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the United States; what position would this
country be placed in? 1 would strongly urge
that action be deferred until the next meeting of
Congress in December, to see if we cannot get a
rearrangement and modification of the tariff.
This step has never been taken, but 1 have rea-
son to believe it would be successful. When
the Dingley bill was being considered, I madean
effort to have the duty kept down to one dollar,
but the Dominion government refused to make
the requisition. The proposal to re-enact the
McKinley bill has never been made. The wood
schedule was not considered on its own footing.
It was a question whether the Dingley bill
should stand or fall, and consequently it received
the support of some who were opposed to the
duty on lumber. If the lumbermen of this coun-
try would prefer to have a one dollar duty and
no export duty, the course which I suggest
should be pursued. Can we not afford to wait a
few months, and endeavor to get as near as
possible what we want? If the matter is left in
status quo, 1 believe an arrangement can be
made.”

M.. Charlten then submitted an amendment to
the resolution, which, as it was finally altered,
read as follows :

«¢ Resolved, That, in the opinion of this mecting, action
upon the question of imposing export dutics or of prohibit-
ing the export of sawlogs should be deferred until after
the next meeting of the American Congress, in view of
the possibility of receiving a more satisfactory adjustment
of the American Jumber duties.”

Mr. E. W. Rathbun, of Descronto, followed as an advo-
cate of the ~riganal resolution.  The question was one, he
said, involvng great difliculties, and the first impulse
was (o retaliate. It was prabable that they would be
charged with adopling retalintory measures, and it was
unfortunate that the word * retaliation ™ should have been
brought into the discussion. it first appeared, however,
in the lnmber clause of the Dingley Bill, and some action
was therefote necessary,  Mr. Rathbun continued : ¢“ Mr.
Charlton states that he does not own a saw mill in the
United States.  If this is correct I owe him an apology,
as I have always understood that the firm of J. & T.
Charlton, of Tonawanda, represented Mr, Joha Charlton,
and also that that gentleman had interests in the <tate of
Michigan.”

Mr. Chatlton : “ I never had asaw nnll 3 I have only a
tug ; itis a Canadian tyg, and we are willing to do busi-
ness wherever we can getit. I am a Canadian lumber-
man, and own no mills in the United States,”

