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uiva>iirv .in tli.ii |»ii n m isvil, ami xve imagine that I mill 
emploi et * ami employees will In1 satisfied it tlie* Legis 
laliiw contents iisvlf w 1111 passing a general AvI pro 
viding 11n* mavltiiterx for iliv speedx settlement of 
lain tur disputes. \i tile* < ‘«mi will ion iliv opinion of tin* 
Xssoviation was vlearlx against what is known as 

"v«mipnlxir> arhiiration." for tin* reason tli.it such a 
sx slvin is hoih iinnvvvssarx ami onlx quest imiahlx 
xx orka hlv.

W v iioxx votnv lo iln- votisiilvralion of perhaps tIn* 
ni« isl iniporiant of tin* rvvon in ululations snhiniltvil lo 
Ilu* l iovvrnmvni tin* inatlvr of t'roxxn granting plavvr 
vlainis. \t ilit* Mining Convention a resolution was 
praviivallx nnaniinonslx varrivil in favour of this pro- 
I «os.il. after tin* reasons for its adoption had I teen ad 
x amvd Itx the adv«nates of ihe measure. A minority 
at the meeting. Iioxx ever, lodged a protest against the 
passage of the resolution on tin* grounds that the effect 
that siieli amendments a> suggested would have, had 
not I teen adéquat el x disi'iissed or considered. 'Vile 
reeiMiimemlation xx as subsequent l x debated at length h\ 
the Kxeeutive Committee. one memlK*r onlx dissenting 
to its provisions as finally submitted to the Legislature. 
We should not have referred to the opposition to the 
proposal hut for the fact that recently a nuinher of 
placer miners in the \tlin District and also, xxe under
stand. at Stanley, have expressed themselves as being 
opposed to the t’roxxn granting of placer ground or to 
aux of the changes that it is proposed should lie made 
in the Act. \t the same time we are obliged to recog
nize that the present title obtainable for hydraulic and 
deep level ground is not a satisfactory one; that as long 
as the title is not secure it serves to discourage the in
vestment of capital in large undertakings of this na
ture; and finally that there is nothing revolutionary or 
novel in the ropiest that has liven put forxvard. for it 
is merely that the placer miner should he placed on the 
same footing as the quartz miner, and that we should 
accept as a basis for the remodelling of our placer min
ing laxxN an Act under xvliich placer ami hydraulic min
ing has liven successfully carried on for years in the 
Vnitcd States xvhere conditions are precisely similar. 
It is. of course, out of the question for the prospector 
to attempt to hold hydraulic ground under the present 
system. Some are inclined to doubt whether under 
an\ other system mining property of this character 
could or xxould l>e developed by prospectors. Hut the 
fact remains that deep alluvial ground has liven suc
cessfully developed by individual miners in California 
under favourable conditions of tenure, and if the Croxvn 
granting system will afford to this class in Hritish Co
lumbia any further encouragement it is certainly a 
strong argument in its favour. The objections raised 
to the recommendations apjiear to he first that the in
troduction of the Crown granting system xxould result 
in the "tying tip" of enormous tracts of territory, and 
secondly that the country would suffer a serious loss of 
revenue hv the abandonment of the leasehold system. 
Under the present leasehold system, fifty dollars per 
annum is paid annually for the right of leasing eighty 
acres of ground, and further it is obligatory that the 
work should he continuously prosecuted on the pro-

pert x . The life of a lease is txveuty years, and conse
quent lx the Government xxould receive during that 
period a thousand dollars, and presumably something 
like twenty thousand dollars xxould have liven expended 
in development xvork. The proposed change would 
only necessitate the ex|ienditiire of four hundred doll
ars payable in cash to the Government and reduce the 
amount of development work legally required to the 
equivalent of an ex|ieditiire of live hundred dollars. 
\ replx to these objections is that in spile of existing 

regulations large areas are held unxvorkcd from year to 
xear. and if this objection proved in actual practice to 
be really valid, the evil is open to easx regulation by the 
inquisition of a eonsiderathle taxation on unworked 
claims, but that as a matter of fact there is little like 
lihood of speculation on such lines for hydraulic ground 
can have no value until it has liven thoroughly pros- 
Ilevied and tested in itself requiring a large outlay.
( hi the score of revenue, it is ex|iccted, that any deficit 
in the one direction would Ik* more than compensated 
for in another by a tax of 50 cents per acre on Crown 
granted ground and a charge of 5 cents per inch for the 
xvater used in mining.

This seems to us to be a fair representation of both 
sides of the case and our readers are therefore in a |nisi- 
tion to form their oxvn conclusions. If. meanwhile, the 
pn q>osed changes appear too radical a compromise here 
suggests itself. We think it is admitted that better 
title should In* granted to operators of hydraulic and 
deep level mines xvhose fromi tides have lieen establish
ed. \s a further precaution then against the holding 
of property for speculative pur]loses, absolute title 
might Ik* withheld in all cases where the equipment of 
a propertx xvas not up to a standard requirement. Hut 
in that case the argument in favour of the prospector 
falls to the ground.

♦----------- — •

It is xvith very great regret that we learn that the 
American Institute of Mining Kngineers has been com
pelled to abandon the proposed Hritish Columbia meet
ing this summer for the reason that the transportation 
companies being unable to provide ret 11m-journey spec
ial car accommodation for the party, in consequence of 
the "unprecedented demand for cars for the regular 
traffic." The acting secretary of the Institute, Mr. 
Theodore Dwight, writes meanwhile that "Applica
tions and negotiations in every possible quarter have 
resulted in the conviction that it is impossible to secure 
even a sjiecial train for the journey to Hritish Colum
bia and hack.” We suppose xvc should express grati
fication at this evidence of Canadian industrial activity 
and prosperity, but one is inclined to discount the point 
of the explanation in one’s natural feeling of annoyance 
at the abandonment of an arrangement from which 
British Columbia was certain to have realized very 
substantial benefit.


