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Canada that such a poliey would be short lived

One of Cana greatest assets 1s her forest but they are only profit I
ible to her in so far as the \re pi We sympathize with any bona |
de desire on her part t« petuate forests and are willing t« 1thmit |
to any reasonable restrictions in our rations in the Canadian wood
which have that end in view, but Canada has a very great area of timber |
and nd they can produce a large annual yield without impairing them
Wl that he wlls and « 1l want for agenera {

Canada 1s export £33.500.000 worth of forest pro ot vear and

doubtless eager to inerease her markets for lumber, et nd her exports

thereof Her exports of pulp wood in 1907 amounted to about 5,000,000
It lool neonsistent to sav the least, for her to seek to increase her exports
of lumber generally, and to check the exports of one particular variets

especially as pulp wood is very generally distributed throughout the Domir

hy the United States is comparatively ynifien

101 The consumption
pared with Ca '8 ¢
‘We are therefore foreed to the conclusion that the opposition to export

ing pulpwood is not based on anv gennine apprehension on hehalf of forest pre

rtensive supply




