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1w, 13
P.C. 6087
Certified to be a tTue coOpy of a
PRIVY COURCIL Minute of e Meeting of the Committee
cg;r of the Privy Council, epproved by His
ARME Excelleney the (overnor General on the
CARADA 18 NOVEMBER 1951

The Committee of the Privy Council, on the
recommendation of the Minigter of Resources snd
Developmeant, advise thet a Compmission do issus
appointing Kenneth J. Christde, Kaquire, Chief
Mining Inspeetor of the Northweat Territories,

a Commissioner under Part I of the Inguiries
Aot, to inguire into and report upon the facta
concerning the ataking of certain areap, zurauant
to the Regulations for the Disposal of Pe roleus
and Natural Gas Rights the propaxrtr of the Crown
in the Northwest Territories and Yukon Territory,
and he appliocation for permits unier the said
Regulations for the seld area by ths Sun 01l
Company and California Standard Company apd any
other person, and to make suoh reocommendation

as he may consider proper, in the olrsumstances,

The Committes advise further that the said
Kenneth J. Christie, as suobh Commisaioner, and
subjeot to the approval of the Minister of
Resources and Developmsnt, be authorized to
ongage such clericel and teohniocal assistanoce
as may bs neocssavy fer the purpoaes of the said
Inquiry, and thet authority alao be granted for
the payment of such eleriocal and technical assig-
tance and the eotual travelling snd living expenues
of the said Kenneth J. Christis whilst engaged on
suoch Inquiry away from Ottawa for ahich the usual
detalled ascounta will be submitted; the Minister
having reported taet the payments for asslstence
and expenses ars to be charged tc tke sppropriation
of the Northern Administration .nd Lands Branch.

“N.A, Robertson®

Clerk of the Privy Counsil,

The Honourable
the Ministar of Hesouroces
and Development
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GENERAL SUMMARY

The first heering on this dispute was held in
Hay River, N.W.T, on November 30, 1951, My, JoM. Robertson
aoted as Counsel, and Mr, E.E. Gi1lbprt representcd Sun 041
Company. Mr. D.P. McLaws aoted ag Counsel and Mr, Jole
Lebel repressnted California Standard Compeny, Mr, F.J.
Gorle, the Clerk of the Court from Yollowknife, ecoted as
Court Reporter. Three witnesses eppeared for Sun 041
Company and four witnegses for California Standard Company,

Dr. Irwin, Supervigory Petroleum Engineer and
Resident Osologist at Ybllowkniro, oxamined all poats
and was aocompanied on these examinations by representatives
of both oompanies, 4 second hearing was held in Calgary
on December 7th to heer his evidence and, at thig time,
two witnesses wers recalled by Californie Standard and
thres by Sun 01l Co, Kr. J.D, Flannery was the Court
Kepcrter for this hearing,

In making this repart, I have dealt with both the
permiis that are under dispute and thoge which do not
confliot hut applications were made at the same time,

A detailed summary has beeu prepared on each permit area
with recommendations regarding disposal of gll areas,

Eaoh applicetion has veen carefully studied and the me *hod
of steking deduced from the evidence given at both hearings,
To racilitate interpretation or allotment o permit arcas,
a sketoh plen attached as an appendix has been Preparasagd,
Transoripts of the vvidence taken, as weli ag briefs
gubmitted by counsel for both oompanies, have been care-
fully considered and recommendations subsequently suggested
are based on those appliocations more closely adhering to
the Regulations for the disposel of Petroleum and Natural
Geas Kights in the Northwest Territories and the Yugcn,@c*
Territory, }
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Seotion *hree, paragraph two of th& Regulations,
states -« "Every such area whull be reotangular ip form,
the length being not greater :haﬁ three times 1t; breadth,
and may be staked in any direction; provided, however,
that where any area adjoins or is in olose proximity to
or is crossed by any important navigable river or rivers,
the smaller dimension of such arsa shall be in the general
direotion of such river, or should there be more than one
river, then in the general direction of the largsr river,"
The key word is "important®™ because i1t has been ruled that
similer rivers to the Hay River, are navigedble, However,
our Regulations under Section 8 paragraph (e) (1) olearly
state thLat side posts are required to referencz a wravelled
road or water rouls. In my opinion, that seotion of the
Hay Rivor in proximity to these per=.¢ ereas, is a water
route and should be aide-posted.

