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| THE DISPOSAL -OF WESTERN TIMBER =
LIMITS—POLICIES: PAST AND PRESENT

Oftawa, Feb, 4.—The Minister of the conditionsef the re

the Interior spoke $o-day in the de.
bate on the dispesal ‘of western timber
limits. His address.in part follows
taken from Hansard: A

Mr. OLIVER. We have had the benefit
of the opinions of our friends on the other
side for-a matter of-two days.debate. . The
government has been attacked in it& palicy
and its administration. The country has
been informed that under that policy and
administration its resources have jb__een
squandéred and its treasury has “been
robbed.  Would it be out of pliee’ to-say
that our friends oni the other side have
sstimied a4 policy” to exist ‘which “has. not
existed th econnection with the administra-
tion of the timber resoarees of the country
for a matter of twenty-five years? . They
have assumed that the -timber resources
of the country are iadministered by the
government on the-policy. of revenue from
the sale 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 présent - administration, the
policy of -that government and of this

of the -country, -has*been to. secure the
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 Aet a provision which contemplated
dealing with the timber resources of the
country with a view to revenue from the
sale of standing-timbér.” That -Act pro-
vided in , fair terms for the setting
apart of timber Tands, for the sale of tim-
ber in -competition, for the payment of &

for regulations looking to‘a revenue to be
derived from the sale of ‘the timber re
gources of the country. “That was the
policy which prevailed at the time Cip
eastern ‘Canada;-and I“presume:that the
governtment thought that: what was good
in-eastern Canada mustnecessarily be goon
ifr western Canada; so the pelicy-of eatsern
Caunada was adopted by them for western
Cannda. -But the conditions werc differ-
ent. - The conditions prevailing in western
Canada at the time that Act was passec
resembled the conditions which prevailed
i eastern Canada many years before, tc
which the hon. member for South Lanark
(Mr. Haggart) and the hon. member. for
Argemeui%a(.\[r. Perley) alluded during
their remarks. There was need of secur
jag the investment of capitalin the lumber
ing industry in ofder that the standing
timber. might be turned into lumber for
the use of the people of the country at s
reasonable price. They found that the
policy which was a sound and good -policy
under the eonditions prevailing in eastern
(Canada was ot ‘a sound ‘and good poliey
in ‘the éonditions prevailing in ‘westérn
Canada; and we find that in 1881~ 'they
abandened the attempt to raise 3 revenue
from the sale of standing timber, becoming
satisfied that) thay was:mota practicable

i 1 -will take the liberty of reading
nst, what they, say in th¢ regulations of
fay 18,-1881: ’ . £
“With 'd'view 'to entouraging séttlemerit
by chéapening the ¢ost of building material
the government reséfves the right-ta grant
from time to time leases or licenses, as the
case quay_ be, under and in accordance
with the provisions -in-that behalf from
time to time of the Dominion Lands Act,
to .cuf merchantable timber on any land:
owned by it; and settlemtent tpon or sale
of lands Wwithin -the' territory covered by
sueh shall, for the time-bemg, ‘be subject
to thiezoperation of such leases or licenses:

In the regulations of November-11, 1881.
the- foBlowing conditions™ are -made: that
thelicensee shall pay a ground-rent of 872
per ‘square mile; that- he shall also pay
a royalty of 5 per cent. on the.sale of all
produets of the berth; that where two o1
more parties apply for a license for the
samé timber limit, their competitive tender
shall be invited, and the one offering the
highest sum in -additiofi - to ‘the annua!
ground rent shall be granted the berth;
and‘that there shall be a renewal of ‘the
license-for 4 year in case the licensee has
fully eomplied .with- the conditions, anc
no portion’ of- the berth- is -required for
gattlement or otherpublic purposes. - That
is _to say, the government found that the
policy of undertaking to derive a revenue
trom the sale of -the standing timber dic
not conduce to the welfare and progress
and settlément 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 gift valuable-areas of 4imbe
to. those .who -weuld operate those -areas
and turn the timber into lumber so that
it could be baught- and .uged by settlers.
» What. I want to, point ont is that in
policy and ptinciple the same conditione
of dealngs-with timber have prevailed for
twenty-five years.” And that those coh-
ditions “were Tourid to be necessary by our
hon. frienids opposite: - Théy had to-aban-
dor of their own-motion the position they
first took, that the standing timber should
be a-source of revenue to the country.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. - The hon. gentle-
man says that the condition as to the
operation of a’sawmill was not in force.
1 ain not very familiar with the facts but
1.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 1896, 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. 1t is difficult, in making
a statement. such as I desire to put.before
the House; to give the facts without east-
ing reflection “when questions are asked.
But ‘sirce my hon. friend has asked' the
question; I suppose I shiall have to answer.
1 hold hete<a murfiber of copies of leases
which were isstied. - Among thens is a loasé
to-“my hon. friend for -Besuharmois(Mr:
Bergeren).. The.order. .in - council - was
granted on February.3rd, 1883.

Certified cogy of a report of a committee
of the hon, the Privy Councik approved
by his Excellency the’ Governor General
inCotmcil, oir February 3, 1883. iy

granted as recommended.

That_order in counecil stood until.the
23rd of October, 1888, —ifor a period of five
years—and there never was a mill grected.
My hon. friend says there was ng license
isstied in this case, .Tre, th

and in the,latgé majorif

were exerciged.

dated 15th o

square.

pense of survey.

ment of that day.

traded it o
nore convenient.