FOREST PROTECTION ADVOLATED,

Mr. Rathbun: **1 thought Mr. Charlton’'s considera-
tions would have been in favor of exporting logs 1o the
Umited States.  Looking at the question of imber supply,
we have in this country probably forty billion feet of
timber,  This is bewg reduced at the rate of 1 billions
annually.  We therefore have no more than will be re-
quired for the industries of our own country. Itis only
a question of a Jittle time when we will not have suffi-
cient timber for our own purposes, and for the proper
protection of our water courses.  Have we any pine to
spare that will not be required for ous own industrial in.
terests?™ asked Mr. Rathbun.  He thought the provincial
government had a perfect right to impose the export duty,
which was not retaliaton, but simply 2 return to a prin-
aple which was temporarily abandoned some years ago
when the Jumber duty was reduced to one dollar per
thousand feet.  He did not think Mr. Charlton’s state-
ment that we could obtain a one dolliur duty from Congress
was correct.  This was an opportune tunte to aet, as the
Western states Wete now an & very  prosperous condition,
There was a wonderful consumption of lumber in Nebraska
and other western states, and this would continue to in.
The effect would be that increased prices would
follow, and this would be attributed to the imposition of a
duty onlumber.  This would be followed by an agitauon by
consuners to have the duty repealed. There was a clause
in the Dingley bill providing that the governments of the
two countries could meet and reduce the duty to a certain
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extent, but he had very little consolation in looking to
Washington for help, and hence was driven to the con-
clusion that sone steps should be taken by the provincial
authorities. | umbeomen who had good pine could still
market it in the United States and make a profit, but the
two dollar duty practically marked down as worthless 25
per cent. of the timber of Canada.  This would have the
result of increasing the fire risk, inasmuch as the poorer
timber would be left standing in the woods. At every
point where thercisa saw mill, the workmen were encour-
aged to build homes, towns and villages spring up, and
the municipalities spend money to facilitate the exchange
of trafiic.  He considered it unjust that all such invest-
ments should be vractically wiped ont by the imposition
of a duty by the United States government.  The United
States had not more than seven years' supply of white
pine timber, and he estumated that under the present con-
ditions our 40,000,000,000 feet of timber would be wiped
out of existence in twenty years. Referring to freight
rates, Mr. Rathbun stated that the rate from Ottawa to
New York was little more than one-half that from the
Georgian Bay district to the same point, while lumber
could be laid down at Montreal at about one-quarter the
cost.  This he asked the Ottawa lumbermen to consider
carefully. At the gov :rament sale of 1892 he had urged
that the same conditions be included in the regulations as
those which were adopted by the Ontario goveinment in
their recent sale of limits, and in this he solicited the as-
sistance of the banks and railway companies.  They, how-
cver, did not interest themselves in the matter, and he was
unable to influence the government to take any action,  tle
was confronted with the fear that the restriction asked for
in the resnlution would not affect the licenses dated 1st of
May last, and could not become operative until the 1st of
May, 1893, This winter there would probably be taken
from the Georgian Bay district 750,000,000 feet of logs,
and he regretted that some restriction could not be put on
to prevent this being done. It was said that the Georgian
Bay district did not manufacture as much lumber as the
Ottawa valley, but he wished to point out that much of
the timber which was now taken to the Ottawa mills
should properly be manufactured in the Georgian Bay
district.  The timber was the foundation of so many in-
dustries that it should be kept in Canada for manufactur-
ing purposes. The United States were actuated entirely
by their own interests, as evidenced by their bonding act.
In conclusion, he argued that some steps should be taken
to protect the settlers.

Adjournment was then announced for Junch.

AFTERNOON SESSION.

Upon resuming the debate at 2.30 p.m., the first
speaker was Mr. C. Beck, of Penctanguishene, who
stated that it was a question with him whether his mills
on the Georgian Bay should be operated or closed down,
as under the present conditions it was impossible to
operate them at a profit,  The firms that had removed
from Michigan to the Georgian Bay were sorry for it, and
unless some steps were taken they would probably
be removed back again.  He referred to the advantag-
cous position of the Ottawa lumbermen ; they had an
advantage over the Georginn Bay people of from two
to three dollars in freight, and over Michigan manufac-
turers of one dollar or more. Manufacturers on  the
Georgian Bay were debarred from the British market by
high freight rates. The Ottawa manufacturers could
ship the coarser grades in spite of the two dollar duty.
He did not agree with Mr. Edwards that the meeting was
a mistake, as the lumbermen had & perfect right 1o meet
together and discuss questions affecting the teade. The
lumbermen stood isolated ; they had no association. It
was his proposition to have the meeting called to endeavor
to form an association, which would bc a factor in im-
proving their position.  He pointed out that the towing
of togs from his limits to the mill cost him almost as much
as it cost the Michigan manufacturers to tow their logs
across to Michiggan.  Further, the Otlawa manufacturers
had not paid as high prices for their limits,  In reply to
Mr. Edwards’ question, he stated that the anpual capacity
of the Georgian Bay mills was about 400,000,000

feet.  There were coxported to the United States
yearly  probably 300,000,000 feet  of logs.  He
thought the adoption of the restriction  submitted

m the resolution would, in the long run, be the making
of Canada, as the natural resources of the country
should be manufactured here.  There was a clause in the
Dingley bill that if American labor was employed in
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manufacturing, the lumber might be imported irtay,

United States free of duty,  This, w lus opuion, way )
gross injustice,  More lumber was espatted frop o §
United States than Canada exports, and he could 1o
understand why we should not handle our oyg 1.
He kaew alarge box factory at Tonawand.a that oby, \5
most of its lmnber from Canada, all of which was expory
to South America. We should endeaver (o seck ey
markets, and not be subject 1o the tanfl hangeef v,
United States every three or fowr years.,

