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TO ENQUIRE TWO A DI SPM AEtISIN OUT OF
APPLICATIONS BY CALIFORNIA STAI+TDA.HD CO, AND SUN
OI L CC , TO EXPLORE FOR PETROLEUM & NATURAL GAS
ON CERTAIN LANDS WITHIN THE NORTHWEST TERRITORIES
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3 . 8ubmis sion by Counso l for lall.farni a S%anC'. ,~rd la,
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PRXV?' COUNCIL Minute of e Meeting of the Con as.ttee

COAT of the Privy Covuaoil, eppraved by His

of
ARW Zxoellenoy the 0overaor C3eneraï on The

S3A)WA 1s NOY$MBLR 1951

The Comm9lticee of the Pri vy 'Counail, on the

reeomimAndation of the M.ini+dter or ilesourcen and
Dere lcapm ,nt, advi se that a Copui seian do issue
mppointing Kenneth a . Ckrietiie, leqtui re, ChiefMiniag i ngpeetor of the Northwest Territories,
a Comaiaeioner unibx ï' ar tr I of the Inquiries
Act, to inqui re into and report ' upon the f a®ta
oo aoern9.ng the staking of certeinsaurees , pUr eUs.nt
to ths ReNule,tions for the Ai sposa l of P*trOl* uu
and Naturnl Gan Rights the pr opert .v of the C+rm tt

in the Northwest Teraritorie s and Yukon Territor3► c
and the appiioat ion for pe ta unler t he snid
Regulatione for the said area b y the Sun C1i l
Company and Cn1 iforn:a Standard Company an4 any

other person, and to make euoh reo eu detioo

an he may ooneide r propsr , in the oirau®,stnnoe® o

The Committee adv1 se further that the said

Kenneth ; . Christie, an su,ah Co ssiae.er, and
su bleot to the approv e. l of the Mi nister of
Re eonroe s and Deve lopem► nt , b e authorized to

anga,ge such c l .e rioel and te®hn,i.oal aes9.stanoe
as may be ne®o rme y for the pvrposee o f the said
Inqui r y , and that authority also be gran ted f or

thfa paymut of suoh eleria al and technical nssie.-
tanoe and the aotual travelling and living exp ens®s

of the se ,td Kennetb, J . Christie whil et engaged on

such Inquiry away from Ottnwa for -xhioh the usual

d etei .ied aeoounte will be submi tted ; the Minister
having rapar ted the,t the pa nte for assistance
and exp enses are to be ob. ►ixged to the npprop .-%%iet JLon

of the North®rn Administration i nd Lands Branoh .

aN .A,o Robertson*

Cl erk of the Privy Counc il ®

Thé Na nou rab le
the Ml.ni rtar or he souxoe •

and Derelopwe At
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The tiret hearing on this dispute wae held in
Blay River, x•w .T9 on November 30, 1951, W- . J•jt. Robertson
aoted as Couneel, and ldr, Z .E . Gi1b9rti represented Sun Oil
Compan;r. Nxr . D .p . MoLawa eoted as Counsel and 1âr .
Lebel represrnted California Standard Company . mr , ra .
üorle, the Clerk of the Court from %llowkni#'e, e,oted as

Court Reporter . Three witneesee appe4ped for Sun 0il
Company and four witnesae s for California Standard Company,

Dr . Irwin, Supe ;yisory Petroleum Engineer and
Reeident Gleolc► diet at Yellowknif®, examined all post e
and was

aooompanied on these examination® by repreesntat ive®
of both ®ompanie s . A second hearing was he ld in Calgary
on Deoeraber 7th to hear his evidence and, at this time

a
two xi taeeses were reoalle d by Californi a Standard and
three by Sun Oil Co„ Kr . J' . Do Flannery was the Court
RepGrter for this hearing .