1 am not suggesting that there was the
slightest impropriety in this.
nent was anxious to have thepeople with
noney go in and develop the timber re-
sources of the country and they made this
»ffer, which for the moment, I.am assum-
ing was a- wide- open -offer.
came forsvard, he was granted a .berth;
it did not suit him and he got it exchanged
As time rolled on he found
t was. not a practicable proposition and
There was nothing im-
proper. in_that so far aé I can see,'if it is
~onsidered from the standpoint -which'1
~laim it should properly be considered
fromi, ‘the standpoint of thé desirability
5f ‘interesting eapital in‘the development
>f ‘the timbe¥ resources-of the country of
:L:do" not ‘wish to say this in
wmy:ioffensive sense byt I wish te.show
aon. gentlemen opposit: -how their argu-
nent, the argument they bave twisted and
turned and repeated, applies in this and
the 213 other cases praetically of the same
nature granted ni oné ydar by the' Con
jervative
aeld a right on this timber berth-for a
natter of.!threg: years:
iy rent upon it, and at no time bad he
Seen Tortunite ‘enough to be able to sell
that Yight, which ke had fo sell.
could ‘have sold it he “would have been
sntitled to claim his license a
night have been carrfed on

ior -another.

he gave it up:

tigt- day.

aomn

size
he House.

‘ollowed right along?
shat lumber is one of the first necessities in
she settlement. of that country.
hat there may be lumber there must be
:apital invested ,and the larger the capital
nvested the more cheaply lumber can be
oroduced. That is an elementary proposi
tion tbat every ore will agree to.- Now
‘rom 1881 until the 19th of Pecember,
1907, the practice of the old government,
was 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 deeided by competition.
that prineiple that our friends on the other
side have built up this stupendous charge
»f jobbery, of corruption and waste of
natural resourced that ‘we have heard from
them during the Idst few days.

Now what has been the suceess of the
»ffortsmade in regard to the development
»f that country in that respect?
there was a total lumber cut—giving enly
round figures=—of 13,000,000 feet, and tum-
Her sates of 12/000,000 feet.
Tanibef’eut-4vas 32, °000;000feet, ‘and the

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 25, range 22, west of the first meridian.
This berth, Neo. 126, was granted by order
in council of December 15,
Tisdale did not make any payment in
connettion -with this berth. {
: TREICI : On August 27, 1883, Mr. Tisdale applied |
government;"in administering the timber| ¢, 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 of 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 Minnietakie.
berth, No.- 349, was granted in lieu of | timber.
berth No. 136 by order in council of |believe that the timber is all alienated, or
[)ocer{lb(*r 6, l%d{ ;
< A Tisdale requested caneellation of berths as | of 30,000-8quare mites which they provide
bonus,- and - gererally” speaking provided |, timb:lthercon did not_justify the ex- ] o e
The berth waséancelled !
by order in couneil of May 29, 1885,
There is no question- that this order in
couneil did -sét apart the timber on.that
wrea for the ‘exclusive use and benefit of
D. Tisdale and there is no doubt that he
lid exereise the rights'of a proprietor upon
that area as against any other citizens of
Canada, with the consent of the govern-
I am not charging any
thing improper; but am pointing eut the
fact that Mr. Tisdale did exercise the right
»f ownership in that land in as much as he
for another tract which was

‘administration.

his is exactly the easc o

Jalway- Horse and Cattle lease which my
iends have blazoned all -through
this country as being a most corrupt or
incompetent transaction, a case of corrup-
‘ion on the part of the gentlemen imterest-
:d or of incompetence on my part.
here was nothing improper from my point
f view in this'transaction with Mr. Tisdale
ind nething improper in the fact that H.
2; Brown held his right under his order in
soumeit ‘until he was able: to claim that
ight -and . exercise . it.
‘or-H. P. Brown or his assigiiee the Galway
dorse and Cattle Company, surely my
on.. friend cannot say it was not just as
wrong in the 450 cases which they assisted
n -administering under the regulations
wnd under these orders in-council.

But it 'is thoroughly established that
e governiment of that dayy as well as
he govermment of to-day, was dealing
#ith the question of the administration of
-he-.timber with a view .to development
wnd 'not torevenue.

ations approved
by orderin couneil of November 11, 1881,
subjeét to any. prior grant or reserve, and
upon the suryey of. the berth being made
within one yearunder instructions.

The commiittee advise that a license be

of cases there
was no license issuéd; but jn’ this cise as
in othérs, very evidént'aets of ownership
For. instanee I have here
a certified 'topy of “the*report of council
December, 1882, being an
application from D.. Tisdale for a yearly
license, to cut timber .on. a berth 50 miles

(of mills_took . place. , In, the Winnip
 distriet there were 29 mills in 1896, “and 2

1 000 feet in the year 1896.

| because of this stupendous alienation of

On March 2

| square miles of timber to.be alienated and
there have now:been; alienated some 8,000§

- Winniipeg, to be used by the people of the
- prairies whether if is in the hands of the
He ‘mever paid

If it was wrong

.genteuil ac¢quired ian interest :there, ‘It
I cannot emphasize
*hat point more strongly: thad it is empha-
d_by the facts already placed before
Either their principle was
hat they were dealing with thhe ‘timber
vith a view to development rather ‘than
-evenue; ‘of they have put on reeord one
sf the fnost outrageous pieces of jobbery
‘hat everthis country saw.

Now what was the policy that has been
It-has been well said

to-get it on the inarket so that settlers
could: buy, and use it. While I have
nothing. ta. say at this stage of the dis-
cussion in-condemnation of the policy of
of the late government in that cownection
L must point out.the poliey in both .cases
being the same-—fthe enormously greater
success .of this government in achieving
developmerit .that these. records. show.

In regard $o the mumber:of mills, three
ware 55 in, 1806, and 99 in 1907, It may
be interesting to know ‘where the' incredse

i “1907; “in"Edmeénton, ‘2 4n 1896; and 16
in" 19077 “in' Calgary > 10 in 1896, anid-13:in
1907 ¥ Prisice Albett; 3 {in 1896j and 6 in
1807 in Westntinster, 111 in 1896, and'25
i 1907 L-thinkifis{air to that hav-
ing' succeeded to the:extent: this govern-
mént .has succeeded: in securing the de-
velopment of the- lumber industry, apd
having secured. that; development by the
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 sue-
ceeded in getting a Tumber cut of 34,000,-

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 Baskatchewan and -Alberta.
Our friends opposite have mourned over
the results that will come to these people

