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THE DISPOSAL OF WESTERN TIMBER
LIMITS—POLICIES PAST AND PRESENT

Ottawa, Feb. ,4.—The Minister of j the conditions ef the regulations approved
il of Nove ‘ "the Interior spoke to-day in the de

bate on the disposal of western timber 
limits. His address in part -follows,; 
taken from Hansard :

Mr. OLIVER. Wc have had the benefit 
of'the opinions of our friends on the other
side for a matter ef-two days debate. The
government has been attacked mita policy 
and its administration. The country has 
been informed that under that policy and 
administration its resources have been 
«Wandered and its treasury has been 
robbed Would it be out of - place to say 
that our friends on the other side have 
assumed a policy /to -exist "which has not 
existed in connection with the administra
tion of the timber resources of the country 
for a matter of twenty-five years? They 
have assumed that the -timber resources 
ef the country are -admmieLcred by the 
government on the policy of revenue from 
the «Sc of standing timber. Now, our 
friends opposite know, as everybody who 
gives any attention to the matter must 
know/that for a period of twenty-five 
years under the late administration, and 
under the present administration, the 
policy of that government and of this 
government, in administering the timber 
of the 'ceuatry, has ‘been to. secure tnp 
development of a lumbering industry, and 
not to. secure a price for the standing 
timber. It is true, the late government 
did, in 1879. embody in the Dominion 
Lands Act a provision which contemplated 
dealing with the timber resources of the 
country with a view to revenue from the 
sale of standing timber. That Act pro-( 
vided in good, fair terms tor the setting 
apart of timber lands, fof the sale df tim
ber in competition, for the payment of a 
bonus, ana generally speaxing provided 
for regulations looking to a revenue to be 
derived from the sale of the timber re 
sources çf the country. 'That was -the 
policy which prevailed at the time te 
eastern Canada, and I presume that the 
government thought that what was good 
in eastern Canada uniat necessarily be goon 
in western Canada; so the policy of eatseni 
Canada was adopted by them for western 
Canada. But the conditions were differ
ent The conditions prevailing in western 
Canada at the time that Act was passed 
resembled the conditions which prevailed 
hr eastern Canada many years before, tc 
which the hon. member for South Lanark 
(Mr. Haggart) and the hon. member for 
Argenteml (Mr. Perley) alluded during 
their remarks. There was need of secur
ing the investment of capital in the lumber 
ing industry in order thgt the standmg 
timber might be turned into lumber foi 
the use of the people of the country at o 
reasonable price. They found that the 
policy which was a sound and good poney 
under the conditions prevailing in eastern 
Canada was not a sound and good policy 
in the Condition» prevailing m western 
Canada; and we find that m 1881 they 
abandoned the attempt to raw a revenue 
from the sale erf standing timber, becoming 
satisfied that: that was flot g practicable 
policy. I will take the liberty of reading 
mat what they say to the regulations ol 
May WÇT881: : v

With d'view‘to encouraging settlement 
by’cheapening the cost- of building material 
the government reserves the right to grant 
from time to time leasee or licensee, as the 
case may be, under and in accordance 
with the provisions in that behalf from 
time to time of the Dominion Lànds Act, 
to cut mérchantàblc timber on ahylands 
owned by it ; and settlement upon or sale 
of lands within the'territory covered by 
such shall, for the time bemg, be subject 
to the operation of such leases or lrcei@to.

fn the regulations of November! 1,1881. 
the* following Conditions are made: that 
the licensee shall pay a ground Tent of $7c 
per square mil^; that he shall also pay 
a royalty pf 5 per cent, on the. sale of all 
products of the berth; that where two oi 
more parties apply for a license for the 
same timber limit, their competitive tendci 
shall be invited, and the one offering the 
highest sum in additioti to the annual 
ground rent shall be granted the berth; 
and1 that there shall be a renewal of the 
license-for a year in case the licensee has 
fully eomplied .with the conditions, anc 
no portion of the berth-is required to: 
settlement or other public purposes. That 
is .to say, the government found that the 
policy of undertaking to derive a revenue 
trom the sale of the standing timber dfd 
not conduce to the welfare and progress 
and settlement of the country, and they 
abandoned it and deliberately adopted 
the principle—to quote the words of our 
hon. friends opposite—of handing over 
as a free rift valuable areas-of -timbei 
to those.who would operate those areas 
and turn the timber into lumber so that 
it could be bought- and used by «ettlcrs. 
► What 1 waht to point out_is that in

twenty-five years 
dirions were fotirfd to be "necessary by our 
hon. friends opposite. -They had to aban
don of their own motion the position they 
first took, that theetanding timber should 
be a source of revenue to the country.

Mr. it. L. BORDEN. The hon. gentle
man says that the condition as to the 
operation of a sawmill was not in force.
I ain not very familiar with the facts but 
I gather from this and previous debates, 
during previous sessions as well, that a 
very large area—I think about 29,000 
square miles— which was granted by the 
Conservative administration between 1878 
and 1890, was in the end almost completely 
given up by reason of the enforcement of 
these conditions. If not, for what reason 
were they given up? .

Mr. OLIVER. It is difficult, in making 
a statement such mi 1 desire to put. before 
tjie. House, jto give the facts without cast
ing reflection "when questions ate askçd. 
But >iincc my hon. friend has asked' the 
question! I suppose I shall have to answer. 
1 hold here a number of copies of leasts 
wh(ch were issued. Among them is a lease 
to my hon. friend for Bcauharwois/Mr: 
Bergeron). The order in council was 
granted on February 3rd, 1883.

by order in council of November 11" 1881 
subject to any prior grant or reserve, and 
upon the survey of the berth being made 
within one year under instructions.

Tne committee advise that a license be 
granted as recommended.

order in council stood until the 
23rd of October, 1888,—fqr a.period of five 
years—and there never was a mill erected- 
, *y, hon.fnead says tljere was no license 
issued.in this case, True, there was nione 
and m tne, large majority of cases there 
was no license lêsuêd; tut ju'this case as 
m others, very evident acts orbwnérshib 
were excreted. For instance I have here 

certified fcbpy tif Ahc'repert of council 
dated 15tb ef December, 1882, being an 
application from D. Tisdale for a yearly 
license, to cut timber on a berth 50 miles 
square.

Mr. D. Tisdale applied on- October 31, 
1882, for a berth of 50 square miles in 
townships 24 and 25, range 23, and town- 
ship 2^ range 22, west of the first meridian. 
This berth, No. 126, was granted by order 
in council of December 15, 1882. Mr. 
Tisdale did not make any payment in 
connection with this berth.

