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thing. Had the timber not been
th wonld have been 10 revenue
from ground rent, whereas about one mil-
lion dollars had been received during that

1 based his comparisons on the

ground rent and bonus, but when the

- quantity cut from vear to vear is taken, It

: can be shown that there has not been such

lﬂ\‘c?h inerease upon former vears

ag the hon, member seemed (o believe.

The cut “in 1859 was 521 millions of fect

boarg sure ; in 1872, 678 millions, and In

L 1E03 » millions, or not qnite one hun-

dred millions more in 193 than in 1872, In

JASSE . the output was 625 milllons ; In 1837,

P2 millions ; in 1888, 781 millions, and in

l‘. SIS milllons, Feur years ago the out-

put was more than it was last vear. In

1592 1t was 69 millions, and in 1803 7%

miilicns, or about fifty millions less than

$ | . These figures represent the quan-

timber actually eut and upen

dues were paid. The hon. member

see, therefore, that in order to make

the showing which he had made he was

_t compelled to include the large sums paiu
- in by way of bonus, $3,612,000,

When we come to consider revenue from

Crown lands the case is somewhat differ-

ént, for the reason that the bonusing sys-

tem is camparatively modern. In 183 we

received as revenue $832,119; in 1882, $§559,610;
~in 1886, 3731845 : in 1887, $1,004,304 ; in 1888,
$1,652,€69 ; in 1889, $1,027,631 ; in 1892, §2,155,-
S19 : in 1893, $1,808,896.

Mr. Clancy—Will the hon. gentlemnn
permit me to ask if the ground rent, bon-
us and timber dues are not essentially a
part of the same thing, yrowing out of
the timber sales ?7

Mr. Hardv—Ground rents are not bonus-
es in the slightest degree. When the land
is a virgin forest the ground rent of $3
per mile is still payable upon it. Until the
limits are put under license no revenue
whatever is derived from them. 'I'he dues
are pald on the timber when cut. It does

timber when they pay their ground rent,

- e, S~

the meantime, the Government i3 receiv-

ing ground rent. The timber raken out

from 1873 to 1882, Inclusive, was 4,433 mil-
llon feet; from 1883 to 1892, 6,184 aiilion
feet, or an increase of 39 per cent., instead
of 83 per cent. The bonuses were, from
1873 to 1882 $422.800, and from 1883 to 1892
$3,189,000, or an increase of (34 per cent.

TIMBER SALES.

The hon., Commissioner then turned to
a record of the timber sales before and
since Confederation. Before Confederation
there was sold, he pointed out, at the rate
of fifty cents per mile, no fewer than 2,5M
miles of timber, while there was also sold
before Confederation 2561 miles up-
on which was paid a bonus of £115,771, av-
eraging $45 50 per mile. Thus the totul
disposed of before Confederation was 12.-
460 miles. Since Confederation the record
of timber sales was as follows : —

The Sandfield Macdonald Government, in
four years, 635 miles for £165,302, aa aver-
age of $260 per mile.

The Blake Government, in sne vear, 5,021
mi:es for $592,601, an average of %117 ™ per
mile.

Mowat Government, in 22 years, 4.2}
miles, for $5,101,627 75, an averagze of $1,-
205 15 per mile., Thus the total sal»s since
Confederation amounted to 9.%K miles,
which, added to the 12,465 miles sold Lefore
Confederation, made a total of ao, 'y mitles
sold down to the present time.

The Sandfield Macdonald and the FPla'e
sales were made subject to a grounl rent
0% 32 per miie, and to duses of 3 cents per

the Mowat Government the terms were as
follows:—2,766 miles were sold subject to
$2 per mile ground rent and /5 cents per
thousand feet dues: 835 miles were sub-
Jeet to $8 per mile ground rent and
1 per thousand feet dues:; and €12 miles
were subject to $3 per mile grounl rent
énd §1 25 per thousand feet dues.

..".I

not follow that the licens22s will cut the

They may wait 5, 10 or 2 vears, and, in

thousand feet. Of the 4,234 miles scid by |

The Sandfield Macdonald uovaernment
made four sales in four years. or an
average of one every year, and the pres<nt
Government had made six sales in twenty-
two years—one in about four years., Put
another way, the Sandfield Macdonanld
Government sales had averaged 159 miles
per year, and the sales under the Mowat
Government had averaged 132 miles per
year. |

The Commissioner referred to the grad-
ual increase in the timber dues and ground
rent of the Mowat Government gales shown
LY this record and said it was a proof of th?
way in which the interests of the puklic
had. been looked after, Continuing, the
Commisgioner showed that as between the
present Government and preceding Govern-

were s0ld during & peniod of

Jl years prior
th,, time of Thisg ﬂmrﬂnnment—-lpﬂil-—-

' L]

years. true test, however, is the quan- , #
*.m of timber taken out : the banus is a
sold