They ‘would “have the country

practically 0. What was the alienation
for under their administration.
If there were then in-the country 30,000

square miles, there is a balance of more
than three times as much remaiping to be
aliepated of timber Jand 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 secing that
they have been Brought in T might take
the opportunity to repeat that the timber
limit which the hon. mrember for ‘Argen-
teuil (Mr. Perley) got as a free gift on the
21st December, 1882, upon which he paid
one year’s groundrent; ‘over 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, 1s 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 connectio? They have revelled
in stupendous figures as to the value of
timber limits;,” They have given ott to
the ¢ountry that this government has
robbeéd the peaple of hundreds of thous-
ands, -and millions of dallars - that they
have absolutely - prevented the ‘“people
of Winnipeg “ and "of the "prairies from
retting timber because it is'inm' ! the
yands of sbwie Jf these speculdtors. . The
timber has been alienated, bub it has not
run away: " It-ig there on: the ground yet
just as:it’ was before And it is not .worth
anything-to any:man: who gets. it unless
and-amtil it: is twmed Gito lumber. - The
tiber is there to be used by the people of

Impperial Pulp company or in the hands
of Mr, Fraser, or in whoever else’s hands it
may be, and these men can only get theit
morney out of it by manufacturing the lum-
ber and selling, it at market- prices to, the
peoplé who need it. “Men who have in-
vested their money in these timber Hmits
have to follow their money with their mills
of thelr Money is' dead and dormiant.
Mr. FOSTER: ' That applies only to the
ultimate investiment, 2
Mr. OLIVER.  To the ultimfite invest-
ment.  There may: be speculative trans-
actions intervéning, but there is no value
in that timber until.it becomes Jumber and
is put upon the market.to be-used by the
consumer.and the only value is the value
that the consumer:is willing.and able to
pay for the lumber. : ;
In regard to the stupendous .values.
The hon. member for St.. Antoine gives
$500,000_as the value of the Cedar Lake
limit. Does my hon. friend who gave
that value know that at the present time
and ‘ufder present conditions a timber
limit on Cedar Lake is of no more actual
value as a working ‘proposition, so far as
iy poor judgnient goes, than if it were in
the:moon?- It is of mo more value today
than it was when the hon. member for Ar-

is. just as near Winnipeg today as it was
then. -Lumber was dearer in Winnhipeg
then than it is'today. It was not worth
‘anything then and it ismot worth anything
more as a.working proposition now: - It
’ha.s a speculative wvalue and my-hon.
friend hasrcgaled this House and attempt-
ed to spread throughout. the country the
idea that this government is Tobbing the
country.of that speculative value.” I do
not know that.it is necessary to emphasize
that statement; it is so utterly absurd
that L-am sure that even my hon. friend
will himself be able 4o see it . There were
during the past yedr or two town lots
in Winnipeg, in Regina, in Saskatoon, in
Edmonton -and other places in the North-
west; perhaps my hon. friend acquired an
intercst in Sonte of these town lots when
he was up there.- They had a speculative
value running into millions and millions
and millions, because they were being
bought and sold .on the market in those
days. ~They had a value which is as legi-
timute a value as my hon. friend has put
‘on -the Cedar lake lumit.

Mr. AMES. I only put:thdt vilue on
the Cedar Lake Yt because the ageiit of
the-company YKM that value-upon-it.

Mr,OLIVER. . Precisely, jusi the same
as the. reak estate. man to .whem my:hon.
iriend went for prices.put:.a value on sub-
urban lots. in Saskatoon and-Jidmonton:

I had ‘the . privilege of making. a, txip
through the Boundary Creek country; of
British Columbia ‘a_few_years ago when
that. countr'y “wgs "being ‘dcvélypqgl and

e met no ene who was not ajm
except. one who

light; every man of them co

La maillion.

ore-is

one ‘hundredths of ‘those elaims:t

-about that thanyd do.

aires.

Mr. FOSTER.
Mr. OLIVER.

House.

to a‘meémber on this side of the House.

years.
ed and there remain some 20,000 miles

alienate.

getting 1t?

know: that. and. if:they .did net. know

poses:
ig not-more than-than, and that under
the ~ eircumstances” it’ #' satisfactory

way- of eomiing unde? operation.

ful policy.

conservation of these timber resourees.

that is not all.

5,000
sguare miles.

estimated by the gentleman who was

able merchantable timber, or a total
96,000,000 acres.

in otheér countries there Tiight be son“\e]
cople who were poer; in:that.eountry familiar.

o was 8 billiomaire:  The
wealth of the people was as plain as day-|for Alberta.

u{’d' prpve itito
you with pencil and paper; there was no
argument about it any more than there
was about my hon. friend’s statement, with
regard. to_the timber, limits; every man
there told you so* “I'have a ¢cldim that is | successful tenderer.
80 many feet long and as many feet wide,
it rums 66 many dollars to the’fon*there
are_so many tons, and-the difference be-
tween the eost of production’ and thé pro-|were threc tenders—McDonald -$2,327,
 diict is 8o much; it is my ‘mine; it is“worth

lions'of’ dollass; youvould bugninety-nine- | Sharp $51.50.

If - these. speculative values. are therg, | 1904.
how ‘is-it that every man on this side of | ciency of the notice,in these cases... There
the House allied with the.government and ’
having the back door entry that gentlemen
opposite think exfsts, are niot all million- | daily railway: train.