On August 27, 1883, Mr. Tisdale applied 
for another 50 square miles in berth of 
townships 23 and 24, range 26, west of 
the first meridian, but was advised that 
as he already had a berth df 50 squafe 
miles he could not be granted additional 
requested cancellation of berth given him 
as there was not any timber thereon, and 
asked for a berth of 50 square miles on the 
south shore of Lake Minnietakic. This 
berth, No. 349, was granted in lieu of 
berth No. 136 by order in council of 
December 6, 1883. On March 2,1885 Mr 
Tisdale requested cancellation of berths as 
the timber thereon did not justify the ex- 
penscof survey. The berth was cancelled 
by order in council of May 29, 1885, • 

There is no question that this order in 
council did set apart the timber on that 
,\re~.fo,r tbe exclusive use and benefit of 
D. Tisdale and there is no doubt that he 
lid exercise the rights of (a proprietor upon 
that area as against any other citizens of 
canada, with the consent of the govem- 
ment of that day. I am not charging any 
thing improper; but am pointing out the 
fact that Mr. Tisdale did exercise the right 
af ownership in that land in as much as he 
traded it on for another tract which was 
non; convenient.

I am not suggesting that there was tire 
lightest impropriety m this. The govem- 
nent was anxious to have tliepeoplc with 
noney go in and develop the timber re- 
iources of the country and they made this 
iffer, which tor the moment, 1 am assum
ing was a wide- open offer. Mr. Tisdale 
came forward, he was granted a berth;
■t did not suit him and he got it exchanged 
lor another. As time rolled on he found 
t was not a practicable proposition and 
he gave it up. There was nothing im- 
proper in that so far as I can sçc, if It k 
considered from the standpoint which I 
claim it should properly be" considered 
troni, the standpoint of the desirability 
* interesting capital in the development 
£ the timber resources of the country of 
™*t" day. ;Lde not wish ;to say this in 
Hiy:,of[eBeivc sense but f wish to sliow 
■ton. gentlemen opposite how their argu- 
nent, the argument they have twisted and 
iuroqd and ncpçated, .applies in this and 
tiie,213 other cases praefieaUv df the same 
nature granted m onid year by the Cm* 
■creative 'administration. Mr. Tisd.vtè 
aetd a right on this timber berth for a 
natter of‘three years. He never paid 
iny rent upon it, and at no time bad he 
jeen roYtiinate onoiigh to be able to sell 
chat tight, which he had to sell. If he 
could have sold it "he Would have been 
entitled to Haim his license and operations 
night have, been carried on. ,

This is exactly the ease of the celebrated 
riiriway Horse and Cattle .lease which my 
non, friends have blazoned all through 
this country as being a most corrupt or 
incompetent transaction, a case ofcorrup- 
,jon on the part of the gentlemen mterest- 
;d or of incompetence on my part. I say 
chore was nothing improper from my point 
>f view in this transaction with Mr. Tisdale 
md nothing improper in the fact that H. 
A Brown held his right under his order in 
•ouncit until he was able to claim that 
ight and exercise it. . If it was wrong 
or H. P. Brown or his assignee the Galway 
Horse and Cattle Company, surely my 
ion. friend cannot say it was not just as 
wrong in the 450 cases which they assisted 
m administering under the regulations 
md under these orders in councnl.

But it is thoroughly established that 
vliti government of: that day,* as well as 
he government of to-day, was dealing 

with the question of the administration of 
-.ho -timber with a view to development 
md not to revenue. I canpot emphasize 
‘hat point more strongly thaj it is einpha- 
<[*ed by the facts already placed before 
he House. Either their principle was 
Hat (hey were dealing with thhc timber 
nth a view to development rather than 
•cvhnue; or they have put on record one 
>f the most outrageous pieces of jobbery- 
hat ever "this Country saw.

Now what was the policy that has been 
oltowed right along? It has been well said 
-hat lumber is one of the first necessities in 
-he settlement of that country. In order 
-hat there may be lumber tliere must be 
;apital invested ,and the larger the capital 
nvested the more cheaply lumber can-be 
produced. That is an elementary proposi 
tkm that every one will agree to. Now 
mm 1881 until the 19th of December, 
1907, the practice of the old government, 

Incwas first come first served. The man first 
asking the timber, it was his for the taking 
unless more than one man wanted it, and 
then the question of which should have 
it was decided by competition. It is upon 
that principle that our friends on the other 
ride have built up this stupendous charge 
if jobbery, of corruption and waste ol 
natural resources that we have heard from 
them’during the 1:1st few days.

Now what has been the aueeess of the 
(Torts .made in regard to the development 

:>f that country in that respect? In 1881 
there was a total lumber cut—giving only 
ronndfigurcs-of lS.OQOÇOOOfcct, aha him- 
jber sales of 12,000,000 feet.- In‘1896 the 
"ltimbef’eut Was 32, 000,000fcet, iriid the 
skkgt 32,000,900 feet. These figures refer 
to Manitoba and the Nasthvrœt and the fail 
way belt-of British Columbia. That was 
less than a- three fold increase in sixteen 
yema. Tbe policy and purpose of the ad 
ministration then was toget out the lumber 
ami as a result of that policy and admin
istration-they were successful in nearly treb 
ling thé cut in sixteen years. For th< 
Pi nr months ending March 31, 1907, the 
lumber cut was 141,000,000 feet, and th<
I timber sales 1284108,000 feet. That is tc 
tacy, taking nine months instead of a year, 
there was a four fold increase under the 
administration of this government in ten 
years as against a less than three fold it- 
crease under the administration of our 
friends opposite in sixteen years. Now

___, . ___ ____ _ both the governments were strivlng .for
pense be granted, on the terms, and under jibe same thing - to get the lumber cut,

eney
inCMmtil, on February 3, 1883.

"Ôn-à memorandum dated January 24, 
1883, "ftwA the Minister of the Interioi, 
submitting an application from Mr. J. O. 
H. Bergeron, of Montreal, for a yearly 
license to cut timber on a berth as shown 
on the annexed sketch, and coloured in 
pink, of SO square miles, more or-leas, on 
the west aide of Dauphin river, in the 
province of Manitoba, more particularly 
described as follows;
":" ' Commencing at tile discharge of Lake 
Dauphin into the Dauphin river; thence 
due West six miles":, thence due north eight 
an! one-thirti otics; thence due east six 
mile»; .more or lee to the -river; thence 
southerly along the river to the place df 
begienmg

r recommends that _the U-

could buy. and use it. While I ] 
nothing to, «y at this stage of tbe dis
cussion fn condemnation of the policy of 
of the late government in that connection 
I must point out the policy in both cases 
being the same—the enormously greater 
success of this government in achieving 
development that tliesQ. records show.