In making thi s rePor$, I have dealt with bo th the
permits that are uader dierute and thome which do not
oonfliot but appl ioations were made at the same t ime ,a
A d e tailed summary has been pâ epared on each permi t area
wi th reoommendatione regarding disposal of all a,rea s „
Eaoh application has been oare full.y studied and the method
of staking deduoed from the evidence gi ven at both heaaringae
To facilitate interpr®tati on of allotment of permit arL& s 'd sketch plan attached as an appendix has been prepared .Transcripts of the bvidenoe ta ken, as wel i as briefe
submitted by oouns®1 for both oompanie e, have b+aen, oare -
fully ooneidered and reoommenda.tion$ subsequently sugge8ted
are baa* d on thoMe applioatione more alopely adhering to
the Regu lat1ona for the disposal of Petraleum and tli aturalGaa Ri ghts in the Northwest Territories and the X4ko~a
Terri,to ryM
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section three, paragraph two or the Regulations o

states .. "Rvery such area àhall be rectangular in fora ,

the length being not greater whan three time s its breadth s

and may be staked in any direction ; proviQed, however,

that where any are a adjoins or in in close proximi ty to

or i s crossed by any ilitportant navigable river or rivers,

the smaller dimension of such area shall be In the general

direction of alah river, or should there be more than one

river, then in the general direction of the larger river ."

The key word Is "importamt°" beoause it has been ruled that

similar rivers to the Ray River, are navigable . Howover,

our Regulations under Section 8 paragraph (s) (i) clearly

state that side pQst® are required to refereno p, a txayell.ed

M~ or water t** In my opinion , that, section of the

Ray Riv* r in proximity to the se pe rw_l c area.s, i s a water

route and should be side-posteQ o

Considerab le emphasis ha s been s ubmi tted on the

fact that there i s & possibi lity of the le gal post s of the

permit area~; 3teke d by Sun oil Company being located osatside

the Northwest Territories and in the Provinc* of Alberta .

From all th e information that was avai] able and obtained,

by this Company from the Surveyor General of Canada, I would

may that a sinoere effort was made to looate the posta

exaotly on the 60th parallel and, wn.til s~cn time an the

official boundary i s fi xed b y legisletion g the e xao t

location of these posts cannot be deterainedo This will

take from two to thxee Years . Then, another i tem to be

o insidered is the lo®«»foot strip along the boundary with

r;: eer,►ed surface rights . In that only mineral r ights are

be ing ®one idered, I am of the opinion that this reservation

should not a2'feot this Case*

Moundiarr ►g of post s is required by the regulations,

and the only posts that were mounded were those by SUU Oil

Company on their permits, Youur , Yiv e and SïX . In the
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evidenoe given, it appeared that moundi ag was considered

useless in this area . I dise.gree for the following reasons :-
(a) Primarily, a mound is used to indioate the location

of a post or to serve as a marker s Contrary to

the belief that mounding with muskeg material

serves no useful purpose beoauee , the mounds

df sappe ar , i t has been my experience that a mound

of thi s nature remains for much longer pe riods

of time than eand or earth xounds .

(b) Mounding is a meens of fire protection for wooden

postz , and even if the post is burned usually the

aound r eiaai n.s o

In the oa,se of California Standard Company staking
permit aree.s, in none of tfaeir applications d id they ahaw
an individual e xple.natory, ssketch plan indi-iating the position
of the corners with the legal posts and direction of referen®e

li nesa Rather, they showed the corners on a topographic map
accompanying a set of opplication®, whioh can be acaepte d

but is not in strict aefoordaanae with the ragul.atio ns .

CONCLUSION

The evidenc e given b y rraeer and Boyle (Sun Of 1 Company)
at Bay River oontradicts their evidence in Calgary, which
leads me to doubt the veracity of se v eral statements made,

especially by Fra ser . The appli oations received ïwoul4

indicate that Sun Oi l Company cm plUyees had ~° better knowledge

of the regalatiQns than the opvpâsin.g Comp any f rom all

appearances, fai led to check their applications for errors*
The evidenoe given by Dr, Irwin, who exacnined all posts,

was extremely valuable and much credit i s due him for his

untiring e fforts in the examination of the tireaeQ
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Mol1ng it vas 4tomINi►d a4vi Ilablil %0 MOM I â" . G .M.