There are a few very)
gmart fellows who won't let the others in,l

say that the principle of dealing with these
' timber limits is' that they should be devel-
oped,: that lumber should be cut: upon |a chance like that to pass by?
them, that in:order that they should be
developed: it “was mnecessary . that- they:
should’ get into: private hands, and that
they were free to-the first comer and have | familiar with thie' conditions existing
besn free to the first comer for twenty-five | those cases, and they allowed them to pass
for the sake of $2,000 in one case, a little
over $1,300 in another, and a’paltry $500

The first: manh who applied for a
timber -berth got it unless somebody bid
more than he .did in the competition.!in another.
Now, according to the records of my hon.| rung the changes on the same story as th
friend there have been 8,000 miles alienat-

Why have these gentlemen op-

they certainty have been acting with more
disregard :to their own interestsithan any
set-of men.can justify.themselves in doing. | Toronto (Mr. Foster).
They might have been up and out after |estimated the value of bexth 1114-at $27
these limits, but they kncw_thé limits did | That is what is was worth te him, Hee
net. have the:;wvalue: they place. on them. | timated berth 1115.at $255.
They knew. that.between the dequirdment | at- Pincher. Creek within a few miles
of a timber limif and the earning of a divi-
dend, ‘and the ‘actitl Matvmill operations, [ that he knew . what was in them.
thefe is a tremendotsrgap which has to be | can be no sugpicion of collusion with réga
bridged’ by the apyhcation- of: capitel;| to’ these tenders because here is a tend
cuergy, inteHigence.apd busipess sagacity.
1t is not-every man who acggires a timber
limit, nor is it every ipan whe builds a mill | another for $225.
who.is able ta arrive at.a point of success-
ful management of a° lumiber ‘busihess.
My hon. friend (Mr. Ames) hag.sdid  that | called the improper conduct of the Inteti
theie is 40 per cent of the timber which has
been alienated for purely speculative pur- | did inithe-case of the Cedar Lake limit,
I say it is'a good thing fhat ‘there | I think I have been successful'in establis
all |ing by the facts 1 have been able to pla

of sympathy for the pdople who have been the _man
robbed-of their rights, accuses this gevern- | ture of lumber u'nd the tll.\‘tl‘lblltl()l}

ment of having a wasteful policy and a that lumber; which was the obfect

corrupt administration—perhaps he does the policy of ”U-‘*‘ government as of th
not lay 6 much stress upén the corrupt of their predecessors.

administratien as he ‘does upon the waste-

has not taken s or-tegard to the : ; B
s 3 llth(‘n' has been partizanship, favoritism

the total alienation of ‘timber during the
yearsof this governmeiit’s administration. | ;Berth |
And besides that, we have special control|  No.

of certain park rescrvations—-the. Rocky . {
Mountain Park, 4,600 _square miles; Yoho
Park, 828 square miles, and Jasper Park,
square miles; a total of 10,904
We have the 5,391 square
miles set apart for the reservation and| 0%
recreation of the forest and the 10,904 1363. .
square miles in what may be called pleas-
ure parks, where we have special arrange-
ments for the protection of timber. It is

charge of the forestry branch of the Do-
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 fands, that is/lands containing valu-

I do:not think, Mr.
Speaker, that thig/government has: any-
thingto be ashamed of, but has everything
to-be proud ofy in its administration of the
timber lands of this ecountry; judged: by
the purpose. for which. the lands arg:being
admipistered. . If. wo are working.to one
standard and are judged by apother, nat-
urally we.must have the worst of the axgu-
ment; but we deny. the right of any one

were - thirty.or forty or fifty days’ noti
The berths were
tiohs both east and west, within twenty

If these limits are wor

The applicant, Frith, w
2y for|sucdessfnl in this case. i
fnnything you would cheose to .give for ‘est
them. ~Rerhaps my:“hon. -friend . fram
Notth ‘Toronto: (Mr; Foster).knows more,

MecGuire $275, Sharp $51.50. . The apphi-

All' that in faeé of -the fact|cant was not successful.

that perhaps ‘the maneould ‘not pay’ for

his‘next meal: ’- Arid fo-day although. that

'cc':ix_*lt,r{ hhi:; been develbped-and although
e

Berth : 1115,
iseventeen square miles, in the same.loeal-
ity, \guite closc to_the railroad; tenders

ened December 30, 1903 therc were
produced: at the: rate-«of mil-| three tenders—Frith 1,275, M¢Guire $255

as

These thréeberth
are estimated by the horn. member f
‘Alberti ‘to be of the valué of$323;000.
Thesé ténders, as I have pointed-olit; were
opened -in: December, 1903, and:in, Aprid;
There is no question of the suffi-

or

ce

given for limits within 4 stone’s throw of a

in

close touch with large lumbering opera-

or

thirty miles of them, and-all on the same
My bon. friend says|line of railway.
there are a few very smart ones who will
not let the 6fhers in - Well, there are smart
men on the other side of the House, and | were up for sale.
let ‘me. point this out to' my honi-friend: | was not so wealthy that he could afford
it "has not been alleged, and if alleged it
cannot be ‘proven; that under the system |extent of a quarter of a million dpllars
of tendering: for timber limits which has
previledssinee the year 1896;2 gentleman |300, or $2,000.
who sits on the other side of the House did |lieve that there was any such value
not have just as good a chance to put his
money into a speculative: timber venture | the other side of the House believe th
as a gentleman who sitg on this side of the
There may be allegations on that
point, but the facts are here to prove that
there was no restriction in the past which
confined the purchase’ of timber linfits

th

£325,000; I want to know what my hon.
friend from Alberta was doing' when they
Surely my hon. friend

to

allow an opportunity of profiting to ‘the

to

pass by for the sake of a paltry-$500 or $1,-
Did my hon. ‘friend be-

in

threse lmiits.? does any member on the

at

there was any such value in them? -The
men  who operated lumber mills: in the
immediate locality, who certainly are not
philanthropists, as those of us who know
anything -about the investigations by .the

I:|lumber combine committee of last session

There

My hon. friend from. Alber

to|in regard to the Cedar Lake agency, th

I happen

it.|man, and that he has as quick eye for

And he iy

will admit; and is it te be supposed for an
instant that these gentlemen would allow