Conaiderable emphasis has been gubmi tted on the
faot thet there is & poesitility of the lsgel posts of the
permit arean staked by Sun 01l Company being located cutside
the Northwegt Territoriss and in the Provincs of Albertis.
From all the informetion thal was avalleble and obteined
by this Company from the Surveyor General of Canada, I would
say that a sincere effort was mads to locate the postas
exaotly on the 80th parallel and,_until gicn time as the
official boundary ia fixed by 1e§£91ation, the exact
location of these posts cannot be determined, This will
teke from two to three years, Then, another item to be
amsldered is the 100=-foot strip aleng the boundary with
r. served surface rights. In that only mineral rights are
being considered, I am of the opinion that this reservation
should not affeot this ocase.

Mounding of posts is required by the regulations,

and the only posts that were mounded were those by Sun 011

Company on their permits, Your, Five and 8ix. In the

-
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evidenoce given, it appeared that moundipg was considered
useless in this area. I disegree for the following reasons:-
(a) Primarily, a mound is used to indicate the location
of a post or to serve as a marker, Contrary to
the belief that mounding with muskeg material
serves nc useful purposa)beoause,the mounds
disappear, it has been my experience that a moumd
of this nature remains for much longer periods
of time tlhian sard or earth mounds,
(b) Mounding is a meens of fire proteotion for wooden
| posts, and even if the post is burned usually the
mound remains. |
In the case of Califcrnia Standerd Company staking
permit areas, in none of their applioat;ona did they show
an individuel explanatory sketoh plan indicating the position
of the corners with the legal posts and direction of reference
lines. Rather, they showed thes corners on a topographio map
acoompanying a set of =pplications, which can be acoepted

but 1s not in striot acoordance with the regulations.

CONCLUSION

The evidenoce given by Fraser and Boyle (Sun 01l Company)
at Hay River contradiots their evidence in Calgary, whioch
leads me to doudt the veracity of several statemsnts mads,
espeocially by Fragser. The applisations received would
indicate that Sun 0il Compeny employees hLud - better knowledge
of the regulaticns than the dppbaing Company « :, from all
appearances, falled t» cheok their applications for errors.

The evidenoe given by Dr, Irwin, who examined all posts,
was extremely valuable and mush oredit is due him for his

untiring efforts in the examinatior of the ureas.
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P.mt. “" M. “. r-l
— 290804 _aDRlioationa

A esoaferense was held in the Depusy Mimiater's
affies en Octeber 16th with B.R. Gilbers of Sun
01l Go. im attenianse, As & resuls of this
meating it wes deenod advisadle %o phems Dr. G.M,

- Furadval of cgnrmn. Standard and advigs him

that a sonfliet existed betwoen the permits "A®
"B" ¥E® “F* gnag Numbors Ome and Two paruite of
Buk 0Ll Go., although Number One amd Ywe weze
prior stakings dy a fow hours., The :;ouon for
sdvising Dr. Puraival w;ﬁ tue antisipation or
eR smicable nmonnt ponu.ly boing ruohod
tetwasen the m oommlu. . .

It appears %o me Mt,ca&&foixmu,mm ,
took pdvantege ef this informatiop apnd then sub~
mitted the seoend sed of appuga‘ttons for shose
perait areas whioh, ‘uthm’gh they hed béon sheked
pricr to the fiwst mt pf appuuuma received
for the same areag, my uro mt nuoraod. 'l'hil
1s dome out by the gtaker's own almissioa (po)oﬂhw
Hey River hoe.rinc @rnmript of ovu«mo) wieré
Barten nwtn that tho rororauu uun wre only sut
for 200 feet aromnd 'chn po-tu phmua on Ootsher 1&5.
Then at & later date (ﬂu wm: following Geteber 1Sth)
the referenss limes wers eu’, for the sseond set of
@pplisations urt‘or wprd had boén reseived that
$hass sreas eoaflieded.with Sna 01l Company stakingse
This poiat alone Mab oaly 800 feoh ef refeyenws
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lines had originally beem out and later elearsd for
8,000 feet after 1t was learnsd that the areas were
in sonfliot, in my opirion, is suffielent evidenoe
not Qo grant these applieations, |

No side posts ~sre used for applioations A~%, B-3
and Vo8, .