In regard to. the number of mills, three 
ware, 55 inn$06,;an<i in fflOfc Tit may 
be interesting to know "where the'increase 
of mills tiiojk nlape.. In, the Winnipeg district there" were 29 milts in 1896,'"ancf29 
ÎM 1W:' in‘EdmentoA, 2 In 1896, and 16 
m'!»(yr; -iu Cklgitry, to in 1996, amt 13 m 
1907; in Prince Albert, 3 -in J896i and 6 in 
1907: in Westminster, 11 in 4896, atid‘25 
in 1007.- i think it-is fair to Bay that hav-. 
ing succeeded to the'eactent this govern
ment has succeeded in securing the de
velopment of the lumber industry, t ' 
having secured that -development by 
alienation of a total of something less than 
8,000 square miles of timber, their admin
istration stands in a much more favorable 
light than the administration of their pre
decessors, Who, with the alienation of some 
30,000 square miles of timber, only suc
ceeded in getting a lumber cut of 34,000,- 
000 feet in the year 1896. '

Now a word as to the plight in which 
the people of Winnipeg are left by the im
mense alienation of timber by this gov
ernment and the terrible plight of the 
people of" Saskatchewan and Alberta.
Our friends opposite have mourned over 
the results that will come to these people 
because of this stupendous alienation of 
timber. They would have the country 
believe that the timber is all alienated, or 
practically so. What was .the alienation 
of 30,000 square miles which they provided 
for-under their administration.

If there were tlien in the country 30,000 
square miles of timber to be alienated and 
there have now.-bcen alienated some 8,000 
square miles, there is a balance of more 
than three times.as nipch retuaiyiug to be 
alienated of timber land that these hon. 
gentlemen said was timber land and in all 
probability was timber land.

I do not think it really profitable to 
bring in these matters, but seeing that 
they have been brought in I might take 
the opportunity to repeat that the timber 
limit which the hon. member for Argen- 
Leuil (Mr. Perley) got as a free gift on the 
21st December, 1882,- upon which he paid 
one year's ground rent, aver which he had 
the right to exercise proprietorship for a 
period of. six years, which he then gave up 
as being of no value, and which was of no 
value, is a part of the very limit that my 
hon. friend (Mr. Ames) has estimated to 
be worth I think half a million dollars. Is 
there not some explanation to be made by 
our friends on the other side of the House 
in this connection? They have revelled 
in stupendous figures as to the value of 
timber limits, They hâve given out to 
the Country that this government has 
robbed the people of hundreds df thous
ands, and millions of dollars that they 
have absolutely prevented the -people 
of Winnipeg ‘ and df the prairies from 
getting timber because it is ; in the 
hands of same df the*’ speculators. The 
timber has beett alicnhtod, but 'it lias not 
run away.- It- i#f there on-the-ground yet 
just as. it’was before Itnd it is not worth 
anything to any man who gets it unless 
and until iti is turned -i*to lumber.. The 
timber is there to be used by the people.of 
Winnipeg, to be used by tbe people' of the 

;praines whether it is in the hands of "the 
‘mpeeud Pulp company or in, (he hands 
of Fraser, or in whoever elec's hands it 
may be, and these toon can Only get the'i( 
money outof it by manufacturing the lum
ber and selling, to at market prices to the 
peopld who rieéd it. ' Men who haVe in
vested theirmbney in these timber limits 
have to follow their money with their mills 
or then money <is dead and dormant.

Mr. FOSTER. Tlmt applies only to the 
ultimate investment,

^r* To the ultimate invest
ment. There may be speculative trans
actions intervening, but there is no value 
in that timber untu.it becomes lumber and 
is put upon the market to be used by .the 
consumer and the only value is the value 
that the consumer is wilting and able to 
pay for the lumber.
L_™ regard to the stupendous values.

mti’,ber ,for St- Antoine gives «oOO.OOO as the value of the Cedar Lake 
limit. Does my hon. friend who gave 
that vaine know that at the present time 
and under present conditions a timber 
limit on Cedar Lake is of no more actual 
x-aluc as a working proposition, so far as 
iny poor judgnient goes, than if it were in 
the moon, It is of no more value today 
than it was when the hon. member Tor Ar- 
genteuii acquired Jail interest. there. It 
is just as near Winnipeg today ne it was 
then, ^Lumber Was dearer in Winnipeg 
then than- it is today. • It was not worth 
anything then and it is not worth anything 
more as a working proposition now. It 
has a speculative value and -my hon.' 
fnond has regaled this House and attempt
ed to spread throughout the country the 
idea that this government is robbing the 
country of that speculative value. I do 
imt know thatit is necessary to emphasize 
that statement ; it is so utterly absurd 

t am sure that even my hon. friend 
wiU himself be able to sec it. There were 
dunng the past year or two town lots 
m Winnipeg, in Regina, in Saskatoon, in 
bdmonton and other places in the North
west; perhaps my hon. friend acquired an 
interest m some of these town lots when 
lie was up there. They had a speculative 
value running into millions and millions 
ahd millions, because they were being 
bought and sold on the market in those 
days. They had a value which is as legi
timate a vkiue as my hon. friend has put 
•on the Cedar-; lake limit.

*r. AM*®; I only put that value on 
the Cedar, lake Emit because the agent of 
the company put that value upon it.

Mr/.OLIVER. Precisely, just the same 
?S the, real estate man to whem my hon. 
friend went for prices.put.a value onsub- 
itrban lots in Saskatoon and Edmonton.

I had the privilege of making, a, trinJ 
«trough the Boundary Creek country of 
&itwh Columbia a. few. years ago xihen 
that country wg6 being developed and 
When-a number of mines were being oper
ated‘to a êcitaSr extent: 1 had the ple#i- 
ure of meeting Tnjr hon. fritmd' frotfi: Yilc- 
t.anboo.fMr. Roes( at that time. There 
were millions df dollars licing invested" in 
thaÇ country in speculati\-e vailles; there 
Rier? "undTed8 thousands if not millions 
of, dollars mx-eeted -in actual operation .of 
mines; but there was not a dollar being 
produced from minerals in all that countrv 
and there could not be until a railroad 
was built. And yet the country was 
boowing, mines ware thought to be worth 
all tonds of money and everybody was a 
millionjure. I-had the pleasure of travel
ling with a gentleman well known inCan 
ada, Mr. George Ham. and Mr. Ham. re
marked that, It was the most

in other countries there "fnijSit tic seme 
people who were poor, in that-country 
he met no one who Was not afgiillionnire 
except one who was a billionaire)" The 
wealth of the people was as plain as day
light; every man of them coiud prpvc itjto 
you with pencil and paper; there was no 
argument about, it any more then there 
was about my hon. friend’» state ment with 
regard to the timber, limits; every man 
there told you so; “I have a cl&lm that is 
so many feet long and as many feet wide, 
it runs so many dollars to the toh,'there 
are.so many tons, and the difference be-; 
tween the cost of prbdbction and the prb- 
düçt is so much, it is my "mine, it is-worth 
à" million. All that in face of- the fact 
that" perhaps the man Could not pay'for-' 
his next me ah And to-day although, that 
country htis been develtopecl-and although 
ore: is being produced at ttw- ntte.mf mil
lions «('dollars, you could buy ninety-ninc- 
one hundredths of those elaims today for| 
anything you would choose to jpwe. fer 
them. Perhaps my -hon^..-friend from 
North Toronto (Mr. Roster) knows more, 
about that than,! do. ...