1S

no guestion that they must have had nor,
tice, and had ample timc to examine the
berths, and must "have been” absolutely

m

ta
at

told by the hon. member for St. Antoine

at

the berths were put up too late in the
posite not been up and doing; why have|season, and that the public had not
they not asked the timber to be put up to
public tender ‘and takén their chances on|them; but it is absolutely impossible
Tt is because they know that
the arguments advanced.:by: the. hon.
member (Mr. Ames) have absolutely no
foundation in fact; not any more foun-{ment. I find ‘here that a ‘gentleman
dation infact than the values of these sub-|named McGuire put in a tender for ber
urban lots in the cities'of the Northwest or| 1114 and also berth 1115.
of these Boundary Creek mining elaims of, | know Mr. McGuire, and I know that he
whieh 1 have spokeir:/Fhese. gentlemen

a

chanee to inform themselves regarding

to

make the conditions conform to the story.
This shows clearly that the facts have
nothing to do with my hon. friend’s argu-

th
to
is

a-practical lunberman and an enterprising

a

dollar as any member of this House, not
excepting - the , hon.- member for Nor

th

Well, Mr. McGuire

D,
g~
es
of

these limits, and there can be no doubt
There

rd
or

for $2,327 us against the nekt highest' for
$275, antl a tender for $1;,275 as Hgainst
Yet the hon. member
for ‘Atberta- (Mr. Herron) went ‘through
cxactly the same hysterics over what he

or

Department i letting these ‘berths as he

h-
ce

to | before the House, that the administration

show that 60 -per ‘eent of alt alienations|of the. timber policy of this governme
are either now tinder gberation or arein the

by the proper standards, that is, as

Now, my hon. friend in his argument | means of securiny the investment of caj
Now, mj : s ; :
! tal in th lumber industry, the manufac-

been corrupt in its methods, that is, th

say that so-far as the evidence has gone, and impropriety of transactions and des
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
It is. now two years.singe
the policy.of setting apart forest reserves
was entered upon by this gavernment, and
under that. policy there is now beld in re-
seivation in Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Al-
berta and British Columbia 5,391 square |~ e g
miiles of forest reserves, nearly as much as timber limits:

ings in connection with timber limits 1
the department.

berths awarded since 1896, -and. while
shall not teouble the House by roading

cases .aof the awards of berths as illustr

nt

has been an unqualified success, judged

a
)i
l)f

of
at

But the allegation is that althqugh the
He says that the government administration has been a success it h

as

at

l-
¥

Upon this point T am
not in as good 4 position to speak ds in re-
gard to the general question of the results
of the administration and of the pelic
but T hold inmy hand a statement of the

Y,

It
it

at. tength, I shall pick out a few typical

a-

tions.of the general administratjon of the

ten-

opened [Area {4

? 1907. sq.m } ol
1303.. .10ct. 1610 | 7
1388.: .{Scbt. 18| 3.25! 5

887.. .|0ct. 16|12 ‘ 4
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{tender brice.

400'to’ 6,550
8,100
1400 ¢ 2,106
4+ 372« 1,000

in
and that ample prices were. sceured.

and in all cases the berths were award
to the highest bidder. . It .will be observ:

of
When there are such great differences
opinion between the people who desire
become interested in_these. berths

cepting, unquestidded * the “ éstibiates

1 do not know that I meed quote further
examples-as evidence that there ‘was abso-
lute competition, that there was sufficient
notice -given to sccure that- competition

I

will say further that‘this list' contains all
the tenders for berths awarded:since 1896

ed

ed

that the people who desired -to acquire
these leages placed widely differing values
upon them, in many cases the highest ten-
der being ten times as great as the lowest

of
to
he

House would, hardly be warranted in ac-

of

valiie pliced on timber hmits by ‘the hon;
member ‘for St Antoin¢ Division YMr:
Ames) or any of our’hon. friends opposite:

Another-point: thdt is made ‘¢vident by
this 1ist of tenders'is that it-was hotaioase

interested, and with whichlic was'specially | gentleman a question merely for informa-
¢ | I.am fairly familiar- with that|tion.
ionaire { locality mym-lf..’}'h !

Does the hoi.minister think that in

ese are the facts plac- Fhis- judgment ‘ample time .was given:be-
ed before the. House by the Hon. momber [tween tho‘asking for tenders and their, ac-
Berth. 1157, thirty and one ;
half square miles, five miles south of Cole-
man, on the Crow’s Nest branch, of the
Canadian Pacific Railway; ténders opened
April 6, 1904; there were two tenders;
the applicant for the berth was not the
Berth 1114, cighteen
and one-quarter square miles, in the same
locality within a-féw miles of the railway;
tenders opened December 30, 1903;-there

‘ceptance, or the opening of - tenders, for
a thorough .exammation of the timber
limits that were offered or bid for.

Mr. OLFVER. In some cases there was
ample time, in some cases there was not.
1t is not, as I have sald, 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 man who applied for it has a.right-to
igot it piit.up, and thendf he was the highest
bidder he.got it.: - Théte wasno-question
of-+-reserving : the -timber, -or lioldin,
it for: higher pricasi-or auetioninp, it- off.
"Fhat was not -the. policy of this govern-
iment, -nor was it..the..policy of fhe hon.
igentleman’s {riends. When. we change
qur: poiley or undertake fo raise i reyenue
from standing timber, then the, criticism
of hon. gentlemen will be perfedtly in order
if e fail in oiir duly- as théy think we have
in this case. But L submit that wheh
our policy is, if you like, t5 get'rid of the
sfanding timber up to a certain point,
and.get it into the hands of private parties
who we expect wiltautilize it, that being
the purpose, it is not a‘question of whether
there was- t00 much or too little time,
becausé the policy was that the maniwhe
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 hor 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
noéses of -plenty of capable business men,
capable“mill operators, and yet he stood
up in the House and gave us the same
rhyme as to the impropriety of the conduct
of the government in these cases, as the
member for St. Antoine did in regard to
other casés, and for the same reason.