Mr. Charlton & ** A practical action woull be to impee
an import duty on Ameican Jumber. 1 have alig,y,
urgred ths, but was told by Mr. Fielding that there ya,
strong opposition to such a duty m the Northwe, I
learned the other day that a large bill at Quebee way beyg
filled by Southern lumber. I woultl sugrgrest that the geq.
ing petition the government to impose « duty equqy,
that levied by the Americans on Canadian lumber,”

THE OPPOSITION AGAIN HLEARD,

Mr. Ao H. Campbell, jr., seconded Mr. Chardy.,
amendment,  In doing so he said : ** Lunderstood 2,
this was a lumbermen’s meeting, and I ihink we oy
look at the question from a lumberman s point of vieq,
Statistics show that Canada does not supply <uffier
lumber to the United Stites to enable us to dictate in the
slightest degree as to how that country should acweg
her tariff.  We supply, including logs, about 31; perec
of the total lumber trade of the United Siates—ory
drop in the bucket.  Sofaras the United States po}ilin';;‘
are concerned, 1 feel satisfied they will ook upon t'e
restriction proposed by Ald Scott's tesolution as the suse
as an export duty.,  There is no doubt but tha* the tand
has hit the lambermen hard, but the only remedy propowd
is an export duty on logs, and no one has shown tha
any benefit would result to lumbermen sf this were doge,
Some of the speakers said that they could not mag
facture lumber in this country under v dwiy of $25 thy
sand.  How, then, could they expect to manufaciureir
the Usnited States imposed a duty of $30r S35, avthy
threaten to do in case of Canadian retaliation, Nox
we should consider what the loss would be if an expn
duty were imposed.  We cannot manufacture for o
market under 2 four or five dollar duty, and m the crer
of stringency, fire, ete., we could not even sell our logsts
the United States.  Look to the farmer for an example.
When the McKinley bill was passed the farmers were S
out of the United States murket.  What did they do?
They went to work to seek new markets, and have foud
themto-day. Thisis exactly what the lumbermen mustds,
We lumbermen on the Georgian Bay have toanakentotke
fact that an carthquake like the McKinley bill may comeat
any time, and that the United Siatesis not our market. We
must find some more stable market for our lumber, butis
the meantime why not keep our little trade with the Unitod
States?  To do otherwise would be swvidal pohey.

Mr. A. E. Dyment, of Tnessalon, strongly opposed the
original resolution.  As a limit holder and manufacturer,
his fitst impulse upon reading the Dingley bl was to re
taliate. He felt satisfied the resolution, if acted upos,
would cause an additional import duty. Beawse we
take a flank movement to overcome the dithiculty, the
were not going 10 submit to . For the sake of naueed
honor, he hoped that no such action as proposed would be
taken.  The Americans had invested mitlions of dollan
Canada, many of them to their sortow, and had paid the,
ves, three prices for theie limits,  Now they propmed
preventing these people from doing what they hked with
their own property.  No argument had been shown asto
how the lumbermen would be benefitted by the resls
tion. He favored Mr. Charlton'’s amendment.

Mr. Edwards prorounced himself as an out-and-out free
trader. With him it was a matter of principte. “Ii,
siud Mr, Edwnards, **1 were personally to suffee by o, |
would still fivor Americans manufacturing Canadianbogs
if they could supply the people of this country wtd
cheaper lumber than Canadian nulls. 1 am oppesed to
an export duty under any circumstances.  The Canadas
export duty on logs cannot do any good unlessit i o
remore the impoit duty on lumber.  True, the torestsare
agreat asset to each province, but much more umbea
has been destroyed by fite than ever was cut by ke
lumberman’s axe.  Amecrican manufacturers would had
with delight a $4 instead of a $2 duty. Canada expits
annually 700,000,000 fect of lumber to the United States
and the result of a higher duty would be the shuiting down
of Canadian mills, the ruination of the wholesdle trade,