Posts not mounded,

Beconmendations:

Completely disregard this sesond set of upplieatson-
for permits A-8, B-8, K-8 and F-2 primerily beeaune
of para 1 above, |

By diasregarding these spplications, prlprity of

future stekings of thome portions of aress not under
sonfliot should be dased on the rirst set bf appli-
cations reosived and entersd aa exhidbits “"A™ "B" "0

*D* "E® end "F,

ATea ip pot reetangular in ahage, but 18 srispguler.
Terait avea doos 2ot aido poat the road-or thn‘rivqro.

Post mot meunded, although locatod in a saddy area,

This -pplicutign'oinnot be sosapted by virtue of i¢s
shepe and the area is improperly staked,

PARGIT_ABEA X"

rlrn%'uat of sppiications reqoived in Ottewa.

melmumz&

le

i AT 48 mm is shape . (wt off ea mﬂauﬁ

| awpez by Youpdary).
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¥ A ARD COMP Cont'd

No side posts were used to reference the roall or the
river,

Dr. Irwin's testimony reveals that the refei‘ence line
running southwest from the corner post (#s stated in
the desoription) was 1760 feet in length and not the
required 2,000 feet,

The desoription ip con%radictory in that the referenoe
line as desoribed is parallel and not perpendicular

to the Hay River,

Post not mournded,

Reocommendations:

Por the ressons atated above, the applieation sannot
be aecepied, | -

That portion of the aree, not in confliet wita the
ovher eompeny, should be granted to the California
Standard Company, providing they properly re-stake
the area and then submit their epplicavion, This,

of course, being subjeot to staking Yy a third party,.

PERMIT AREA "C®

HOT UNDER DISPUTE,
Btaked by J.V. Barton, Ogtober 2, 1951 - 1:56 P M,

le

Se

4

The desoription with this application reads that the
reference line 1is pcrpsndioular to the Hay River and
runs Scuth BY7°K,

Dr., Irwin's sxamination of the posts digoloses that a
reference line has been properly ocut north eastward
from C~=3,

No pide prats were uged to post the highway or the Hay
River,

Post not mounded,
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CALIFORNIA STANDARD COMPANY (Cont'd,)

l.
3.

3.

Reoommendations:

Refuse to accept thia application. N
Return application to the Company and have them ocorrect
their desoription to coinocide with the area that has |
been staked on the ground, using the reference line
ranning northeast,

Providing the Company post the road and river with
mounded side pcsts, then, if the appliocation is satis-
faotory, grant them this area aubjoot to a third party

having staked the same area,

FERMIT /0% "D

ROT UNDEE DISPUTE,
gtakad by IV, Barton, Qotober 2, 19351,

le

&,

Je

l.

8,

)

Demoription in applieation reads that the relerened
1ine liies northesaterly.

Dr. Irwin'e temtimony revealas that a reference line
has besn ut northessterly wnd one nortiwsesterly,
2,000 feet in leongth uwnd 6 feec In width,

Poet not mounded,

Revommeadations:

Returp this applicsetion to the Company and have them
ghow the eornexs of the permit as per appendix "A"
of the regulations, then re-submit thia application
and 1f satisfaetory, lesue an expiﬁratogy permit,
Allc:  the Company thirty dsys to mound their posts

{not with snow},

PERMIT AREA *L"

Btaked by J,V, Barton, Votover 2, 1951 ~ 2:15 P,

Dr. Irwin's testimon; reveals that the reference line

running northwest as per desoription is of proper
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CALIFORNIA STANDARD COMFANY (Cont'd,)

‘3.

i,

8o

length and width,
Post is not mounded,
Skotches do not show corners of permit 8 (4) apd

location of reference line,

Reooggggdat;ggg:

Aocept this application after it has been returned to
the Company %o prapare and submit prope> sketches of
the area, in aeevrdance with the regulaticns.

Allow the Conpnny'ﬁhirty days to mound their pogt

(not with snow).,

T "

First set of applisations recsived in Ottaws,

Bteked by J.V, Barton, Ootober 2, 1951 ~ 6:10 P.M,

i

Be

S

le

2,

Dr. irwin's evidence shows that the refersnse line is
1810 reet in length and 8 foet wide. To me this is a
minor error on the part of the appliocent in that the
lire 1m 90 feet whort,

There are no side poste to reference the highway. X
ccngider this a major error in steking this permit area,
Sun 01l Company's permit wrea Number Two was staked
prlor to this application, |

Post not mounded,

Reoommendetions:

Dus t0 3 and 3 above, this application should not be
aoccepted, ' _

Thet ﬁorﬁion of the permit area not ip confliot eould
be digposed of by tender. |
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CALTPORNIA STANDARD GOMPANY (Cont'd,)

PERMIT AREA "g"
Staked by 7.V, Jarton, Ootoder 2, 1951 - 5:5C .M,

le Area is ot rectangular in shape, but trianguler,

2, Post not mounded.