- rom that source. The hon. mems |

nount of money received, including
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first began to make 8 Of timber. Qr
the, amount sold ore. Confederation

0,904 miles were g0 £old at 50 cents per mile.

and 2,561 miles at an average of $15 50 per
mile. During the five years from 187 to
1573 E.Gﬁ' miles were sold tor $759,963, or an

- uverage'of $133 77 per mile. From 1873 to

1804 urder the Mowat Government,22 years,
4,234 miles were sold for $0,101,€27, or an av-
crage of $1,205 15 per mile. (Applause.)
Looking at this record, the Commission-
er asked, could those who were pursuing
the Government in connection with its
timber policy  truthfully say t{hat the
Mowat Administration had not carefuliy
husbanded the resources of the Province ?
Could they truthfully say other than that

| the timber resources of the Province had

been disposed of to the highest bidder at
sales by public auction, held only as oc-
casion arose? (Applause,) But the Govern-
ment had really adhered in this policy to a

- 8ystem which had been approved of by

hon. members opposite, He held in his
Fand a copy of a resolution passed in the
Legislature almost unanimously in 1372
It read as follows :—

“Resolved, that this House approves of
the policy of the Crown Lands Depart-
ment, as set forth in the regulations of
the department, made in 1869, that ‘the
Commissioner of Crown Lands, before
granting any lecenses for new timber
berths In the gausurveyved territory, shall,
as far as pracgeable, cause the section of
the country wnere it ig intended to allot
such berths to be run out into townships,
and such townships, when so surveyed,
shall constitute a timber berth: but the
Commissioner of Crown Lands may cause
such townships to be subdivided into ae
many timber berths as he may think prop-
er, and the berths or limits, when so sur-
veyed and set off, and all new berths or

limits in surveyed territory, shall be ex-.
picred and valued, and there offered for |

s#als by public auction at the upset price
aflixed by such valuation, at such time and
place, and ¢n such conditions, and by such
officer, as ths Commissicner of Crown
Lands shall direct, by rpublic notice for
that purpese, and shall be sold to the
highest bidder for cash at the time of
ER.IE'F.i e

Amongst those, continuel Mr. Hardy,
who voted for this motion of the present

members were Messrs, Meredith, Monk and

Tooley. (Ministerial applause )
Continuing, Mr. Hardy said hon. mem-
bers opposite often urged that if the time-
ber that had been sold had been allowed
to remain it would have been worth more
now than when (it was sold. He
suppoged it was irue, The same
argument would apply to many other
things, to all the farm lend in the coun-
try, for instance, and to everythinz that
was sold in a raw state. But ithose hon.
gentlemen who applied such an argument
to the timber sales made under the Mowat
Administration perhaps did not cull to
mind the fact that the same thing that-
applied to sules averaging £1,2060 a mile ap-

plied with far more force to the timber

sold for 50 cents a mile before Confedera-
tion, to the timber sold for $13 a mile he-
fore Confederation, and to the timber sold
at $260 a mile under the Sandfield Macdon-
ald Government. (Ministerial applause.)
There was no argament against the sales
of this Government that did no: apply
more sirongly (o the sales of previous
Governments, This was a progressive
question. It began in the early days of
the country. The Government of those
days sold timber and devoted :‘he rev-
cnue to developing the country. They did
not say to the settler : ** You n.ust not
buy land ; you must not cut timber for
fear Government will get a revenue to
expend in developing the country in other
directions. It remained for the late hon.
member for Toronto, Mr. H. E. Clarke. n
4 celebrated speech on the budget to put
forward the argument that the Govern-
ment should not dispose of its timber re-
sources nor add to its revenue by so do-
ing. Since then it had been argued again
and again by hon. gentlemen opposite,
but with no more effect on the peopl: of
the country than when it was first ad-

vanced two elections ago. It was neces-
sary to sell timber for different reasons—
as settlement progressed, as railwoys
come into the territory, as fire threatens.
Wherever settlement progressed there
would be fires. Take the sale of 1872 un-
der Mr. Scott, to which hon. gentlemen op-
posite were so fond of referring. Nobody
would say the timber would not have
brought more money if it could have been
saved until now. But what happened ?
The timber sold covered 05,000 _mllea.

stretching from Lake Superior alnma{ to | )

Lake Nipissing. Two devastating fires in
two years swept over that territory, de-
stroyving 2,00 miles of the tlpber out of
the 500 sold. Somebody lost, but it was
the purchaser, not the Gove ent. The
Government had been absolutely bound to
sell as settlement pro The Indus-
s of the country also manded it