If these speculative values are there, 
how ie it that every man on this side of 
the House allied with the-gpvemjnent and 
having the back door entry that gentlemen 
opposite thihk exists, are not all million-opposite 
aires.

Mr. FOSTER. There are a few very 
Smart fellows who xvon’t let the others in.

Mr. OLIVER. My hon. friend says 
there are a few x’rty smart, ones who will 
not let the Others in Well, there are smart 
men on the other side of the House, and 
let me.point" this out to my hon; friend: 
it has not beeh alleged, and if alleged it 
cannot be'proven, that under the system 
of tendering for timber limits which has 
prevailod-aince the year 1896, a gentleman 
who sits on the other side of the House did 
not have just as good a chance to put his 
money into a speculative- timber venture 
as a gentleman who sits on this side of the 
House. There may be allegations on that 
point, but the facts are here to prox-e that 
there was no restriction in the past which 
confined the purchase of timber Unfits 
to n ‘member on this side of the House. I 
sàÿ that the principle of dealing with these 
timber limits is that they should bo devel
oped,- that lumber should be cut upon 
them, that in order that they should be 
developed it xvas necessary that they 
should get into private hands, and that 
they were free to the first comer and hax-c 
been free to the first comer for twenty-five 
years. The first man xvho applied for a 
timber berth got it unless somebody bid 
more than he did in the competition. 
Now, according to the records of ray hon. 
friend there ha\"c been 8,000 mfies alienat
ed and there remain some 20,000 miles to 
idicnatc. Why ha\-c these gentlemen op- 
posite not been up and doing; xvhy ha\‘e 
they not asked the timber to do put up to 
public tender and taken their chances on 
getting it? It is because they know that 
tne arguments adx-anced by the hon. 
member (Mr. Ames) have absolutely no" 
foundation in fact; not- any more foun
dation in fact than the values of these sub
urban lots in the cities of the Northwest or 
of these Boundary (.‘rook mining claims of. 
which I have spoken." These gentlemen 
know that and if. they -did net know it 
they certainly have been acting xvith .more 
disregard,to their own interests;than any 
set of men can justify themselves in doing. 
They might have been up and,out after 
these limits, but thcy.kqew.tbc limits di,d 
not have the; value they place, on them. 
They knew that betyybqn fne acquirement 
of a timber limit and tne earning of a divi
dend, and th’c Tictùàl'WÀ itiiH ■operations,
thete is a tremendous gap whioh, hga to be 
bridged by the application. of capital,- 
energy, inteHigepcç.'Mfjd busijicse "sagacity.
It is not every man wjio acquires a timber 
limit, nor is it every ipan who builds à milt 
who is able to arrive at a point of success
ful management of a' lqmber business. 
My hoa. fpeird (Mr. Ames) has said that 
there is 40 per cent pf the timber which has 
been alienated for purely speculative pur
poses. I say it is a good thing that there 
is not more than than, and that finder all 
the circumstances it’ H Satisfactory to 
show that 06 per cent • of ail alienations 
arbeithernow under liberation or urc in the 
way of coming under operation

Now, my lion, friend in his argument 
of sympathy for the péople who have been 
robbed of their rights, accuses this govern
ment of having a wasteful policy and a 
corrupt aitministration—perhaps he docs 
not lay s<5, rfiuch stress üpôn "the corrupt 
administration as he does upon the waste
ful policy. He says that the gox-emment 
has not taken any proper regard to the 
conservation of these timber resources. I 
say that so far as the evidence has gone, 
the fact that we have secured a cut of 
such an enormous amount of timber with 
such a small alienation of land as com
pared with anything that has been done, 
before, is evidence on that point. But 
that is not all It is now two years.sincc 
the jjolicy.of setting, apart forest reserves 
xvas entered upon by this government, and 
under that policy there is noxv held iu re
servation in Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Al
berta and British Columbia 5,391 square 
■miles of forest rcscrx-cs, nearly as much as 
the total alienation of timber during the 
years of this government’s administration. 
And besides that, xvc have" special control 
of certain park rcsi-rvatioRR—the Rocky 
Mountain Bark, 4,300_squa"rc mik‘s; Yoho 
Park, 828 square miles, and Jasper Bark, 
5,000 square miles; a total of 10,904 
square miles. We have the 5,391 square 
miles set apart for the reservation and 
recreation of the forest and the 10,904 
square miles in what may be called pleas
ure parks, xvhere we have special arrange
ments for the protection of timber. It is 
estimated by the gentleman who xvas in 
charge of the forestry branch of the De
partment of the Interior for the last year, 
a gentleman who has been alluded to by 
my hon. friend from St. Antoine (Mr. 
Ames) as being a reliable and honorable 
man, that we have in the west and in the 
railway belt 150,000 square miles of tim
bered lands, that is/landu containing valu
able merchiuitablc timber, or a total of 
96,000,000 acres. I~ da.mot-think, Mr, 
Speaker, that thiygox-ernment haa. any
thing to be aslmmcd of, but has everything 
to be proud of, in ita administration of the 
timber lands pf this country, judged by 
the purpose for which the lamb, arp,being 
administered, - If xvc are working,to one 
sfondjird and are judged by another, nat
urally wc.ipust have the xvorst of the argu
ment; but wc deny, the right of any. ope 
to judge us by. other standards than those 
to which wc ale wc-,'lr,'" "•“'■l' -“■*
predeoçpspr». baye
moth governments 
our administration stands far and away 
ahead of theira.

