
WHE INDEPENDENT FORESTER.

rate avat7ale le (sic) " 'a only about 40%. ef the ne pre-
niiumes our Dominion InBurance Dopartment holds tei
be absolutely necessary te meet the Instiranco part of
the contracts belng issued by the Order."

IHE ANSWER.

In reply 1 eaid the "1net premiums " refer-
red to above b y Mr. MrCabe, were intpnded
to, and do appl1y oui y to IlOld Line Com-
panies" wbo nhave a j&red level :preiumc

rae with ne power or authority te cal] for
extra assessments, and that they did not ap-
ply at ail to "lassessment cempanies." That
as the I.0.F. was au assessment company,
therefore, the Ilpreof " given by Mr. McCabe
was wholly inapplicable to it, and hence the
very foundation of his attack was wiped
F-way.

Let me put a parallel case. Suppose I were
the owner of one of the clipper tea ships,
which sail between Erxgland and China, and
Mr. McCabe, to serve his own purposes,
were te say to the merchants "11you are foo]-
ish to intrust your merchandiso to the Su-
promo Chief Ranger's ship, because it does
not corne up to the Government require-
monts," and wlon askod to eirplain hs mean-
ing, would reply "«thoe boilers of the Doc-
tor's ship have neyer been inspecteci aud car-
ries no certificatod Pngineers. aq re qllireri of
slips, by the Iaws of the land" Would it
flot be a complete auswer to say:

"Mr. McCabe, the provisions to which yen roer
apply enly te steam"ghi p s aiîd do flot apply to sailing
ehips, bocause the lav dons not. roquirea ý gsi
to carry boilers and engincers." a~iigsi

Would flot sudh an answer ho regaré:Iod
as whlly demolishing Mr. McCabe's posi-
tion?

But I did not content myseif with simply
slowing the absulrdity of Mr. McCabe's
"lproof," bsut went furtbor, and trîed to show
that Vhe "'available rates" of the 1.0 F.,
owing to the powers of the Order to levy
"Iextra asqes.sments" whenever, and as oftén
as wanted, wore, and would aI'ways be suiffi-
doent Vo moot ail the obligations of the Ordor.

THE LO.F. 8YSTEXI

1 triedl to show that the I. 0.F. was con-
sti-ucted ou the bai.ic Pt inc pk. of giving it
insurance to its mipml)prs at the rost 1thet eof.
wliatever that may be, the only limitation
being that the inuranc'e shall not h- g von
for less than the premiumn rates laid dc'wn in
t ho Con titutinoa and Laws of the Suprern-
Court, and which, though Mr MI-Cahe al-
leges are 60 per cent. lesa than tliey ought ln
be, h-ive neveriheloss proved Vo bâ-, d uving
the past fourteen and a-hlf yoars, more than
suffirient in iniet ail demnande lu the 1.0 F E
over a million andi a-lIuulf of dollars. 1 cited
the ex poriences of oh: !;ne cinhpanies that
were about haif a century old, and of socie-
tios liko the 1.0 F., thar were fr"mr oighty to
ene hundredl or more ye-ars old, and showed
thorefrom that if the T.0.F. had a similar ex-
perionce, and there. was ne reas,%n why it
sbould noV, the-n the present menthly rates
of the 1.0. F. would be sufflelAnt to ineet al]
dlaimis arising in the Order for at least 100
yea.rs and more Vo corne.

One would have imagined that Mr. Mcûabe
would have tried to show that the experience
of the comn anies and societies cited wore se
exceptional, that i t could not post-ibly be re-
peated by the 1.0 P.; but lie- de net try Vo
an uthin* ef the kiud. Ris eue stock ar-

gument is thazL the rates of the 1 0.F. do net
cerne up Vo the "11net premiums " required byr
the G"1vornment, of old line "Ilevel premium"
companios, and that, tee. in the face of the
fact that, while it.» oxisted, the rates of Mr.
McCabe's Illegally, commercially and mathe-
rnatîcall ysound'" Commercial Endowment
Plan of Insurance were net even 20 uer 10 per
cent. of sueli "'net prcmiums."

THE LAST LETTIER.
I now cerne Vo the considoratien of Mr.

McCabes last letter published in The Wovrlc
of the 28tliof Decomiber Iast. 'lotwithstand-
ing that in my reply Vo Mr. 1ýcCabels first
letter,ý I hail met fairly anci îarely eadli
point raised by him, as shown *,ha precod-
ing observations, yet lie makos LfIÙS extraer-
diuary statemeut,

" Yeur rcadors will have observcdl that thore le an
utter failli re of even any attcnipt te answcr thopoints in
issue. On the contrary,thie Supreme Chief lndulges in
a sea ef words te, draw off attention frem this nxattcr."

If 1 have seomod Vo auy one else, wle las
read Vhs corrospoudonce, other than Mr.
MeCabe, Vo be gnilty of ovading anqy points
at issue, 1 should be vory mucli surpri.:ztd, and
vwill say Vo hlm I have net been couac eus cf
even having a desire Vo avoid any issue that
Mr. McCabo has over rais;-d in connection
with the I.0.F., or with miyseif persouaily.

IT'B MoOABE WHO R1J!S ÂWAY.

Ou the other hand, it appears front TUe
Worl of the 4th nat , that at least one een-
t.leman who lias read this contrcversy is of

opinion thet Mr'. bMcC;île is gnil y of the tory
thing cf which lie accuses me, for lie says :

' Surcly t ho abovo questions are vory pertinent te,
have ansx ercd hy a goicnnpsn san Insurance
cxvrt. YeL. M r. rctate rushes ofF wi h ail con-
vos-lent spced uipon a nev tack. crying 'Stop ti icf,'
h ping to divcrt ouir attention freont hispeuirqail
catiuns as an insurance cxpcrt ." pouaruaf-

The c-bjeet cf Mr. McCahe's last. letter is,
presuma in givo &"additional facts" Vo

îîreve the mnacequiacy of the premniinm rates
of iht- I.0.F., and to that end frirnishies 8
specificatiens'whieh 1 will ans-wer one bv eue,
1 hourgh as a mat Ver cf frwi th 1 ho excep
tion of the fir'-t, ail the' speiiain mna l

said te have nothing te do wxVh Vhe question
at issue.

1. T'r. McPeabe nre more roiterates the story' thats
44thcSîuet intenden' of' nsurance pro% cd col. -hxsîvcly I
(sic-) befroe he i'anking and (ommerce emiUtc in
OLI awa, - th entire uiisoundir_,s" of the 1 O.K. systcm.

Let it suffice for me te say in reply, that se
far fromn proving Ilconclui-ively "any sucli
Vhing, the jury -w.hn heard tle arguiments,
viz.,-- li- meulprs of the Banking and Com-
merce 0ommittoe, said hy theirverdiet, whidh

iwas reached by a majerity cf about two te
one, that the 1.0.F. was alriglit, and uught
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