice the other dav.
wlien tie provision of a (overinmet bounty instead
of inducitig the establishment of permanent inîdustry
was lot .egarded as ai inducenent. For somie tinte
past, but more particuilarly in recent ionths, a great
deai of inîvestigationi and eiquir lias been instituted
by capitalists desiring to iniformtt theiselves regard-
ing the value and extent of the iron deposits on Tex-
ada Island and at Barclay Sound. on thre West Coast
of Vancouver Island. vith a view to their utilisation
in supplying tie pig-iron requirenients of the Puget
Soutnd and otiher vestern markets. amtounting at pres-
ent to approximtately 2Q.000 tons aniually. The in-
auguration of titis industry althougi a relatively un-
:im)ortant one at titis time is neverticless nuch to bc
desired: but it is •questioned. we have heard. wiether
it would be wise to establish works for the production
of pig-iron in lìritisi Columbia. when it wouild pro-
bably be more profitable in three years' time to shi)
the raw naterial to the lUnited States and ittanu-
facture there. As iatters are it vould pay better to
mnake pig-iron on the spot. as eosts of lianidling aid
friegit wouild be less in titis case, and the botintv on
pig-iron off-sets the Amcrican duty oi the itmaitu-
factured product. But, the investor asks iimtself.
wit assurance or likeliiood is there of a reniewal of
the subsidy wien the period of lite present arrange-
ttent expires. And if it is not renwed, viti. tite
Amierican dut\ to mecet, it wouild nlot pay to mlanui-
facture for that market, whici is. and is likelv to re-
main for sote tinte to cote, the ontly available mar-
ket for our lIritisi Colttnbian iron.

\We publisi cisewiere in titis issue a letter front
à\r. R. C. Cattpbell-Johnstoin in reply to cotnents
we last ionth made oit a recent contribution of his to
the London -lininig Journal. Tie particular points we
raised were (t) wietiter Mr. Camptiîbell-jolnstoi's
tinqualified statement tliat the clteapest smtelting ex-
tanit is in British Columbia is open to question, and
(2) wietler lie was justified in asserting that the
present practice of Britisi Columbia coal companies
is to coke the coal in the ovens for ontly twenty-four
Itours. .Mr. Camtpbell-Johnstonl replies to the effect
tlat Itis advices are tat Tennessee costs, to wiich we
referred last ittonti, are 35 cents per toit for roasting
ore and Sr.5 for smnching. and that tite cost of con-
verting to blister copper has to be added. while the
best Britisi Columbia costs for the sane resuit, viz..
blister copper. are $'.35 per toit of ore treated.
Now, our information is tat the Teinnessee Copper
Company now sntelts its ore witiott first roasting it.
Furthter, withiit the last fortiight tlere was publish-
ed in the Nelson Daily Newst- a report of thie ltearing
of the Granby Comitpanty's appeal agaiitst the assess-
ment made iuntder the Act authorisintg the levy of the
two per cent. minerai tax, frot whici report we take
tite following: "Tie assesslent -was based upon the
affidavits made quarterly of the aiount and value of
ore shipped fron the Granby mines, freiglit and trcat-
ment, antd smtelter profit. The gross value of the ore

wa"s Put at $3.75 per tot, less smitelter treatiîent $1.76,
freight 33 cents, and simelter profit 40 cents, a total
deduction of $2.49." Assuiniig tiat the affidavit of
those wlo know the actual cost of the snelting (stated
to be $1.76), wltici probably includes the cost of con-
verting to blister copper, is to be depended on, we
sec io good reason for accepting Mr. Campbell-
Jolniston's unsupported statemient that blister copper
can be produced in Britisi Columbia for $1.35 per
toit of ore treated, nor do we suppose tite Granby
Company's costs are imuitch iigher titan those at otier
siielters operatiitg in the Boundary, wiere, as is gen-
erally adinitted, smtîeltinîg costs are, by reason of the
cxceptionally favourable conditions, lower titan at
otlier smteltiig points in the province. Tien, as to
the timte taken to burn coke-if Mr. Canpbell-Join-
stont is sincere in iis expressed willingness to "beg
forgiveness" if ie las done the coal coipaiies an in-
justice, ie can best dentonstrate his sincerity by ascer-
taining wietler the assertion we chailenged was cor-
rect. and. if iot. by giving his ackntowledgient of his
error as wide puiilicity, throtugi tlie London Mining
Journal, as lie gave to lis uinjust reflection on the
coal coipanies. Mr. Caipbell-Jolhnston is charac-
teristically inaccurate in his conchsion tiat we are
cager to advertise Tennessee as a cieaper source of
copper itan British Columbia. Wiat we are cager to
(Io is to state simple facts. and if it cati be shownl,
upon incontrovertable evidence. that the cicapest
smelting extant actually is in British Columbia ve
siall he oily too pleased to avail ourselves of every
opportnity to make knowit tat fact. both in the
coluns of lite M[xixG Rî.:coRo and throught oiter
influential ciannels open to us. Oi the contrary, we
strongly deprecate exaggeration, whtether in the direc-
tion of making clains for results not achieved, or in
utindeserved reflections on the work or products of
coipanies operating in the province.

AN UNRELIABLE REVIEW.

HE M1 ining Reporter of Denver. Colorado ias
lately becn favourablv noticed in severail of the
newspapers of the Kootenav as a generally re-

liable iîting journal. Our own observation lias led
us to concludie*thtat its claii to reliabilitv, so far as
the information it publishtes relative to British Coluii-
bia is concerned, of wlici ive are qualified to judge.
is, as a rie, well-founded. But for once. thougi, it
ias Icant oit a broken reed, and as a coitsequencc pub-
lisied an article on "Mining in British Colutitbia."
written Iv Arthur Lakes, that is itot only iiost in-
accurate, buit docs not even do the Province the barest
justice in the direction of giving any conception of
the comparative itmportance-for a country so vouing
in iode-mining-of its mines, nor in conveving aty
idea of the amtount and value of its inixteral production.
In fact, in tite latter connection it docs thie very op-
posite, and tiat to ait extremte degree. We feci thai
we have reasonable grotinds foi complaint that
widcly circulated journal of acknowlcdged good re
pute should accept front a contributor ait article pur-