3. Post reads 16 W, whereas, dasofiption'readswls W along
the boundary,

4., Area is covered hy prior stakers,

Recommendations:
This application cannot be acoepted under the regulations

by virtue of its shape,

PERMIT AREA "H"

Btaked by G,J, Hawking, Ogtober 11, 1951 = 11340 AcM,

le Area is irregular in shape, which is vontrary to the
regulations,

2, Sketeh with applications shows that post is= marked
1) miles southwest, whersas, only approximately 1500
feet lies within the Northwest Territories,

Je Sketehes do not show the position of the corners of
the psrmit,

4, Post 1a not mounded.

Ragonmanggt;ong:

Refuse to ancept this application for the reasons

atuted above,

PLRMIT ARFA "I"

Staked by G.J, Hawking, October 1ll, 1951 = 1:10 P,
l, The application appears satisfeotory with the exeeption

that 1 A.M. appears on the post, Th’., is considered
a very minor mistake,

4, The post is not mounded, but when considering that
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CALIFORNIA STANDARD COMPANY (Cont'd,)

neither Gompany mounded any posts, exocepting ggélby
Sun 011 Oomphny, both Compenies falled to comply
entirely with the regulations in this respect,

() 0 ong:
le This application cannot be accepted bscause Sun 01l
Company staked a portion of the same arsa prior to
this applicant's staking, nnnnly area nulbor foure
2, That portion of "I" conrliotina with thrnb skould 80 to
California Standard, but the area in three is triangular
and less than 32,000 «:res. It could be disposed of by

tender,

PERMIT AREA "J®
gteked by G,J, Huwkjus, October 12, 1951 « 10:30 Aoy
le There i® a Alsorepancy bdetwsen the insoription on the

post and the application of one hour and ten minutes,
vhioh 1s obviously an errox in recarding,

8o Other than mounding a: showing the cornera of the
permit area, the application 1s satisfactory,

3o The refersnce line isa satisfastory, but rums in the

 @rection of the shortest side,

4. This srea confliota with Sun 011 Company's areas two,
three and four. “he major purtién oonflicting with
three. Howaver, permit three reference line is %00
short, (see Sun 011 Co. Perait ?hrfo)'-hich, in my

opinion, is a greater contraventios of the rogulgticns.

Reoompendationg:

is Retura the upplioition to the 6pupgny fox eorrection
A% per para )l and 3 abbv'; thea, Whea eubaitted, if
satiefrstory, grant this ares to the applioaant,

8¢ Allow the Company thirsy days io'prqptrly'-ounl
the post (mot with snow),
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ALIFORN STAND ‘c . (Cont!
2@3&3 AREA "P" .

Staked by D.A, Pounder, Octoher 3, 1951 -~ 10:00 AoM,

le Dr. Irwin states that there ar¢ two reference lines
but neither is cut for the full 2,000 feot as pres-
oribed by the regulations. The reference line for
this permit runs southeest, but Dr, Irwin states that
it is only 11R0 feet in length ana nof the required
6 feot in wi.th,

Lo Poat‘ia not mounded,

Reco 4 3

ls The eonflioting permits 5 and 6 and a smal: portion
of 4 were stékod in acoordance with the r: sulations
with oomplete refersncs lines - wo unded posts, thore-
fore, I would reccummsnd that permit area “P" not Le
acoopied,

‘e If properly re-staked %o sontain s regule™ area not
less than 32,000 scras, th@ aﬁéxgaﬁauld &0 to Californis
Stendard Company., Apy portions remsining outside the

regu’ . shaped ares could be disposed of by tender,

PERMIT AREA "Q*
Staked by DyA, Pounder, October 3, 183) ~ 9:45 A.M,

la Dr, Irwin's ~-.mination revealed thet there wanm a

refersnce line common to "P" but reference line as
shown on application sketoh d@n not exist (in lake),

