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marks. One  is that the main hopression left on one’'s mind I8
of many absory wnd amalgamations— ten or eleven in
all. The other is that assurance shares have had some
pretty maurked fuctuntions between January and December
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TORONTO LETTER
Last Your Fire Laomst in Toronto -~ A very favourable
Show i <1 I not Non-Tariff Officials and Eu
ployees | I e for Me in our Institutes?

Dean Kot Fhie Clty of Toronto officials generally
and tue | t B In particular, are congra
tulating tl the tubulated and now published
records, showing that in the matter of fire losses during
the past yocar 1l ity has bad an exceptionally satis
factory expericnce i ch pleasing results s
assignabile ' t neral prosp ty and well
doing of our citiz s, worality, and last, but not least, to
the aiwa I vilicient o ol the
Fire Brigad q equly nt of th ree, with
modern  applia O | factiitie
afforded f k1 ¢ of fires by ordinary fire alarm
signal and teh n ‘ o, have all been valuable alds
in attaining 1} e end It is satisfactory to
learn that no \ itu oconrred in Toronto
during 190] I hie ! conflagration hazard which the
Wise men iy e 1l tell us I8 ever present
has not even throatsne 1 o we ke to think that we
Are jJustified ot of that gueh hazard, as regards To
ronto, is now If existent Maodesty and a
natural feohin tiee v il prevent  the Toronto
Board of |} | { L cluiming, In publie, any
credit tor ance as a fact in the
genera!l g f a classe ‘ K8, and as con
tributory to 1t i \ t of the present esirable
status, we have t i about, It is certain that the
steady persist w of Board officials in pressing
from time t nents in fire apphances and
8o on, has had ot it wlleet Naturally, also, the speeifie
rating of h explanations | given
Lo owners u o b t howmg how rates are made
and by what 1 they may. in individual case he re
duced to a n n, | towards the erection of
butldings of bLet Mist noand better arrangement
from an Insura nt « w. than hitherto. Then the
regular visit n I fNcer of the Underwriters
having, for | constant and continuous duty, the inspe
ton of ting \ | itters altecting the clean
liness of all ni viufacturing risks, as well
as taking m employees and occupant
and genera f terior nterior dangers from fire
preventabl \ ' ttention; th and kKindred ties
ably discharge ! ¢ oot the public nothing t the
benefits o i though the Underwriters pay
for the Vi cetimate the benefici effects
of thew t { have Lopr
vented | t | Let the pabli ¢ Ben
erous in t! ! ’ \ people. o bear
in mind 1t} ' ' t no s \Te
to the fmy f 1) CRA the fire ) ord
Ax already t t ' h for 1 n be
half of the } ! it they heing prevent from
saying anyt! for 1t ' for reasons  already
glven

I observe in t! ™Mter f r London (Ene ) corres
pondent a refere to the Mting in a way, by insur
ance Institgt f the « # of non-tariff ofMees It is
not stated that they are ine e for membership in the
Institutes. but that they slighted and ignored in ex

and are unable

aminations to obtain the proper facilities
for thelr studies with the Institutes
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Now, It seems to me that the Insurance Institute,
It believes In its mission and has a proper compre hep.
slon of its duties, should weleome all insurance folk 1 jig
fold, regardless whether they be attached to non-tariff o
il offices. | go further, and say that all managers
and officials of lesser degree of these non-tarift Olfices
should have weleome and access to membership, Leing
otherwise eligible, without any restraint. 1Is it not educa.
tional  work that Institutes are doing? 1If they
to assume that non-tariff people are in a sense
misguided, proceeding upon wrong prineiples, in an igno.

rant and unlearned way of business life, and unscientifie
In methods, should it not be esteemed the privilege apg
duty of the Institute to bring these into the better. the
right way, if you will? These may have strayed, or per.
haps have never known any other “Alma Mater” than the
of the non-tariff profession in which they were
It does seem to me to be a lowering of the stand-
ard of excellence, and a narrow thing to make such dis-
crimination arift man or a non-tariff man is
matter of belief not unfrequently a matter of
bread and butter, why then stoop to interfere with differ.
ing personal creeds and opinions, or with the bread and
butter?
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In looking over the Constitution of the Toronto Instj-
tute T am glad to say I find no hint of such diserimination
as | have refeired to. It says: “The ohjects of the Insti-

tute shall be promotion and ecultivation of a thorough
knowledge of Insarance business, etc., ete.” You observe

of the insurance business " in
Perhaps with a “thorough knowledge' would
disappear the non-tariff habit, to a great extent. Who
can say? It is true that with our Council rests the power
of election or refusal of any application for membership,
but inasmuch as | know that certain of our members are
attached to non-tariff offices in Toronto, I conclude that
no applicant would be rojected s lely because of such ¢ mne
nection. There is an air of western freedom, of liberality in
tone, a breadth about the Toronto Institute Rules, a sort
of come one come all spirit which 1 like, | may be wrong,
but this quality is what will recommend and add strength
to the Institute rather than weaken It in the opinion of the
younger men at least. Let the non-boarders come in on
cqual terms always say I let them learn what a “rate” |s,
and why it is, and be taught why some rates are lowered
and some raised, and how done. Let them learn for them-
selves, in the proper seeticn, to acquire such knowledge,
what is the rate for something when no rate is given for
It In the tables. In the time of self-reliance let them bhe
taught what to do in an emergency, say when all tarifts
have been for a time abolished, as has happened once or
twice, and everyone has to do the best he can about these
same rates. 1 shall be glad to hear that the sister Insti-
tute of Montreal is as liberal-minded as this Toronto Insti-
tution seems to be
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Yours,
ARIEL
Toronto, 1#th Jan . 1902
—_—————

FIRE CAUSED 8y A DEFreTive FLUE is suggested
by the Baltimore “ Underwriter” to be a just cause
of punishment by imprisonment of the builder or
owner or at least by denial of all right to recover
under a policy of insurance. This would be rather
too scvere to be just, except in the case of the
builder of a defective flue who certainly deserves
punishment.  But who is to ascertain whether a flue

is defective when a house or warehouse is finished 1