Now with regard to the question.of
dealing with these matters in the Housc
and-in the department, it has-been sug-
gested by our friends opposite that there
is something to conceal, that there must
be. some impropriety contained m the
papers.in the department, or else‘every
member of the House would be’free to go
into the department and examing tliose
papers as. he pleased, and it would ‘be
the business of the dcpartment to plice
these papers on the table of ‘the House
for any member who chose to examine
them as he pleased. “ 'Now T have already
had occasion to say that the papers in
connection with timber limits constitate
the title of the owner to his property.
His title is contained in-each-of the regu-
lations that have been made from 188l
to the present time,-and the retention of
the limit depends upon the. fulfilment of
the conditions set forth. Now. the evi-
denee of the fulfilment of those conditions
is eontained in the papers on file in the
department, it is net containcd anywhere,
else. The minister is responsible to see
that the conditions. arc fulfilled, or clse
he must either cancel the limit or continue
it, according to his best judgment.  That
being the-case, . these papers constitutihg
the: title of these men to,their property,
and,, if that property has a hundredth
part. of the value my hon. driend sug-
gosts, then I say it is in the highest degree
unproper that these papers should not be
kept in the. migst -careful’ custody. 5

When toe hon. member for St. Antoine
asked. the privilege of examining certdin
files in the department in regird td timber
limits.it did net seem ta me-that E-eould
give him the, right,fo examine fhese files
and. refusc it to otHer pedple. 1-do net
know whether the hon. gentléman takes
the position that he has rights overiand
above thove ‘of other peéople. Pcrhaps he
does.  Hé may bé’largeér.in -his own eyes
than any of his‘neighbors; but: L will say
to him i all kindness that he is not, any
larger in mine and that T.could not accord
tb him a privilege or a'right.that I, was not
able to accord to-other people who are
just as good.as he. As-to the. qiiestion
of bringing the original documents,mto the
House; my hon. friend (Mr. Boyee) 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 was an order
of the House given to bitng the ‘originil
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 was an order of: the
House given last year and that order
was obeyed, and as 1 had occasion to tell
the House, the other might, 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 the: House:

Now, 1 want to say thatas soon as the
House gives.an order far_ the- production
of papers; I do not-care how many they
are and I do not eare what they are, so
far as.I am concerned, they are at.the
serviee of the House: But T would like
the House to appteciate the responsibility
it takeés in’ requiring “that the fitles to
private property contained in the depart-
mental fles shalbe placed in jcoparay. by

;| being taken from  their proper custody

and ‘placed in ‘the custody: of ethers.whe
are not so directly interested in their pres-
ervation. I think it is a fair proposition
that before that action is decided upan
by the House there should be some
specific reason given for it. That is the
position 1 took.in the House when the
question ‘was up before. It is the only
position I take, it is the only one I propose
to take, and 1 think it-is a fair position.
If the House seces fit to ignore, the giving of
a reason for the produetion of the docu-
meonts, and vetes for their produetion, well,
parliament is supreme and parliament be-
comes responsible for the custody of these
documents. But it is only right that I,
having been charged with the custody of
these documents, should place before “par-
liament the responsibility that is thereby
assumed? we have nothing to eoncedl; we
do not desire to coneedl any. thing, but we
do desire to'dischargethe business respon=
sibility that is-placed upen us inh a reason-
able busihess-way.

Now, -with regardte the question of the
tenider for this Cedar lake timber limit; I
have practieallyinothing to say. :1 was
not: connected with the asdministration .of

' how - the

their surpicions and have built up a'sup-
pesitious case. Then, as the hon. mem-
ber ‘who spoke this afternoon did, they
boast. of the fact that they. have (?,rculv;{
suspicion’ throughout this country that
cannot be allayed. If there was an inten-
tion to get at the truth of.this matter I
think it s a fair proposition that they
would state what they belicve to be the
truth. If they believe there is any thine
wrong with these tenders they should
state it, but that have not done so and I
doubt if they will do so. They know
that that is the proper course to take:
they know.thdt that is an honorable and
fair and manly eourse, to quote the words
of my ‘hon. friend “(Mr: Turriff). T will
oiily make thestatement in regard to this

¢ | matter that Mr: Frassrthe gentleman who

put in these tenders made tome. T do
not_do it with.a desive to plage”it before
the Housg, because.I consi(ler there.is no-
thing to explain; but certain statements
have been made and Mr. Fraser has asked
me t6 relate to this House his statement
in regard to these tenders. His statement
to-me is this: That ‘he was' interested
with certain asseciates .and on behalf of
himself and his associates applied. to have
this celebrated 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 11;
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 Winuipeg, authorizing him to put in a
tender for this limit at $7,000. Havine
the authority of Mr. Nolan.to use his name
in tendering, and having already beenre-
quired to tender in his own name, he could
not use his own name a second time;
therefore he used Mr. Nolan’s name to put
in the tender for his client. He wrote out
the tender, and, as he says was the custom,
filled in the figures at the last minute
before it was closed up and sent to the
Department; and the limit was awarded
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 he wanted. that timber
limit and it was anything like the value
my hon. friend from St. Antoine says it
is, there was nothing in the world to pre-
vent' him putting in a’ tender at a higher
figure than 87,000 and’ gotting the limit
for himself. : It' is on‘récord that he did
not get it for himself; that he got it for his
client; and it was assigned to the Imperia)
Pulp company. -There is no evidence
that Mr. IFraser had any interest in that
company. - Therefore, on the face.of the
transaction, Mr. Fraser. put in the tender
in a legitimate way on behalf of his client,
and the client got the limit, while the
tender which Mr. Fraser put in on his own
behalf and that of his associates of course
did not get the limit. #l
- Now, it may be said that if these regula-
tions were good enough, why should they
be changed? It 4s within the. knowledge
of hon. members that some two years uf;'n
provisions were introduced and sanctioned
for the sctting aside. of forest reserves,
indicating the intention offthe government
to enter upon a policy of forest preserv:

tion. But this policy of forest preserv:

tion is a serious matter, and must be
dealt’ with according to eircumistances
and knowledge acquired. ‘It seemed ‘to
the government, -in view: of ‘the progress
that had been 'made in the development
of the Jumber .industry, in view of  the
conditions that had arrived, as demon-
strated particularly by the investigation
hreld here lastyear and the furfher investi-
gation” held ‘irr the provinee of Alberti
into ‘the lumber combinc - the time has
come when it-would be a safe’ proposition

