10 THE CANADA LUMBERM.AT

PROMINENT LUMBER MANUEMCTURERS LAPRESS THLIR
VIFWS OF  fHE PROPOSLD LUMBER I TY.

WiTH a view of ascertaining the opinions of
Canadian lumbermen regarding the effects of the
United States import duty of $2 per thousand
feet on sawn lumber, provided by the
Dingley bill recently reported by the Finance
Committee to the Senate, letters were sent to a
number of manufacturers in the different pro-
vinces of the Dominion in which the following
questions were asked :

as

1. To what extent would such a duty injure
the Canadian lumber industry ?

2. What action should be taken by the Cana-
dian government i case such a duty is imposed
on lumber by the United States ?

3. What class of lumber would be affected to
the greatest extent ?

4 Presuming that we are compelled by the
duty to abandon the United States markets, what
methods would you propose for the extension of
our lumber trade with Europe and other foreign
countries ?

For some reason, which we hesitate to attribute
to a lack of interest in a question so directly
affecting their own interests, some manufacturers
to whom a letter was sent failed to respond.
The replies received are printed below ;

MIpLAND, ONT., May 20th, 1897,

DEeAr SR, —Replying o your four questions respective-
Iy our views may be semmed up as follows :

1. The passage of the clause relating toa Se import
duty on lumber would paralyze the wdustry in Georgian
Buy and Muskoka districts,

2. 181, put a similar daty on all American lumber coming
into Canada.  and, give the United States government to
understand that the Cauadian government deems it a
breach of fuith, considering the agreement entered into
between the late Sir, John A, Macdonald i Hon. Jas,
G. Blaine, wherehy the duty was taken off logs, to take
the «stand they are now deing.  We should intimate to
them that if the Dingley bili is carried out the dut,; on
logs will be reimposed, or if the Canadian governmeat
should not be willing 1o do that, lumbermen <hould en-
deavor to bring sufficient pressure to bear on the Ontario
gorerament to forbid logs being taken from the country,
which, we understand, they have the power to do.

3 Commuon lumber.

4- That Canada should send ayzents, thoroughly posted
in the lwmber business, to different countries of Europe
for the purpose of working up trade in this industry and
keeping the government posted, and through them the
manufacturers, as o condition of teade, necessities, efc.
We trust that in case the Americans do not conclude to
reduce the proposed Import duty 10 Steoa per M., such
measures will be taken Iy our govemnment as will pro-
tect our interest in this behadtl

Yours traly,
CuEw Bros,
PENLTANGU ST, ONT, My 1310, 1803,

DeAr Sir,  Inreply o your recent Ietter on the lume.
ber tarifl question we are gl o £ve You our Vews, and
consider the mutter & most fmportant one :

1. Such aduty would smply mican the exclusion of our
vaarse grades from the United States,

2. Asa Srooduty woald exvlude our coarse lumber,
and we have & good masket in England for the better
Jgades, and the Amercans of they want them must ray
the advanced prive, it would be to the benefit of lumber.
men and the country at large to prolubyt the expertation
of saw fogs, pelp wood and bemlock bark. A we have
almont a monepoly of the pulp woed there i no Jonhy
that it it is munofactured kargely here vonsiderable Eng.
lish capital will be attracted o tlus countey. Tn regard
to hembock bark, it s almost a s o allow the hembock
to be slanghtered as it now s, when there is a small nyae-
ket for the timber, dnd <o miuch of it is slashied down and
wlened to rolin the woods dn order to farnish bark for

the Americans, when no doubt in a fow years the timber
would be valuable if' cut only in quantities sufficient to
supply bark for our own tanneries. Any one taking a
trip through our hemlock woods must readize the truth of
this,

3. Coarse grades only.

4o At the present time there are large quantities of
Canadian lumber manafactured in the United States into
box shooks, ete., and shipped to South America, the West
Indies and Euwrope. Our government, for one thing,
should send agents to these countries and divert con-
siderable of this trade to us.