2., Pormit area is ir-eguler in akapémdh& intentionally
staked in this manner (not nooording to ragulabionn)a'

3. Entire perwit area wiih the four cornnra 1; aa:fmhowniﬂwn

glving detailed oornor pout akutoh.~5;
all applications of Oalirornia Stnndnr& Y per '
end is not a serious error 1n that a;{« T&bhién;Q§§ V”“
was supplied showing permit areas. gt B

4, No mounding.
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b.AY) ST, D _CoO Cont'a

Recommendations:

l. It would be impossible for any other individual to fina
the permit area bessuse of the laock of a reference line,
Also, the staking of this area is contrery to Seotion
S para (2),

I would recommend that tris appliocation ve refused for
. the reasons wentioned sbove,

1. Not under d1spute, therefors, mot entered as an exhibit
at hetringn. B N e g

‘s Dr, trwin'a @xaulnatxon of poats, féﬂng‘%mraringt‘linc'
haé been cus, | | |

So Skwteh plan on topographio map supplied by Californis
Stendard shows this area o be "T", but demoription
£ deteil sketoh show areaas "U", which compares with
the post on the ground. Sketoh shows refereice line
in lake but evidemoe aiven by Pounder that line wap
cat tntquah tiﬁbn#.

4. Post not mounded,

Bﬂﬁﬁmmwaﬁdi&ﬂal

R topr 3yplia;tion tn the Company and have them o hange
hely uke&eh plan tﬂ coincide with their own degoription
and detailed plan ot %he posts, They should also incor-

porate devail plen with sketoh plan showing markings |

on post and reference line,

Desoription subjeot to approval the Surveyor General,

Allow thisty days to mound the posts,
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CALIFORNIA STINDARD COMPANY (Cont'd,)

PERMIT ARLA "T"

Stexed by D,A, Founder, October 5, 1951 - 10:20 AM,

1,
2.

3.

4.

le

Se

4.

Dr, Irwin's testimony - no referenoce line,

Steker says that referenoce line lies in the unnamed
leke. He stated that the reference line rean S.W,.
then, upon further questioning, he said thet it ran
N,W, In sither oase, the reference line lies in

the unnumcd l=ka, Application shows line N,W,

The Regulations rule that a'roreranoo line must be
out 6 fuest wide and 2,000 feet 1n‘langth. Ir it

was found impossible to put in a legal post et this
locution, referenced by a ocut line, & side post coulad
have been used where no laeke interfered. In my
opinion, this was not an honeat attempt to stake the
permit ocorrectly, es 1t would appear that the staker
used the lake as an excuse not to out a reference line,

No mounding,

Recommendantionn:
Refuse to acocept application for permit area “T" frow
Calitornia Standers Co. and do not issue them a permit

in the name of D,A. Pounder,

PERMIT AREA "S"
o E.E October 3, 1951 = 3:15 F,M,

in the application, the area 18 irregular in shape
contrary to Section 3 (2).

Dr. Irwin testifies that reference line is 650 foet in
lengti,

Detailed sketah scoompanying appliocation taokes in the
Provinoe of Alberta, whereas, desoription shows the
irregular ;ron was intentionally staked in this manner.

No mounding.
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CALIFORNIA STANDAGD CGOMYANY (Qont'd

Regommendationg:
Due to reasons stated, especially para 1, refuse

application,

PIRMIT AREA "S-17
Staked by E.E, Pelyer, Ootober 3, 1951 - 2:50 Pl

1, Ares 1s less than 32,000 aores (lB 000), This 1s
oontrary to Section 3 ().

£, Area is triangular in ahapu, whioh is oontrlry to
Seetion 3 (2),

3. Evidensce shows that the ares was intentionally steked
in a triangular shaps.

4. Post not mounded.

Recommendation:

Refuse tc accept application in view of ahove,

Steked by X,E, Telzer, Ogtober S, 1951 - 3:00 P.M,

1, Reference line lies 1n,§hainnnnmnd lake for the entire
2,000 feet; thus, is ﬁﬁﬁﬁa@?kod on the ground,

8, Post is not mounded, o

- B Rntlxo permit ares with,&auaription of post detalls

~v«npt_nhavn on same sketch in upp;;ogtion.

" & Above items all brought out ab Hay River hearing.

