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TiE CANADA LUMBERMAN I8 published in the intesests of the
lumber trade and allled industries throughout the Dominion,
being the only representative in Canada of this foremost banch
af the commerce of this country. It aims at giving full and
timely informsation on all subjects touchlog these interests,

iscuising these toplcs editorially and inviting free discussion

olaers.
b’m 1 pains are taken to sccure the latest and most trust.
worthy market ?ouliou from sarious points throughout the
world, ro asto afford to the trade in Canada information in
which It can rely in its operations.

Adrertiszra will receive careful attention aund liberal treat-
ment. We need pat point out that for many the CANADA
LUMBERMAN, with itas class of readers. 'is not only aa
exceptionally good medium for securing publicity, but isin.
qis blcfor those who woutld brln& themselves before the
noxgee of thatclass. Spedal siteation is directed to *'WaxTep*
and * Foz SALR” advertiscments, which will be inserted ina
consplcuocus position at the uniform price of 15 cents per line
for cach {nsertion. Announcements of this character will de
subject to & discount of 25 per cent, if ordered for four succes.
sive issues or longer.

Su bers wifl find the small smount they pay for the
CANADA LUMDERMAX qu:te insignificar”, as compared with its
value to them. There is not an individual in the trade, or
sgﬁhlly interested {p {t, who should not be onour list, thus
obtaining the present benefit and aiding ’and encouraging us to
reader it even more complete.

BRITISH DUTY ON TIMBER.

The necessity of the British Government
raising revenue to meet the expenses of the
South African war is responsible for a rumor
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer proposes
to re-impose the duty on timber, which has

_bheen abolished for some thirty-five years. In
well informed circles it is not believed that such
action will be taken, but on the other hand the
fact remains that it is absolutely necessary to
raise the additional revenue in some manner,
and 2 light tax upon timber is regarded as
one of the feasible methods. The proposition
has been freely discussed by the timber mer-
chimts, who are, we are told, feeling a little
uncomfortable over the prospect of such a duty,

Just how scriously the idea has been con-
sidered by the Chancellor of the Exchequer is
not known, but it is stated that the custom
authorities at some of the east coast ports
have becn requested to send in full statistics
of the wood goods imported to their districts.
This is at least sufficient ground for believing
that the matter is under consideration. The
statement is also made that an insurarce for
twelve months against the imposition of the
tax has already been cefected by Lloyd’s.

It is estimated that a tax of 23 cents par load
on soft timber would bring in about $2,250,000
per annum.  This is exclusive of any duty on
hardwoods.

In connection with this matter the question
arises whether a duty would be imposed on
timber imported from the British Colonics.
The advocates of Imperial Federation would no
doubt sirongly oppose such & move, and if an
exception was made in the case of Colonial
timber, the revenue obtainable would be re-
duced by nearly one-quarter.

The imposition of a duty on timber imported

ported from the different countries would not
be lessened thereby. A proposition which
meets with much greater favor in England is
tue taxing of manufactured timber products,
as this would assist the manufacturing indus-
tries of the country.
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HOME MANUFACTURE OF TIMBER.

The departure made by the Ontario Govern-
ment in the yecar 1898 by passing [egislation
compelling the manufacture within the prov-
ince of all timber cut on Crown lands was at
the time favorably reccived, representing as it
did preponderance of public sentiment. There
were, however, opponents to the legislation.
The law has now been in force over three
years, in which time many converts to the
measure have been made, and it is safe to say
that the opposition has becomiec an almost
invisible quantity. The reason for this is
clearly understood by everyone acquainted
with the conditions. As a result of the
legislation we can point to a great expansion
of the lumber industry, an increased population,
more employment for the working man, a
larger demand for Canadian machinery, and
other advantages of more or less importance.