There is an instance to which I Wish td 
allude in this connection to emphasize the 
fallacious character of the arguments put 
forward by our friends on the other side 
They have been particularly strong on the 
idea that there was not a fair opportunity 
given to people to tender on timber limits, 
and that as a consequence the country lost 
enormous sujns of money. Thé- hon, 

, me-ntier for Alberta (Mr. Herrod), in 
I following this line of argument—in which

Interested, and with which 1c was specially1 
familiar. I. am fairly faqiiliar with that 
locality myself. %Thc»e are the facts plac
ed before the House by the Hon. member 
for Alberta. Berth 1157, thirty and one 
half square miles, fix’e miles south of Cole
man, on the Crow’s Nest branch of.the 
Canadian Pacific Railway; tenders opened 
April 6, 1904; there were two tenders; 
the applicant for the berth xvas not the 
successful tenderer. Berth 1114, eighteen 
and one-quarter square miles, in the same 
locality within a few miles of the railway; 
tenders opened December 30, 1003; there 
were three tenders—McDonald $2,327, 
McGuire *275, Sharp $51.50. The appli
cant was not successful. Barth. 1115, 
'seventeen square miles, in the same ideal
ity, quite elope to the railroad; tenders 
opened December 30, 1903; there were 
three tenders—Frith 8.1,275, MçGiiire $255 
Sharp. $51.50. Tgc applicant, Frith, xvas 
successful in this câSe. These thréetierths 
;arC estimated by the hori. meiiiber for 
Alberta t-o be of the value of $325'jX)0. 
Thcsè tenders, as I hax-e pointed otit, were 
opened in December, 1903, andin April, 
1904. There is no question of the suffi
ciency of the notiçe.in these cases. There 
were thirty or forty or fifty days’ notice 
given for limits within à stone’s throw of a 
daily railway train. The berths were in 
close touch with large lumbering opera
tions both cast and west, within twenty or 
thirty miles of them, and all on the same 
line of railway. If these limits are worth 
$325,000, I xvant to know what my hon. 
friend from Alberta was doing when they 
were up for sale. Surely my hon. friend 
was not so wealthy that he could afford to 
allow an opportunity of profiting to the 
extent of a quarter of a million dpllars to 
pass by for the sake of a paltry $600 or $1 ,- 
300, or $2,000. Did my hon. friend be
lieve that there was any such value in 
these limits.? docs any member on the 
the other side of the House believe that 
there was any such value in them?- The 
men who operated lumber mills, in the 
immediate locality, xx-ho certainly are not: 
philanthropists, as those of ils. who kuoxx- 
anything about the investigations by the 
lumber combine committee of last session 
wiU admit; ami is it to be supposed tor an 
instant (hat these gentlemen would alloxv 
a chance like that to pass by? There is 
no qùcstion that they must have had iio-. 
tice, and had ample, time to examine the 
berths, and must have been absolutely 
familiar with the conditions existing ill 
those cases, and they alloxvcd them to pass' 
for the sake of $2,000 in one case, a little 
over $1,300 in another, and a paltry $500 
ill another. My hon. friend from Alberta 
rung the changes on the same story as that’ 
toldby the hon. member for St. Antoine 
in regard to the Cedar Lake agency, that 
the berths were put up too late ill the 
season, and tliat the public had not 
chance to inform themselves regarding 
them; but it is alisolutely linpiissiblc to 
make the conditions conform to the story. 
This shows clearly that the facts have 
nothing to do with my hon. friend s argu
ment. I find here that a gentleman 
named McGuire put in a tender for berth 
1114 and also berth 1115. 1 liappcn to'
know Mr. McGuire, and I knoxv that lie is 
a practical lumberman and an enterprising 
man, and that he lias as quick eye for a 
.dollar as any member of this House, not 
excepting the. Jaou. member for North 
Toronto (Mr. Foster). Well, Mr. McGuire 
estimated the value of berth 1114 at $275. 
That is what is was xvorth to him. He es
timated berth 1115 at $255. And he lives 
:tt Piueher Creek xvithin a few miles, of 
these limits, and there can he no doubt 
that, lie knew xvhat was in them. There 
can be no suspicion of cql)usiop with regard 
to" these tenders because Jtere is a tender 
for $2,327 as against the heti, •highest' for 
$275, and a tender for $1,275 as'âgafnst; 
another for $225. Yet thé hon. member 
for Alberta (Mr. Herron) went through 
exactly the santé hysterics over what he’ 
called the improper conduct of the Interior 
Department In letting these berths as he 
diet ii> the case of the Cedar Lake limit,
I think I have been successful in cstablish- 

by the facta I hax-c been able to place
before the House, that the administration 
of the timber policy of this goi-crnmcnt 
has been an unqualified success, judged 
by the proper standards, that is, as a 
means of securiny the investment of capi
tal in til lumber industry, the manufac
ture of lumber and the distribution of 
that lumber; which was the object of 
the policy of this gox-ernment as of that 
of their predecessors.

But the allegation is that although the 
administration has been a success it lias 
been corrupt in its methods, that is, that 
there has been partizanship, favoritism 
and impropriety of transactions and deal
ings in connection xvith timber limits by 
the department. Upon this point I am 
not in as good ù position to speak as in re
gard to the general question of the results 
of the administration and of the policy, 
but I hold in, my hand a statement of the; 
berths axvarued since 1896, anti xvhilc Ij 
shall not trouble the,House ;by reading it 
at length, I shall pick put a fexv typical 
eases of the awards qf berths as illustra
tions of the general administration of the 
timber limits:

gentleman a question merely for informa
tion. Does the hon minister think that in 
his judgnient ample tiiqe was given, be
tween the asking for. tenders and their, ac- 
ceptance, or the opening of tenders,îfor 
a thorough examination of the timber 
limits that were offered or bid for.

Mr. 'OLIVER. In some cases there was 
ample time, in some cases there was not.1 
It is not, as I haVe said, a question of the 
amount of revenue that ^this country 
should derive from the sale of timber, 
the question was how to place the timber 
in the hands of those who would utilize 
it. The practice adopted was that the 
first mas xvho applied for it lias a .right to 
get it put HP. and theû-if he was the highest 
bidder-he got it. . -There was-no-question 
of - reserving the timber, or holding 
lit for higher prieur or auctioninp. jl. off. 
That whs not the; policy of "this goyem- 

•Iment, nor was it; the policy of the hon, 
-gentleman’s friends. When we change 
our pailcy or undertake to raise a revenue 
from standing tinjBS" — A- 
of hop. gentlemen will 
if we fail in opr duty âç tliëy thin’ . 
in this case, But L submit that w-hch 
our pbljçy is, if youjike, (5 "get Hd of fhe 
standing timber up to a certain point, 
and get it into the hands of prix-nte parties 
who xvc expect will "Utilize it, that being 
the purpose, it is not a question of Whether 
there was too much or too little time, 
because the policy was that the man.who 
paid the most money-got the limit, with
out favoritism, or without- advantage 
to one side or the other. I have already 
pointed out that in the case of the limits 
instanced by the hon. member for Alberta 
(Mr. Herron), there was no question of 
ample time to explore these limits. There 
was ample time, they were right under the 
noses of plenty of capable business men, 
capable 'mill operators, and yet he stood 
up in the House aud gax-e us the same 
rhyme as to the impropriety of the conduct 
of the government in these cases, as the 
member for St. Antoine did ip regard to 
other eases, and for the same reason.