Regommendations:
Refuse to ascaept application because of lmproper

stakinge.
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CaLIIVENTA STWUDATD CoMELLY (Cont'd,)

TERLIT AREA "R"™
HOT UNDLR SIouUTh.

Staked by E.f, Pelzer., October 5,_1951 ~ 3:30 P.M,

l, Evidence shows that 25 to 30 feet of the reference
line liss on land und the balanoe in the unnamed leve,

2, The area is not reotanguler in shape.

Rooommegdat;ogg:

Refuse to accept this application besause of

irregular shapsd area,

PERMIT AREA "y©
NOT' UNDER DISYUTE - BUY STACED AT SAME 1TIME AS OTIER PERMITS

Staeked by G,J, Hawkins, October 4, 1951, - 2:50 ¥ .M,
l. No side pests et the intersection of the Kakisa River,

but tle permit Goes not include the river,

£+ Desoription reads that reference line runs southvest,
Dr, Irwin states that the line runs e few hundred reet
and then hits open muskeg, with no mounds to reference
the liné. Under the circumstances, oonsiderings the time
of year 1t may have been impossible to cross this muskeg
to erest mounds,

Jde Yost not mounded._

Regommendations:

Accept application subject to:

‘a) Returning application to Comvany so that entire
permit area suicwn on a plan with the corner post
in deteall,

(b) Mounds in muskeg and mound at post be made plainly
visible on ths roference “134.'110, within thir?x;;ﬁ;\ﬁ;ys.

o
' -
B .
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CALIFORNIA STAMDARD COMANY (Cont'd,)

NOT UNDER DISPUTE
Staked by G.J, Hawking - 2;05 I'oM,

1,

2,

S

1.

2o

Dr, Irwin's testimony reveals that the southeast
reference line runs only a lew hundred feet into

open muskeg and not mounded by markers,

Desoription in application states that the reference
14ne runs south 57° Kast for 1,000 feet marked on

the ground, then 1,000 feet into Kakisa River., Actually,
Kakisa River is to the southwest of post C-3s

Post not mounded.

Besommendations:

Permit is impropsrly staked and this application should
not be accepted.

Allow the Company to re-stake the erea properly and, 1f
thes + application 1s satisfactory, then grant them the

area, provided that no third party hes steked the area

in the meantime,

PERMIT AREA K"

NOT UNDER DISFUTE.
gtaked by 0,3, Hewking, Ootober 4, 1951 = 8:15 P.M,

i

.

Dr. Irwin states there ar¢ no reference lines for

?axmtt "x-.‘

In donuription, Hnwkins atates that the reference line

*~\11la 1u thn Kakira River.

4.

e

. gtated above. -

g,

Recommendations:

‘Allow the Ooupany to rO-HMJ

Rhttxonao line not "marked on the ground®

Post not mounded,

Refuse to aocopﬁ\#ﬁ%éfﬁpglioat;on fdr the reasons

third party hnving utakud the lraa. And it Calirorniu

Standard's application is antiuraotory, grant them this area,
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CALTFORNIA STANDARD COMPANY (Cont'd,)
NOT UNDER DISPUTE.

Staked by G.J, Hawkins, Ootoher 4, 1951 = 2:25 PeMg
1. Reterence line s&s per testimony and application

show that the line runs into Kakisa River and
{s not marked on the ground.

2. Post not mounded.

Regommerdetions:

1, For above rsasous, the permit is {mproperly staked
and this application should be refueed,

2., Allow Company %o r&~aﬁut¢ this erea properly end
4f their epplicetion 1s gatisfaotory, then grant
them the permit, subjeot to a third party staking

the area in the msantine,

ﬂﬂ-“—--u--ﬂ—ﬂ-‘“

(») 0J), COMP

PERMILT AREA NUMEER ONE
gteked by E,C. Fraser for Sun 011 Co., Ootober 2, 1951
et 11:30 AMy

1, From Fraser's statements there 1s reasonable doubt
that post S-8 was erected on October 2, 1951, or
1f it were erected, it could have been knocked down
and later re-erected,
Regardless of the status of this post, in my
opinion, the ocormer post C~3 references the pexmit,

8., This permit area was staked prior to the applioations
wrked as Exhibits A, B, E, F.

S. A ruling by Department of Justioe desoribes the
Hay River as & navigable rivor‘and, in my opinien,
this seotion of the river is a water routs and
should be side posted.

4, FPosts were not mounded.

