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RABIDLY GRITTY
Replying to a short eriticism in our isstie of

ult. the Glace Bay Gazette says

It is a fact that the coal duty has, as the Mining
Record joints out, been gradually reduced from 75
cents a ton to the 45 cents now prospective. Not
withstanding this, it is also a fact that the wages of
mine workers have been steadily advanced, Why then
should the Mining Record and its fellow scare-mongers
among the Tories undertake to say in effect that this
S-cent reduction of the duty is the last straw and that
reduction of wages will follow ? It is simply a case of
trying to create a scare that is not warranted by ex
perience.  When the duty was reduced by seven cents
the self-same cry was set up by the Tories to make
political capital. Fourteen years experience has shown
that they were talking nonsense.  Fourteen years after
this the Mining Record will, we are confident, see that
there was no ground for the present effort to create a
larm among the miners, The 7 cent reduction then
was the last straw ; now the last straw is being piled
on again. It gets rather monotonous after a while
but like predictions of the end of the world there is a
limit after which prophets of disaster only become ob-
jects of ridicul

"*As we have already pointed owt, it is a pure as
sumption to claim that the oal companies, under a 43
cent duty in future, will make less money than they
have under a 53 cent duty in the past 14 years, Are
they not constantly adopting economical and labor
saving methods and appliances?  After a certain point
does not increased output mean a lessened cost per
ton and therefore a greater margin of profit Who
will undertake to prove that the companies are going
to make less money per ton ?

Te which we reply: It is quite true that wages
have gone up since 180, not since 1846 as the
Grzette claims, and it was right that rates should
hive been increased, but at what cost has the wages
gone up and been maintained. If wages have ‘stead
1y" advanced, the price of coal since 1900 or lgor
lias been stationary. How then did the companies
manage to advance wages? By economics in man
agement and by witholding fair dividends to their
shareholders

The MiNinG Recorn did not say that this eight
cent reduction was the last straw —presumably to
break the back of the coal trade, nor did we  say
that as a result of the agreement being ratifie
mine emyloyees would suffer a reduction of wages,
and in suggesting that we did both, the Gazette
betrays a lack of material for good argument

The Gazette is presumptuous and affects a know
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ledge of the coal trade beyond that of those engag-
ed in the business, for 98 per cent. of the coal op-
erators of the province, in a memorial sent to Mr.
Fielding toward the close of 1910, declared that ANy
REDUCTION in the coal duty would ‘disastrously’ ef-
fect the coal trade, and that is a stronger adverb
than the Recorn has used

When the Gazette, inflated by pride of argums-
ent, says contemptuously It 1S pure assumption to
claim that the coal companies under a 435 cent duty in
future will make less money than under a 53 cent duty
for the last 14 years'', one is at a loss whether to
be sorry, or annoyed or mirthful, sorry for its blind
ness, annoyed at its perversity, or mirthful at its
revelation of, in its case the school master being a-
broad. A majority of the companies during recent
years made no money, and quite a few of them
went into bankruptey. The’Gazette, no matter how
keen it may be as a partizan, is the last payer that
should make the assertion, even by implication,
that there has been money in the trade of late
years, for it is asserted that one largely interested
in the Gazette was largely instrumental in promot-
ng a coal company which has lost to its Fondhold
ers thousands upon thousands of dollars

The last sentence in the extract from the Gaz-
ette is a dazzler,  “Who will undertake to prove’
that the companies are going to make less mor ey per
ton". If lack of ability to ‘prove’ is a rearon why
the reduction in the coal duty shonld not I oppos
ed, then surely the inability to prove that the ag
reement as a whole will make Canada
perous than it is, ‘s a suflicient reason why the a
greement should be opposcd The old saw has it
“The proof of the pudding is the eating o't." If
that be so how is it possible to furnish proof' as to
its quality before even it has heen put in the pot
arty over-zeal is responsible, we fear, for a mental
appolexy which divests the patient of all ability to
reason
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BOUNTIES AND BILLETS.

Very many people run away with the idea that
notwithstanding the removal of the bounties on ir-
on and steel, the industry is still highly protected
and should be able to hold its own against all comers
We will at this time make no reference to the
bounty on pig iron as possibly as much could he
said on one side as the other. Our intention at this
time is merely to demonstrate that tl e peop’e. who
are possessed with the idea that tle stec] makers
are highly protected, are hugely m'staken And
here, thovgh we may have oceasion to say it again,
Some protection to steel products is necessary for the
reason that it costs in Nova Scotia alout 25 per
cent. more in labor alone to produce the iron and
the steel that it does in Britain, Nova Scotia s chicf
competitor If the Nova Scotia stcel and iron
makers could secure labor at the same cost ss in
Britain they might be in a position to be indepen-
dent of all government favors to the indistry,
That the steel industry secures its due propertion
of protection, so long ‘as protection is in vogue, is
imperative to the success of the industry

The duties on iron and steel products instead of
being fabulous are insignificant and paltry Take
for instance the selling price of billets in Britain at
22,00 per ton, and the preference duty here at