Noxv xvith regard fo the question of 
dealing xvith these matters in the House 
and in the department, it hgs been sug
gested by onr friends opposite that there 
is soinctliing to conceal, that there must 
be sonic -impropriety contained in tne 
papers in the department, or else1 every 
member of the House would bc'free to go 
into the department and examine those 
papers as ho pleased, and it would be 
the business of the department to place 
these pa pci's on the tabic of the House 
for any member xvho chose to examine 
them as he pleased. Now I have already 
had occasion to say that the papers in 
Connection with timber limits constitûte 
the title of the oxvncr to his projiorty. 
Ilis title is contained in each of. the regu
lations that have beeii made from 1881 
to thd present time, and the retention of 
the limit depends upon the fulfilment of 
the conditions set forth. Now the evi
dence of the fulfilment of those conditions 
is contained in the papers on file in tile 
department, it is net contained anywhepc. 
else. The minister is responsible to see 
that the conditions arc fulfilled, or ^tse 
he must either cancel the limit or continue 
it, according to his best judgment. That 
being the-case,..these papers" constitrutrlig 
thc titlc of these men. to,their property, 
and if that property has a hundredth 
part of the value- my hon. friend sug
gests, then I.say it is in the highest degree 
improper tliat these pajx-rs should liot be 
kept m the most careful custody. ‘v 

When tiie iiqu, member tor St. Antoine 
asked the privilege of examining ort-tdin 
files in the department in regjrd to timber 
limits it did not seem to me that I-Could 
give hint the right,"to examine fbose files 
and-refuse it to other people 1 do not 
know whether the hon. gentleman takes 
tho position that he has rights over .and 
aboVc^thoihc of oilier pdo|>lr. Perhaps he 
docs. ' He may be‘larger, in his own eyes 
tiiaii ahy of his neighbors; but 1 will say 
to him in all kindness that he is not any 
larger in mine and that I could not accord 
tb him a privilege or a right tliat .1 was not 
able to accord to other people xxho ary

their surpicions and have built dp a sup- 
liositious case. Then, as the hon. mem- 

Ibcr who 8]x>ke this afternoon did, they 
■boast of the fact that they have created 
suspicion’ throughout this comitry tliat 
cannot be allayed. If there was an inten
tion to get at the truth of this matter f 
think it is a fair proposition that they 
would state xvhat they belicx'e to lie the 
truth. If they believe there is any thing 
wrong xx-ith these tenders they should 
state it, but that liax-e not done so and 1 
doubt if they will do so. They know 
that that is the proper course to take;, 
they knoxv that that is an honorable and 
fair and manly course, tq quote the words . 
of myhon. friend (Mr: Turriff). I will 
only make the stàtcment in regard to this 
matter that Mr. l'Yasaï’the gentleman who 
put in these tenders made to me. I do 
not do it xvith. a desire to ni afin ijt before 
the House, because ! consider tliere is no
thing to explain; but certain statements 
have been made and Mr. Fraser has asked 
me to relate to this House his statement 
in regard to these tenders. His statement, 
to me is this: That he was-', interested 
with certain associates and on behalf of 
himself and his associates applied, to have 
this celebrate! Cedar lake timber limit 
put up to competition. It was put up 
to competition and on the understanding 
that he had with his associates he put up 
a tender for $1,009. Before the time for 
the tenders to be opened arrived, he re
ceived a letter or a telegram from a client 
in Winnipeg, authorizing him to put in a 
tender for this limit at $7,000. Having 
the authority of Mr. Nolan to use his name 
in tendering, and having already been re
quired to tender in his own name, lie could 
not use his oxvn name a second time; 
therefore he used Mr. Nolan’s name to put 
in the tender for his client. He xvrote out 
the tender, and, as he says was the custom, 
tilled in the figures at the last minute 
before it was dosed up and sent to the 
Department; and the limit xvas axvarded 
to his client. He points out, I think very 
fairly, that if he had any advantage in 
the department, any inside track as you 
might say, and if hp wanted that timber 
limit and it xvas anything like the.value 
my hon, friend from St. Antoine says it 
is, there xx as nothing in the World to pre
sent him putting in a tender at a higher 
figure than $7,960 and'getting the limit 
for himself. It' is on record that lie did 
,not get it for himself ; tliat lie got it ‘for his 
client; and it was assigned to the Imperial 
Pulp company. There is no evidence 
that Mr. Fraser had any interest in that, 
company. Therefore, on the face of the 
transaction, Mr. Fraser put in flic tender 
in a legitimate way on behalf of his client, 
and the client got the limit, xvhilc the 
tender which Mr. Fraser put in on his oxvn 
behalf and that of liis associates of course 
did not get the limit. (Id

Now, it may be said that if these regula
tions were good enough, why should they 
be changed? It 4s xvithin the kuoxvledge 
of hon. members that some txvo years ago 
provisions were introduced and sanctioned 
for the setting aside of forest reserves, 
indicating the intention oflthe gox-crnnicnt 
to enterupon a policy of forest preserx a- 
tion. But this policy of forest preserx-'a- 
tion is a serious matter, and must be 
dealt with according to cireuidstances 
and knowledge acquired. It seemed to 
the government, in view of the progress 
that h»d been made in the development 
of-the .lumber industry, in view of tho 
conditions tliat had arrived, as deptoiL- 
strated particularly by the investigation 
held here last-year and the further inxesti- 
gatioiV held in the province of Alberta 
into the lumber combine the time lias 
come when it would be a safe proposition 
to deal ill a more conservative manner 
w ith the timber areas than had Iwen-done 
ill the past. As I said a while ago, the 
policy was to get the timber into the haiui.s 
of the people who would cut it. It xxas 
riot a question of getting a price for the 
standing timber; it. was a question of 
getting the limibcr on tile market, and 
getting the benefit of the royalty oil that 
lumber. But hairing reached a Cut of 141,- 
090,000 feet in nine months, having eighty-

able to accord to otne. peup v £ „inc milis in operation on the timber ihider
just as he AMhfl*!the control of this government; and there

.Berth 
No. , Opened Area ten

derers tender bricc.