8. Reference line is only 1572 feet longe
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SuN OIL COMPANY (Cont'd,)

Recommsndationg: *
ls Refuss to acoept this application,

2, This application confliots with Pernit'nrea "E"™ whiech
was staked later but, with the exception of mounding
(which applies equully to both companies) permit area
"8"™ was more oclosely staked in compliance with the
regulations. That portion not conflioting with "E®
of permit one qhould be granted to Sun 0il Company
providing they re-stake an area, regular in shape
and in sompliance with the regulations , subjeot
to = third party's staking, Any irregular areas
left from such staking could be dispoacd of by tender,

PERMIT ARFEA NUMBER TWO
Staked by E,C. Fraser for Sun 0il Co,, Ootober 2 1951,

le The referonce line is 1572 feet long and not the
required 2,000 feet in length as pér Dr. Irwin's
evidense (p. ll Celgary).

2+ Thia staking is prior to the oonrlibting*pormit bd &
vhich permit is referenced by a line 1910 feet in
length but has no side posts to reference the road,
This area (No.s) does not reqnir. side poats due to

. the nlthod of ttnk&ng. '
3, Poat 1- nbt nnunﬁea.

le The ;ffiidh$ion oannot be accepted in its present form,
Ge ~ As to dimposal of thn aroa, I would recommend that if
pr0por1y t5aked and atheot to third party interests,
all or thia ares with tho uxGOption of a small triangular
paresl ¢0ﬁrlict1n¢ wi th "l" nt the northwest corner,
when strked ard a untiaractory gpplioution submitted,
be granted BSum 0il Co, It 1: my opinion that the manner
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SUN OIL COMPANY (Cont'd,)

of staking this areca in addition to priority, more
closely followa the regulations than area "F" whioch
reference line vwas slightly short but did not reference
the road with side posts.

Neither Couwpany mcunded tl'.elr posts,

Permit "G" 1s irreguler in shape and therefore cannot

be considered,

PLRMIT AREA NUMBER THRER

Staked by O'How t'or Sun 01l Co. -~ Oct., 6, 1951

1,

A

3e

Qot, 7, 1851 (proven}
This permit steked prior to other conflicting permits.
Application reads Oct. 6th,, but in the evidence
(p. 32 Calgary) Fraser states that it was staked Oct, 7th,
Reference line aoccording to Dr. Irwin's testimony is
only 1500 feet in length (pe. 11 Caluary hearing).
Sketoh accompanyine application shows P.M, 502 survey
point lying south of the post C-2, wherens, their
sKetch shows that

allidaritwtatens the legal post C-2 1s south of the
Survey Post., Dr, Irwin testifies that the legal post
is souti of the survey post (p.o. £0-22 Calgary heariug).

An attewpt was made by Counsel of the opposing
Company to prove that tlhis legal post is south of the
60th parsllel (p. 22 Calgary hearing). Tuis Company
made every effort to obtain full information on the
exeot location of the boundary line for ali thelr
permit arvas along the border, frcm the Surveyor (eneral,
and staked their permit areus accordingly w;th a surveyor
cheoking tne staking (Mr, Boyle). &t the present time,
the exact bofder line nas not been determined and only
a preliminury line exists, it was from this preliminary
line that the caloulutions were made by this Company
to detvermine the exact boundary line, 1n cheoking with

the Surveyoxr udcneral, it has been found that a survey
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SUN OIL COMPANY (Oont'g,l

is pPresently heing conducted to fix the oxact boundary,
but 1t may take two to three years before the offiocial
boundary line is set.

4. Reference line 1s only 1500 feet in length,

S¢ Pomt not mounded,

Regommepdationg:

l, Refuse to accept application,

T A_NUMBER FO
by & Ogtobe 1951
le Dr, Irwin testifies the reference line is satisfaoctory,
2. Post ip mounded, ’
3¢ Typographiocal error in last lines of desoription,

Grant Sun 011 Company this area with the exception

of the smal) portion overlapped by Permit mJv of
California Standarqd, ‘

PERMIT AREA NUMBER FIVE
R or, Octod =83 p _
1. Post 18 1/8" too small, but this 18 very mfnor because
there g the Possibility that a -tandt;ﬁ 4" post oould
Rot be obtained from the trees in ‘the vioinity,
8+ Post is mounded, ‘
8; Dr. Irwin testifics that reference line 18 satisfaotory

(Pc 11, Gllsu'y).

