
Ih<- utilily of Ihn officp and derlirp-l

ihf exiii-niliture inHufficU-nt. It was

juKt the fianiR viiKue, Hbufflinit. con-

tradictory utiilude which they px-

bihited IhroUKhout. The OpiKwilion

bad no jKillcy in renard to our tim-

ber; they n|)|ipar<'<l to be moved by

tb<' caprice of tlw moment, which

aeemcd to promitte embi»rrns»ment

to ih" Government which was juM-kinn

to carry out a <lefinite policy in Ihp

interests of our timber industry and

resources, an<l conscqwintly in the

interests of Ihi- Province.

The Forest ry problem was a prob-

lem no lonKer. It had been satisfact-

orily sidved. A policy had been in-

auKurateti which injured to the Pro-

vince a permanent revenue, and to

the industry an<\ commerce of the

future a i»erpctual source of timber

supply.

An Impudent 01»lm.

The claim, which in the lijiht of

the facts, he would present, was

nothinfr less than impudent, had

been frequently made by the Oppos-

ition leaders that the iK>licy of re-

quirinjf all lumber to be manufactur-

ed in Canada, originated with them,

and that the Government in insert-

ing a clause to this effect in timber

licenses in accordance with the act

of 1898, had .stolen their policy. They

had charged furthermore that the

course of the Government had been

incon-sistcnt and fluctuating. The

Government policy had been regulat-

ed by the requirements of the situ-

tion, which had varied from time

to time, according to our relations

with the United States —i the coun-

try which furnished the chief for-

eign market for our luml>cr. It

was not a question of abstract prin-

ciple but purely one of commercial

expediency. The aim o£ the Gov-

ernment had been to do what was

beat for the interests of Ontario un-

der existing conditions regulating ac
ceas to the I'nited States markets.

Under the Reciprocity Treaty Can-

adian lumber wna freely admitted to

the American market, and every-

thing was satisfactory. In 1866 that

treaty was abrogated, and a duty of

20 per cent, ad valorem' impoeed on

lumber, Canada, in turn, placing an
export duty of SI per 1000 feet D.M
on saw logs. A severer blow was
inflicted on the lumber trade in 1872

when the American Government im-

posed a specific duty of $2 per 1000

feet on manufactured lumber, with-

out regard to its quality. The re-

sult was to shut out the lower grades

which Could no longer be profitably

exported. The home market for

these >>eing limitiMi, much rough cull

lumber was wasted. The cost of

lumbering was increased, wasteful

aad destructive methods were en-

couraged and profits seriously re-

duced.

Uuring a period of many years fol-

lowing, the question was left in the

hands of the Dominion Government
na pertaining to trade and commerce.
The lumber trade was only one of

many interests affected by hostile

American legislation. Efforts were
made from time to time to obtain
either a renewal of the Reciprocity

Treaty or freer trade relations. There
was no question then of requiring

saw logs to be sawn in Canada, as

There was no Exportation of Logs
to the United States. This practice

did not develop until 1886, when the

export of logs from the north shore

of Lake Huron was brought to the

notice of the Government. Al-

though the shipment.s were but small,

the Government took action. By an
act passed in that year the export

duly \s us luoretised to $2 per thous-

and, and the Governor-in-Council

authorized to increase it to 83 if it