» 1907. sq.m. :i” * -■
1393.. Oct. 16 10 7 400 to 6,550'
1388. . Sebt. 18 3.25 5. 307 * 8,100
1387.. . Oct. 16 12 4 too ' 2,106
1363,. . July 24 12 4 372 1 1,000

_________ ____ _____ ___ _ r.OTr____ , I presume he xvas instructed by w hon.
country he had ever seen and that the friend from St. Antoine—instanced three 
people .were the 'happiest; became, while, cases m locality iu which .he ,wa»spc(:ially:|

I do not know that I need quote further 
examples as e vide nee that there was abso
lute competition, tliat there was sufficient 
notice given to secure that competition 
and that ample prices were secured. I 
will say further that this list contains all 
the tenders for berths awarded since 1896 
and iu all cases the berths were awarded 
to the highest bidder. It will lie observed 
that the people who desired to acquire 
these leases placed widely differing values 
upon them, in many cases the highest ten
der being ten times as great as the lowest 
When there" are such great difference's of 
opinion between the people who desire td 
become interested in these berths flic 
Douse would, hardly be warrante* in ac
cepting vjriqùçstidaèd thé ' estihiates of 
viilfic placed oh timber limits By the lion; 
member ‘fôt St." Antoine' Division >Mr, 
Ames) orany of ■otirhon. friends opposite.

-Another*-point that is made evident by 
this list of lenders'is that it was not‘ft base 
of riwardm’g berths to pdlitleal favorites; 
it was a=qiiestiôii of op*rr competition and 
the man 'w'h’o 'pnif: 1n the highest bid, ac- 
coin|)anied by the necessary cheque, got 
the berth. One illsutration xxrill serve. 
Our friends opposite have made particular 
mention of berth No. 1046. This is a 
berth of very large area. 250 square miles, 
situated north of Prince. Albert. Two 
tenders xxere put in tor this berth. One 
tender was for $2,510 by Mutchenbaker 
Bros, and the other for $5,000 by William 
Cowan, of Prince Albert. William Cowan 
is not a member of the Liberal party or a 
supporter of this government. He was 
mayor of Prince Albert tor one or two 
terms and was a Conservative candidateICI Ilia unU YV art a v/WIOU*uimv vainuunw, hwoh

against the present Judge Lament in the ' there 
proxrineial elections of 1905. dared

dfbringiug the original dpcumente.intp the 
House; my hon.friend (tir. Boyce) waxed 
eloquent on the fact that last year the 
original documents were brought into the 
House and that this year they were refus
ed. But last year, there xvas an order 
of the House given to brBig'Yhe drigtntil 
documents, and I would like any hon. 
gentlemen opposite to point to an occasion 
when any member of this government 
declined or hesitated to obey an order of 
the House. There xvas an order of; the 
House given last year and that order 
xvas obeyed, and as I had occasion to tell 
the House, the other night, the original 
documents which were laid on the table 
then have never, so far as I am aware, 
been returned to the department, proving 
absolutely the impropriety of bringing 
those original documents into tile House.

Now, I want to say that as soon as tile 
House gives an order for. the- production 
of papers, 1 do not;-care hpxv many they 
arc and I do not care what they, arc, so 
far as I am concerned, they an; at the. 
service of.the House. But 1 would like 
the House to appreciate the responsibility 
it takes in requiring that the titles to 
private property contamed hi the depart
mental tiles sharl-be placed in jeopardy-by 
being taken from their proper custody 
and placed in the custody of others .xvho 
arc not so directly interested in their pres
ervation. I think it is a fair proposition 
that before that action is decidéd upon 
by the House there should be some 
specific reason given for it- That is the 
position I took in the House when the 
question was up before. It is the only 
jiosition I take, it is the only one I propose 
/to take, and 1 think it is a fair position.
If the House sees fit to ignore the giving of 
a reason for the production of the docu
ments, and xmtes tor their production, well, 
parliament is supreme anti parliament be
comes responsible for the custody of these 
documents. But it is only right that I, 
having been charged xvith the custody of 
t hese documents, should place before par
liament the rcsjxmsibiTity that is thereby I Mins 
assumed; xvc have nothing to eonceal: wc 
do not desire to conceal any thing, but xx-é 
do desire to discharge-the business respon
sibility that is placed upon us in a reasons 
able business Way.
i Now-, -xvith regardto the question of the, 
tender for this L’ldur lake timber limit, 1 
have practically nothing to say. :I xxas 
not connected with tho-administration of 
tbejdcpartmcjit at the time, But, tho 
advertisement was issued, there, were three 
tenders,- and tjhe highest, tender tookfthc 
limit; and the mail xvho xvas rpsjxH>siblc 
for tlie handling of the tenders declares 
now, as a member of this House, that there 
xx as no change in the tenders by hirii, that 
they xx-crc axvarded exactly as they came 
to him because the money xxas there."
Our friends on the other side saÿ that is 
not enough; they want something more; 
and the hon gentleman xx-ho is m question 
says : Say that I am responsible in any way 
or to ahy degree for any thing in con
nection xvith those tenders that you com
plain of and Fxxrill demand ah inx-estiga- 
tion -at the hands of this Hdusc. But

- is not one of them who has so fat;
provincial elections of 1905. I dared to say so. They haw stood up

Mr- Owens. I desire■ to itsk the bon, I and hour- after hour they have declared

the control of this government; and there 
haxring entered into flic question of the 
acquirement of these limits the element of 
speculation to a certain extent, it seemed 
that the time had arrived xxhen it would 
be safe to change the regulations and adopt 
praetically the policy that xxas expressed 
by the Conservative government in 1879 
in their Land Act of that year.

Wc proiiosc that the timber shall be 
put up only oil the judgnient of the gov
ernment and that it is right and proper 
and in the public interest tliat a certain 
area shall be advertised 'for sale. We 
propose to ha\rc the area examined so as to 
decide as to its suitability and its xx-orth 
and then sell it by public auction xvith 
the view of getting the highest bonus. 
That is exactly in line xvith what my 
hon. friends opposite hax-e been declaring 
is the policy thé gox-ernment should adopt, 
so that I hope xxc shall have their unani
mous endorsation of it. But let me 
point out to those gentlemen that to hax c 
p'ut such a policy in force, say fife years 
ago, xvould, instead of being beneficial, 
have been most injurious td the best 
Interests of the country. That xvaS 
hoxv the Conservative gox-ernment 
found it to be after 1879, and . that is 
hoxvxx-e.xvould have found it to be had 
xve undertaken to enforce such a pol
icy before the investment of capital 
and the distribution of lumber inter
ests gave sufficient assurance that the 
requirements of the -people would be 
met xvithout hindrance. But now tliat 
point having been readied, we -believe 
it is-opportune to change that policy 
and follow .to a greater extent the dine 
followed in this eastern part of the 
country with regard to timber limits. 
Whether we have done wisely or not 
can only be known later on, I am 
glad of this opportunity -of placing 
before the House the facts with re
gard to these regulations and the rea- 

whicli have caused their adop
tion. ,

There is something I want to say 
|t regarding the large number of limits 
that were granted in 1882, 1883 and 
1884. The policy of granting limits 
at that time without competition and 
without bonus, on conditions of oper
ation, was a sound policy. But that 
policy was grossly abused, and in 
view of that fact when our lion, 
friends opopsite ask us to consent 
to h motion tor a committee of in
quiry into the' administration of tim
ber limits during these later years, 
they can hardly expect the House to 
concede to them that privilege in any 
expectation that they would gix'B us 
a better or cleaner administration iu 
timber matters than xve have had dur
ing recent years.

