
SQIT^n? .^i^^*'"*°" "y "' °'™ W™ DISPOSED OF 29 3"SQUARE MILES OF TIMBER WHILE IN OFFICE, .t «. avwL'of $4.13 per square mile?
"verage

What will the electors say of men who disposed'of 23 000 sauar,.

ttraiv^^^
''™°"^ ''^'''« ^''^ SenSoT":

What will the electors say of men WHO Divrnpn iunxTf.

TIMBER IN ONE YEAR, WITHOUT PAYING A CENT FOR IT?

HAS^NEVER ^mn'^^r,'? ?f
'^ ^"*"^ Government, WHICHUAH IvtVJiR SOLD A MILE OF TIMBER STVrp thitv nAn.T^

lands, m face of the Conservative record, >8 disclosed above ?

CONTINUED OLD SYSTEM
The system of selling timber limits, which has provided the subject

p^m^^^T:'*'™
"""demnation, WAS INAUGURATED BY THECONSERVATIVE GOVERNMENT IN 1889. Previous to fhat timt

a royalty. The non-enforcement of even these easy terms led to thegreat abuses mentioned, which caused a dissipation of the timber re^som-ces without any corresponding advantage to the treasury

in ligi'n'i;^* JV*"
^^"^- """""^ '" '^ """«' "-o Conservativesm 1889 inaugurated a competition system, under which it was not thepractice for the Government to offer timber lands for sale unlesslmeapphca ion was made for them. When any person wished to have a^mber limit put up tor sale, he made appUcation to the timber andmines branch; then the officers of that branch issued the notices andadvertisements, after seeing whether the timber was availabTe and

Im «"
^. f .'^ *" Government. Tenders were adverti^d forand a^ter the tenders were received, they were opened on the day fixedand the limit was given to the highest bidder.
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