Becommepdetiony:

Anoopt.uppliontion end grant Sun 041 Co. this area,
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JUN OTL CGONI ANY (Cont'de)

PERMIT AREA ITUAMALR 3TX

Staked by K.L, Boyvle, Oot. ver 4, 1951,

lo

2.
3e

4.

Reference line satisfactory (coincides with 6th neridian
previously cleared).

Post was mounded laters

Area 18 seven acres below minimum requirement, in the
application but in evidence given at Hay River (p.l6)
witness siates that area is 31,993 acres nore Or less,
There are neversl hills in the erea, cnd I believe that
the area is mctually greater than 21,993 acres.

Applioation i3 satisfectory.

Recommendations:

Grant Sun 0il Co. this Permit area,

PERMIT AREA NUMBLR SLVEN

c+aked by k,C, fraser, October 5, 1951,

1.

Qe

Se

This location of legal posts for areas 7 and 8 has a
common reference line which 1is satisfaotory.

Dr. Irwin's testimony reveals that both posts are not
fully inseribed, "permit Seven. Legal post C-3. Per
epplication except it {s insorived 9,11 N instead of

10 M and 1:00 I'.M. instead of 2:00 + M, a8 in the appli-
cation., The post has pioyar dimensions except squared

to 3" x 3%. No mounding. Refercnce line is 2,000 feet
long and 6 feet wide, - the reference line is northward.”
There is a great deal of contredictiorn in the evidenoce
civen by Fraser at lay River and then &t Calgury concerning
the staking of permits 7 and 8, which leads me to doubt
the veracity of this witness's statements,

~
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Pege 14, Hay RPiver -« - - -

Q: How long after you had inscribed the post 4id you
mark it?

A: Within a minute - - - - gto,

Pages 35 & 36, Calgary - - -;

Q: Is it true to say that what iou 314 on thet day,
on the 8th, was what you previously desoribed was
done on the Bth?

A: That 18 ccrrect « - - - g¢to,

The epplication is satisfaotory, dut ﬁhe muzrkings on

the post do not correspond to the appliocation,

Post is not mounded,

) ationg:
Return applioastion and have it changed to ocorrespond
with the post. Then, ir satisfactory, grant Sun 011l

0o, this permit area.

Allow a period of tidrty days to have the post propurly

mounded, (not with anow),

PERMIT AREA NUMBER EIGHT

Staked by E,C, Yrager, October 5, 1951,

le

24
Se

4.

1.

Dr, Irwin testifies that the insoription on the poat doel
not ocorrespond to the applications, also, that C-2 is
omitted, (Page 13 Calgery hearing).

Reference line is satisfaotory,

Cortradictory evidenoce was given by the staker

(see Pormit #7),

Poat 18 not noﬁndod.

Reggggogdtggng:

Return application to the Company and have it changed to
correspond with the inseription on the post.
Allow a period of thirty days to have the post properliy

mounded (not with snow),
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RECOMMEND ATIONS

Appendix "a" to this report, graphically shows

the recommended disposal of permit areas whioh fall into

four olassificailons:- )

ls Areas staked satisfactorily. In the case ef Sun

011 Company permits "Four”, "Five” and "3ix", these
ocould be avoepted ia their present form. However,
in the case of California Stendard Company, areas
"B" and "J", these applieations should be returned
to the Company for minor ocorrections, and I would
suggost that a period of thirty deys be allowed this
Company to properly mc'nd their posts, )

84 Areas whioh do not eonform striotly to the Regulations
but require applications to de returned to the
companies ooncernsd for carreations, allowing a
thirty day period for mounding of posts,

3+ Areas given a priority for re-staking due to the
manner in whioch the originel staking was perfo.med,
Priority is suggested to avoid a'"sﬁaking rush"
when a declsion is reached. This applies to Sun
011 Company Permit Areas "Ope" and "Two™ and
California Standard Company Permit Areas "B"
ch QIN lp" md ﬂw&. '

Upon re-staking, the Companies. conosrned
will be required to properly stake regular shaped
areas in striot accordance with the Regulations.
This oleassifiocation of areas should be made subjeot
0o third party interssts steking in the meantime.,

4. Areas not given any priority because of improper

at‘kin&.
) pd / .
‘A QW
K.J. CHRISTIE.

()
%
K. J. CHRISTIE E»