'to. deal in a more conservative manncr

with.the timber areas-than had-been:doné
in the past.. As I said a while ago, the
policy was to gét the timber into the hands
of the people who would cuf.it.. It was
not a question of getting a price for the
standing timber; 1t was a question of
getting the lumber on the market, and
getting the benefit of ‘the royalty on that
lumber. - ‘But having reached a-cut of 121,-
090,000 feet in nine months, havingcighty-
nine.mills in operation on the timber under
the control of this government; -and there
having entered into the.question of the
acquirement. of these limits the element of
speculation to a certain extent, it seemed
that the time had arrived- when it would
be safe to ehange the regulations and adopt
practically the policy that was expressed
by the Conservative government in 1879
in their Land Act of that year. ‘

We propose that -the timber shall be
put up-only on the judgment of the gov-
ernment and that it is right and. proper
and in the public interest that a certain
area shall "be advertised ~“for- sale. We
propose to have the area examined so as to
decide as to its suitability and. its worth
and then sell it by public auction with
the view of getting the highest bonus.
That is exactly in line with what my
hon. friends opposite have been declaring
is'the policy the government should adopt,
so that I hope we shall have their unani-
mous: endorsation” of it. But let me
point out to those gentlemen that to'have
put such a policy in foree, say fi®e years
age, would, instead -of being bencticial,
have been most injurious - to~ the best
interests of the icountry. That was
Conservative government
found it‘to be after 1879, and that is
howwe would have found it to be had
we undertaken to enforce such a pol-
jéy before the investment of capital
and the distribution of lumber inter-
ests gave sufficient assurance that the
requirements of the .peeple would be
met without hindrance, But now that
point having been reached, we believe
it is’ opportune .to change.that ‘pelicy
and follow fo a greater extent the line
followed " in- this easterns 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-
¢rard to these regulations and the rea-
sons which have caused their adop-
tion. :

There is something I want to say

: regarding the large number of limits

that were granted in 1882, 1883 and
1884. . The policy- of granting limits
at that time without eompetition and
without bonus,-on conditions of oper-
ation, was a sound policy. But that
policy -was grossly -abused, and in

v
—

hon. gentlemen opposite, goes alf
the country declaiming against
improper conduct of this side of
House and asks 1o be put in
places in order that they may
a better administration, i

the country should know

cord of these hon. gentlemen so
the country may judge what

an administration they are

give us. My hon, friend {
harnois (Mr. Bergeron) has

ig long ‘ago. But my hon. friend
a part of the busriness of long ago
as he expects to be a part of the
ness of the future, shoulc

come to power,

Mr. BERGERON. Does
gentleman say  that I did
wrong? *

Mr; OLIVER. Not at -
not say such a thing, but
friend and his associates have
three days of the time of the
declaring that this governmer
done wrong because it has d
he and his friends did when ti
charged with the responsib
office, ' If it was wrong for
wrong for them, and it
that the House ana country sho
informed exactly how th
stands. Again I <€ay t
of hon. gentlemen v right under
eircumstances of the country.but t}
administration was rotten. There w
as my hon, friend fromy Alberta (
Herron) said the other night, a po
lation of some 6,000 w pe qul.‘
the two new provinces and pe
15,000 to 20,000 in Manitoha: and
supply lumber to some 30,000 or 40
people there were granted ]
years 450 timber berths
miles each, so that in ¢
a good principle they gross
it, Were these limits granted to |
bermen? No, they were granted
politicians; they were granted to g
tlemen who were members of
House then and who are members
the House now, and who were
lumbermen then and wh
lumbermen now. In that
names you will not find a f
one per cent. who are practical lu
bermen, and you will find that t
balance are active Conszervati
ticians of that day.
not in the principle] but h
istration of the principle. About th
time, in 1882, there was a general ele
tion and on the face of the record
would appear that not the interest
the settlers of the Northwest; not t
interests of the development of t
lumber industry, but party exigeneci
arising out of those elections were t
cause and the reason for the grantii
of those enormous concessions. I av
not couple the name of the leader
the .opposition (Mr. R. L. Borde
with this question, because at th
time I fancy he was not at that ti
in any way identified with the Co
servative party.

are

'€ PO

> admi

I am not suggesting anything:
merely say there is no way in whid
that enormous grant could or can
justiﬂod on any ground of public p
iey or public advantage; it could on
be 'spoken of us 'a piece of politic
rascality of the most atrocious cha
acter, I lived in the Northwest
the time, I know the conditions a
I know the feeling that existed ther
The fac;t was that that great coun
was. being parcelled out in colo
tion traets, in.railway subsi any
In timber limits amongst the suppor|
ers of t_ho dominant party here at ths
time without regard to rhyme, reaso
the public interest or the developme
of the -country. My iriend savs th:
was 25 years ago. It was 25 vears ag
but at that time there was ju'\:h:
much speculative value in every on
of those concessions as there is today
There was a boom in the wes
. 1881 and 1882 such as ther
has never been since, E xpectation
were . then entertained in regar
to that country that have hardl
yet been realized; and when thes
concessions were granted they wer
hehg\'ed to be of value and they: wer
retained by the concessionaires wh
believed tehm to be of value until th
‘H}lgf \S?r!«lexut»{motf i‘t:“::":}sqr\'i(l<‘111 i‘hu

Y t ¢ and then, and
0[1'1}' lhen, they were given up.

The idea has been suggested that in
asmuch as these concessions have al
been given up they were in soms
forced on the concessionaires: ha
they knew nothing of them, that i
was something altogether outsida o
their interest. The record shows tha
is not the fact; that the concessions
were granted and that without any
conditions being fulfilled, without
licenses being granted, and without
In many cases, any payment bein
made, they were held .for years a
against these tracts ready to be turned
into cold cash, if opportunity offered.
Eventually it became necessary to can-
cel them, They were held from three
to eight years without 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 when he could. I shall give some
information to how long some oi
these rights existed. I find that on
H. A. Ward applied on the 3rd Octo-
ber, 1883, for fifty squarc miles on
Red Deer Lake. This was granted
by order in council of the first of Nov
ember, 1883. E4 3