Tut. C. BECK MANUFACTURING Con, Lid,

BRACEBRIDGE, ONT., May o0, 1897.

DeAR Sig,~—In reply 1o yours eaquiring as o my
opinion regarding the lumber tanff, 1 _.ould say, by all
means put an export duty on Canadian logs equal to the
impart duty on lumber going to the United States, and n
my opinion the sooner our government tahes this step the
better.  The export duty on logs should take effect Jjust
assoonas the duty on lumber comes into force. We
should also impose an export duty of $2.00 per cord on
all Canadian pulp wood going into the United States.

Now, I believe that of our Canadian government takes
steps firmly and decisnely, we will not hear much more
about the daty on lumber and shingles.  This step should
be taken at once, and if the United States government
should “nerease the proposed duty on lumber to the
amount of the export duty on the raw material from
Canada, there will then be pleaty of time to back down,
but to back downin the face of a bluff would simply prove
disastrous to the Canadian lumber trade in general. |
am sorry, indeed, to hear some of our lumbermen talk e
though they would be willing to submit to an unport duty
for fear that the American people would increase such
duty in addition to the already proposed $2.00 10 the
amount of the export duty on raw material.  “This, to my
mind, is & matter of great importance to Canadians, and
should be dealt with firmly. We are ina position to do
s well without their trade as they  without our timber.
Wehave the Americans to blame tor the hard times in the
Canadian Inmber business a present, s it was they who
increased the price of stumpage on our timber.

Persenally, Tam willing 10 give our American ftends
equal footing in the trade, but I do protest against paying
them tabute and then let them take away our raw ma-
terial free. 1 tuil to see how, as a layal Canadian people,
we can support any  administration that will allow us (o
be impased upon in any such manner.

Yours truly,
J. D. Smier.

HEPWORTH STATION, May 220d, 1897.

DEsR Sk, —Replving 10 your recent cireular asking
what effect the Dingley bill will likely have on our Cana-
dian lumber industry, 1 beg 1o say that, in my opinion, it
will in no way injure us, under present exsting condittons,
as far as the bardwood lamber mdustry s concerned.  In
the fint place, when lumber wis made free, we submitted
to a reduction in price equal o the amount of the remitted
dutv of §2 per M. Now, when the Americans see fit to
reimpose this duty, are we nat entitled 1o again add this
amount te our prices. s far as the hardwood trade
goes, Leim safely <y that any duty our neighbars <ee it
to impose cannot make trade much waorse than it has been
for the patthree year.  There bas Leen 00 money in
the trade with the United States for this perod of time.
In & converaation recently with a large exporter of Cana-
dian hardwoods, he dedared there was no money for him
in United States markets, and that he did notl car. how
ligh they made the import duty, and 1 am of precisely
the same opinicn.

Regarding pine, the duty will no deubt for a time injure
this branch of the lumber industry, especially in the lowver
grades, but not te o very grevious @+ extent that we
need to crand on hands and kances 1o beg that this duty be
notimwposed. The tusiffie o weupon that is as free for
the use of our peaple as our neighbors.  They have
thrown down the gaontle, and if our government do their
duty, and I think they will, by strking back good and
hard, and placing an export duty on pine <aw logs and
Paln wowd, these coercivaists will conclude that thiey hine
Roneon the wrong track.  They want oor lamber, our
pulp weed, and oursaw logs. Lot us make them pay for
them.  They are a good asset, all of them, and if we
Jdon’t sell toemorrow or the next day they are gond things

==
to keep in stock, aud it is only a oatter of time whey
neighbors will realize the thet that our Pine is anagg
necessity among them,  England, Germany and Fy, ]
are all loeking towards Amciica, and Canada in partiy
lar, for forest products, 1 regret to observe, howe,
that the bulk of the wants of these countries are b
supplied  throngh Amercan channels, and olten arg p,
products of Canadian furests bought by Amer’
men and sold again in the matkets of Europe.