Mr. Bergeron—Recent yeare—two or 
three years ago,

Mr. Oliver—It is an old rule that 
lie who seeks justice must himself be 
just and that those who go into courts 
seeking justice must- go with clean 
hands. When a party,-like that of

f\

hon. gentlemen opposite, goes a| 
the country declaiming against 
improper conduct of this side of | 
House and asks to be put in f 
places in order that they may 
a better administration, it is desirl 
the country should know what tlnj 
cord of these hon. gentlemen so 
the country may judge what sorl 
an administration they are likelT 
give us. My hon. friend from lij 
harnois (Mr. Bergeron) has said 
is long ago. But my hon. friend 
a part of the business of long ago I 
as hp expects to be a part of the tl 
ness of the future, should his pi 
come to poxver. 1

Mr. BERGERON. Does the ll 
gentleman say that I did anytl| 
wrong? •

Mr, OLIVER. Not at all ; I wcl 
. not say such a thing, but my ll 
friend and his . associates hilve eil 
three days of the time of the Ho| 
declaring that this government 
done wrong because it has done xvt 
he and his friends did xvhen they w| 
charged with the responsibilities! 
office, Ii it xvas wrong for us, it 
w-rong for them, and it is only 
that the House ana country should! 
informed exactly how that maf 
stands. Again I say that the poll 
of hon. gentlemen xvas right under [ 
circumstances of the country.but tl 
administration xvas rotten. There xi 
as my hon. friend fiott\ Alberta (! 

Herron) said the other night, a po 
lation of some 6,000 white people 
the two nexv provinces and perh: 
15,000 to 20,000 in Manitoba; and 
supply lumber to some 30,000 or 40.11 
people there were granted in th| 
years 450 timber berths of 50 =qu:| 
miles each, so that in carrying 
a good principle they grossly abud 
ft. Were these limits granted to lui 
bermen? No, they were granted 
politicians; they were granted to 
tiemen who were members of tl 
House then and who are members! 
the House noxv, and xvho were 
lumbermen then and xxho are ii 
lumbermen now. In that long list 
names you will not find a fraction 
one per cent, xvho are practical lu 
bermen, and you will find that t 
balance are active Conservative pc 
tieians of that day. The abuse \v 
not. in the principle* but in the admi 
istration of the principle. About tli 
time, in 1882, there xvas a general eh 
tion and on the face of the record 
xvould appear that not the interest 
the settlers of the Northwest, not ti 
interests of the development of tl 
lumber industry, but party exigencil 
arising out of those elections were 
cause and the reason for the grantiz 
of those enormous concessions. I xx| 
not couple the name of the leader 
the opposition (Mr. R. L. Bordel 
with this question, because at t-h| 
time I fancy he xxas not at that tin 
m any xvay identified with the Col 
servative party.

I am not suggesting anything; 
merely say there is no way in whit] 
that enormous grant could" or can 
justified on any ground oi public pd 
icy or public advantage; it could on! 
be-spoken- of as a piece of politic! 
rascality of the most atrocious, dial 

1 lived in th» Northwest f 
he time, I know the conditions ar 

1 knoxv the feeling that existed ther 
ihe fact was that that great enunti 
was being parcelled out in eoloniz 
tion tracts, in railway subsidies, an 
in timber limits amongst the suppôt 
ers ot the dominant party here at. th- 
time without regard to rhyme, reasoi 
the public interest or the developmer 
of the country. My friend says tin
to?* 25t y,6L r! ag0‘ Jt was 25 years ag 
but at that time there xvas just _ 
much speculative value in every oil 
ot those concessions as there is todax|
to iaaiWaS j1 boom in Ule we< 
in 1881 and 1882 such as the.-

ne,'fer been since. Expectation 
T X ,then entertained in regar 
to that country that have hardi 
yet been realized; and xx-hen tlies 
concessions were granted they xver 
beheved to lie of value and they- wei 

.b-'" tile concessionaires xvh 
believed tehm to be of value until th 
time came that it xvas evident tha 
they were not of value and then, am 
only then, they were given up.

The idea has been suggested that in 
asmuch as these concessions have al 
been gix-en up they were in some xv,r 
iorced on the concessionaires; tha 
they kne\v nothing of them, that i 
was something altogether outside o 
their interest. The record shows tha 
is not the fact; that the concession- 
were granted and that xxritiiout aux 
conditions being fulfilled, withoui 
licenses being granted, and xvithout 
in many cases, any payment beihe 
made, they were held .for years as 
against these tracts ready to be-turneri 
into cold cash, jf opportunity offered'! 
Eventually it became necessary to can-1 
cel them. They were held from three! 
to eight years xvithout anything being! 
done upon them, without any mill be
ing erected or a stick of timber being 
cut upon them or a license issued, 
but the limit was held and the con
cessionaire had the right to dispose of 
it xvhen he could. I shall gix-e some 
information as to how long some oi 
these rights existed. I find that one 
H. A. Ward applied on the 3rd OctoJ 
her, 1883, for fifty square miles oq 
Red Deer Lake. This xvas granted! 
By order in council of thé first of No\--f 
ember, 1883. /" *

There xvas not six xx-ecks to give 
chance to cruise the limit,“but les! 
than a month between the application! 
and the granting of a limit. Tint 
berth wins cancelled for non-payment 
of rental by departmental letter on t h< 
10th of April, 1891. No license xvas 
issued for this berth. Tliat is m> 
Iron, friend held the right to a tract oi 
timber land of fifty square miles on 
Red Deer Lake for a period of eight 
years without paying one cent to the 
revenue of this country. I am not 
-saying that that xvas xx-rong; quit, tie 
contrary, 1 say-that if the instance I 
had not been multiplied unduly, ill 
would have been perfectly right. Itl 

, was proper in those days and at that! 
time that men xvho had capital ot| 
might be able to enlist capital should 
be granted timber limits in the liojs 
that they might employ their owt| 
capital or enlist the capital of ot tiers 
and it would not have been serisiblil 
to require them to pay a. bonus or enJ 
ter into competition at that- time! 
1 am not finding fault xvitli that. but|