There was not six weeks to give
chance to cruise the limit,“but
than a month between the applicat
and the granting of a limit.
berth was cancelled for non-paymen
of rental by departmental letter on th

sirlga- 32:000,900 feet. 7 Thase figures refer j when' a-niimiber of niines werg being oper- to. judge us by.other standards than thosc | g1 dwarding berths to ‘politieal Faverites: | theJdepartment at the: time, ' But,. the e : % fai <
On-a memorandum dated January 24,1 to Manitoba and the Nosthwest fnd thetail | ated’to'a Eertaiéxtent. I had lhog}ﬂ]eaﬂ- to which we are working, and to, which 0t | it wis o iq\ll;sti«m of opf'e'n' competition and :ul\irt iﬁcnu-nl was issued, there: were three ;ﬁ" -“ ]?f “mv‘-'ff[‘t. “.h( = h.on.t
1883, “from. the’ Mitlister of the Interioi, | way belt-of British Columbia, - That was | ure of'méeting my hon. fritnd froth’ Yale- ipredepessors. haye ‘worked. ~Applying 10 | the min swhoput in the-highest bid, ac- | tanders, and ‘the highest tender toakJthe riends : opopsite ask us’ to-consen
submitting an ‘application frein'Mr. J. G.|less-than a three fold increase in sixteen Euriboo*(Mr. Ross( at’ that time.  There ['Doth ~goveritments thc “sumhe ‘staidards, | companied by “the necessary ehegue, got |limit; dnd the man who was respensible to a motion for a committee of in-
H. Bergeron, -of- Montreal, - for a yearly | years. The policy ‘and purpose of the ad | were millions of ‘dollars being invested in [OW administration staids far and awaythe berth. = One. illsutration will ‘serve.|for the handling of the tenders declaves quiry into the: _admmlstr;mon of tim-
license to cut timber-on a berth as shown| ministration then was toget out the lumber that, country in speculative values; there ahead of theirs. Our friends oppesite have made particular | now, as a member of this House, that there| ber limits during these- later years,
on the annexed sketch, and coloured injand as a result of that policy and admin- | were hundreds of thousands if not millions| - There is an instarice to which 1 Wish td | mention of berth No. 1046. This is a|was no change in the tenders by him, that| they can hardly expect the House fo
pink, of ‘50 square miiles, more or-less, on|istrationthey were successful in nearly treb of dollars invested:in actual operation of |allude in this connection to cmphasize the | berth of very large area. 250 square miles, | they were awarded exactly as they came| concede to them that privilege in any
the west :side of Dauphin rivet, in the|ling the cut in _siXteen years. For the | mines; but. there was not a dollar being|fallacious character of the argyments put situated north of Prince Albert. Twa|to him because the money was there.| expectation that they would give us
P,"OV,;R)C: of Maniteba, more particularly | #ine miéonths ending March 31, 1907, the produced from minerals in-all that country | forward by: our friends on the other side|tenders were put in for this berth,. One|Our friends on the other side say that is| a better or cleaner administration in
described as follows ; lumber eut was 141,000,000 feet, and the and there could not be until a railroad | They have been particularly strong-on the | tender was for $2,510 by Mutchenbaker | not enough; they want something more;| timber matters than we have had dur-
c Cqmmcmmng at the d!schx}rgc ‘of Lake] wiiber sales 128,000,000 foet. That is-tc | was built; And yet the country was|idea that there ywas not a fair opportunity | Bros. and the other for $5,000 by William | and the hon gentleman who is in question imllA recent véal‘e ’

in into the Dauphin river; thence|say; taking nine months instead of a yesr, boaming, mines were thought to be worth | given to people to tender on timber limits, | Cowan, of Prince Albert. William Cowan | says: Say that I am responsible in any way if B e R et T s
due west sixmiles;, themce due north eight | there:was 2 four fold increase. under. the | all Jinds of money and everybody was a|and that as a consequence the countyy lost | is not a member of the Liberal party or a|or to any degree for any thing in con| ;= x, Hakgenane:-Hondi years--two of
ant ouethitd miles; thenée e east ‘six | administration of -this government in teo millionaire. I-had the pleasure of travel-|enormous sums. of money. The:hon. | supporter of this government. He was|nection with these tenders that you com- three yoREs SE0... .
“miles; “fmore or less 10 the wiver; thence|years.as inst a less {han three fold ix- lifig ‘with a gentleman weil known inCan | member- for Alberta. (Mr.. Herror), in|mayor of Prince Albert for one or two plain of and I'will’demand ah investiga- Mr. Oliver—It is an old rule that
southerly wieng the Tiver to the- placeof |creage umder: the administration -of our ada, Mr. George Ham, and Mr. Ham. re- following this line of argument—in which | terms and was a Conservative candidate ! tion .at the hands of'this House. But| he who seeks justice must himeelf be
be b5 B e . |€riends - opposite in sixteen years. Now |marked that it was the most prosperous I presume he was instructed by my hon.|against the present Judge Lamont in the | there is not one of them who has so fav jusi and that those who go into courts
T ~recpramends that ;the Ji-{both the governments were striving for| tountry he had ever seen am;J that the friend from St. Antoine—instanced three provineial elections of 1905. dared to say so. They: have stood up| seeking justice- must go with clean and it would not have been sensible
eensc be granted, on.the terms.and under ﬁae sante thing-—to~get ﬂ\'cl.h'ngber%gup, people were the happiest; because, while cases qv locality inwhich he wasspegially,| - Mr. Owens. - L-desire: to ask the hon,land hour after hour. they' have ‘lwl:n'c«ll hands,. - When a party,- like that ot to require them to pay a bonus or en

; i ¢ : i r ter into competition at that time
Z P e < sy i £ st tri? : I am not finding fault with that, bu

10th of April, 1891. No license was
issued for this berth. That is my
hon. friend held the right to a tract o
timber land of fifty square miles on
Red Deer Liake for a period of eight
vears without paying one cent to the
revenue of this country. I am not
saying that that was wrong; quite the
contrary, 1 say-that if the instance
had not been multiplied unduly, it
would have been perfectly right. Tt
. was proper in those days and at that
time that men who had capital - o1
might be able to enlist capital should
be granted timber limits in the hops
that they might employ their _owr
capital or enlist the capital i otuers
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