Whatever evilresults may temporasily averge fop
tumber industry through the reimposition of thiy dey
pine will undoubtedty suffer most. It witl ot matery”
affect hardwoods.  Beter prices, with no closer in‘?e\f
tion, can be realized in European marckets for on haed
woods than ean be obtained in the Unjted States, Tyoh
the peths of commerce between here and Europe areg,
so well trodden as they areto United States Marke: 8
This feature can soon be orvercome, Let the lumberm
ducer familarize himself with European methods zes
leain the wants of European markets, and then carchly
manufacture the timber to suit those wants, and i 1!
succeeds in producing a suitable article he will neverry
gret being cosed out of American markets, g orgac.
ized effort should be made by the hardwood lumber degr.
ers or producers to have fumber cut in our Canade:
mills to suit European consumers, and to f.’umharizc.}:
trade generally  with the various details of raslway )
ocean freights and to learn the most advantageous rou'a)
to forward their goods by, and whom to forward to, for]
have no doubt there are as reliable commisrsion mep tobe
found in England, Geimany and France as there areing
United States.

Yours truly,
Jo E. Muregy,
CHaTuay, N. B., May 14, 187,
DEAR SIR,—In answer to question No. 1, T higk e,
injury would be only temporany, excepting, 1t may be, £
laths. 1 do not know any ather market for any 4
quantity of them.

2. The Canadian government should put an export din g
on saw logs and pulp wood, the latter to amount o3
most a prohibition of its export, so as to allow the s’ 8
trees to mature and make goodlogrs.  Each year's grow' §
in a grood healthy forest would add at least “ten per cezt joa
annually to their value.

3. Principally Iatls.

4. 1do notthink anything can be done to largely 2§
crease our exports to Great Britain, We already conip
more to that market than circumstances justify, andz
fortunately keep it 50 crowded that an advance m pricei:
almost impossible. We could, however, cultivate w1t
profit the South American, West Indies, South Afficze,
Canary Iskads and other such markets with rough sw
and other more fully manufactured stock, such as doos,
sashes, frames, small boxes, cte., that are now larper 8
bought from the United States, znd on which the ex
duty imposed by them will make dearer (if protection iz
reality) and enable us to successfully compete.  Orange,
lemon, banana, figr, date, tomato and other small boxs
are vanted by the million, and a profitable business cz
now be done m them, if any person would embark ia thes
manufacture.  The United States have done some L -
business, but it hixs been entirely neglected by Canadiax
so far as I am aware.,

My policy would be to carry the war into the enemis
camp by invading their present markets, which we o
weil de, having the cheapest steck 1o manufacture from. X

Yours truly,

J. B. Sxowrat.

AMHERST, N. &, May 19th, 187
DR Sig, -We beg to Teply 1o your four question
asked in vour letter re United States lumber tadf a
follows :

1. In the lower provinces we should say that the pee §
ducer would brinjured St1.00 ot M, or half' the duty ¢e
long lumber, and” probably the full amount of duty &=
Iaths aind ~hingles.

2. A5 10 toeaction Canadian government should tale
in case this duty becomes law, we think our govemmes
shaould put an export duty on saw logs of §2.00 per M f
boar 3 measure, as well as an export duty on pulp wosd
of say $2.00 per cond,

3 The clasves of lumber most affected in the lover
provinces would be spruce and hemlock, also ceds
shingles,

4+ AN o what methods the Canadian lumber trd
should adopt 10 open up acw markets, in our opinion v B
would lose nothing in the long run if compelled toatas
dowe the United States markets. The United Siates ar
il exporters of lamber, and ther lumber dealere hards
large guantities of Canadian lamber for export. I Canx
dian lumber merchants wo " vinit forcign markets, <ted) !
the requirements of the different vountrics, and form goxd
connections, Canadian lumber wonld net more per M
the producer than it does naw, and the merchants &
atiddle-men’™s profits would be enjoyed oy Canadians & §
stead of Amernicans.

Yours very truly,
Ruones, Cirey & Cou, L.,
N. Curry, Prosides