The experiment, if it might be so termed,
bas demonstrated two things—-first, that the
time.has come for Canada to legislate in the
interests of Canadians ; and secondly, that
the raw material will attract the manufacturer.
Within four years towns and villages along
the Georgian Bay shore which had become
nearly extinct while the logs were being rafted
to Michigan, have grown to be thriving settle-
ments ; machine shops have been working to
their full capacity on mill repairs, etc., and the
country at large has prospered. As figures
are perhaps more convincing than mere state-
ments, we give below the names of Michigan
firms which, to our knowledge, have estab-
lished miw. in Ontario subsequent to and as
the direct result of the prohibitory legislation.
The annual capacity for day run.only is given :

~ Feel.
W. & A. McArthur Company, Little Current 25,000.000
Holland & Graves, ByagInlet. . . . . . « . « . 40,000,000
E3dy Bros, DBlind River,. . .. . ... .. 25,000,000
Mickigan Land & Lumber Co., Blind River F0,0X,000
2f{oulthrop Lumber Co., John's Islend. . . . . 25,000,000
Afr. Loveland and agsociates at Cutler 25,000,000
J. & T. Charltoa, Collingwood 20,000,000
Edmund Hall, Saraix. . . . .. o v o0 v « . 25,000,000
Cleveland.Sarma Saw Mill Co, Sarnia 26,000,000
Saginaw Lumber & Salt Co., Sandwich 25,000,000
Pitts & Charlton, Victoria Harbof. . o . . « v . 20,090,000

Somc of the above firms built new mills;
others remodelled mills that had been idie for
years. The operation of these mills means an
increased capacity in Onlario of upwards of
250,000,000 fect of lumber annually. This
amount represents the logs that were formerly
cut in Ontario and rafted to Michigan. It
will be seen that the quantiiy of lumber placed
on the market is no greater, but that which
was formerly sawn in Michigan from Canadian
timber is now sawn in the Province by
Canadian workmen.

In addition to the increased mill capacity
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The Legislature of Br:
placed on its Statute book-
that of Ontario, to take
From a non-partisan stand,
to be commended as <h
spirit—the encouragement
the country. That thepru. e will eventyaly
benefit thereby, as was the . .. ip Ontarip ,,
almost a ‘oregone conclus .. What 3'{:111-
ment can be advanced, i rthese dayy of 1
declining timber supply, iv *.or of .;Ilumg
our timber to be exported .- ‘he raw Matery
to build up manufacturing «stablishments 5
the United States ?  Just a« sure as the mls
wete removed from Michiy .o to Ontario,
will they be removed frou Washingtun
British Columbia.

An association of loggers has been forme
in British Columbia with the object
inducing the Government tu repeal the Aq
prohibiting the export of timber. Mr. Hg.
gins, the president of the association, 1n 4
letter published in this namber, undertakesty
show that certain statements made in
Cavapa LUMBERMAN were unfair.  Wefalp,
see that Mr. Higgins makes one point o
favor of the repeal of the law. His fig
complaint is that no mention was made ot s
various interests that are as-ociatee with ¢ -
loggers, such as the cmployvees, finandy”
institutions, nwners of timber lands, s
With the manufacturers also are assocan
their employces, financial institutions, af.
timber limit owners, and in sddition i
Canadian manufacturers of mill machinery 22§
supplies. What is to become of our industss
if the raw material is cxported to 2y
maoufactured in a forzign countgy ? H,
second contention is that it was unfair to suz’
that the Government considered the intesy:
of the manufacturer in preference to those d
the logger. It is not unfair to point outts’
wisdom of the Government in taking s,
action as will prevent the removal of &
manufacturing industries of the province ot §
United States. Mr. Higgins points ootk
thelaw includes all timber and wot cedar iz §
To this correction we submit, but wherss’
the significance 2 Next he contends thatty
business of the logger will temporadls b
injured, and that the Washington millsuk
timber further up the tree thao the Can
mills.  If such is the case, when more &5
are cstablished on the Canadian side, asts 4
doubtless will be, the consequent compeitz §
should provide a remedy, but if not,itss
the power of the Government 1. bring 3
the desired change. The guestion of expa®
ture answers itself.  If the timber is mazis
tured into lumber and shingles within &
province, the amoifit of moncy expended o=
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