YUâ~va1 o!' QaUfoartaia ~taw~a.r~ oao/l aAvt au bis
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O
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e •
•
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. . .
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19.neo► had originally beeo ► out s" latar eleareâ for

d , 00ta feet after it was ltearmd that the arase ver*
la eoafliot, in MW opi.al►oe► . 1• eafieie.at evideaoe

~tot ~o ~at~t theee appl~,eations•

ne go aide poste Pmre used for upplioatioas Aou _ 9 Jk-S.

and Y•d ..

i* Posta not a0u.nâed0

1. CosVletely diaredard this second set of &ppl1oata.GA4
for po► s nits A4 , " , ]9v 11 and a-2 Pr9,a►arily bee"I"
of para 1 a$oee . .

t v By disregarding the®e applications, priority of
future etaltiagae of those portions of u-sas not wut®r
+aonfliot Shoaid be ba.a►d on the first set bf appli-
cations reoei'et and em►tered as exhibits 00 "B" 000
*D" '"'pi* mi '".Y* .

mmâi&t Lonâe

0

T ARIA *A0
Firaît set et applioatioma roosived là Ottawa *

n .

Area is not ro eta r In ehaRe , but in 'Wi l aw o
Be remit &"& doe e n o t eid.o post the raal - or the rivero
8o Post not nraaadeâ, althougb loeolted in a ashA9 +ure4,t

a

~rw~ a+~ti e~ ~p~,i~~~ ►t~,~wae ~eto~~ ta Qttav'0 .
. . .

C

This application oaoaot be aoewpted by eirtae of its

eheps and the a~ ~► i s iwpr6apear iy nt,riee d o
, , . ,

~~'~ '' ~ ' ~e ~►~k ~ ~! ~ #~~1► ~h~M ~ ~ ~~ off . oftu sA1Ct

0
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GAU.J'2M:& ARD cOP c t l a

11

a o No side pos ts were used to referenoe the xoert or the

ri4er •

3 . Dr. Irwin ' s testimony revea.ls that the rs fe~~enoe line

running southwest from the corner post ( p.s stated in

the desoription) was 176 0 feet in length and not the

required 3,000 f®•t .

4o The desoription is oontradiotory in that the referenoe

line as described in paralle l and not p rrpenélioulaar

to the Hay River .
â• Post no t mou.uded .

NeoO-agend ationa :

1 . For the reasons steted ebarre„ the s,pplieation e+e xMot

be +seoepted «

dp That portion of the area, not in c o af liot witâ the

o tsher ooeapany,, s hould be granted to the California
Standard Ctom'pan~, providing they properly x e- ste~ce

the area and then subidi t their rpplioaAon . This ,
of cour" p being sub j eot to staking 1)y a third pe.rty.

now
~ .... ....~

NOT UNDIM DISPUTE *
ed b ~ert ~ o~be~ 2 19 5 l -~ 1 ; 5L P

I . The description with this application ree6.s that the

referonoc line i s pe rpehB:iQular to the Hay River and
runs South 5701 .

6. Dr . Irwin's examination of the posts diso loses that a
x°eferenoe line has been prop prl y out north eastward
from 0-3 *

3 . No aide pes te were used to post the hi ghway or the Ray

River ,
4d Post not mounasd .
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(2on t ~ do).C$Up9j. gUA ..,QJ ,.,, ,ANDAMG08PAN )(

laf QQS~rodatia

l . Refuse to aooept this appli.oation .

X . Return applioation to the Company and have then correct
their de seaription to ooinoide with the area that has
been staked on the ground, using the reference lisxe

rrtnaing nor the a st .

3 . Providing the Company post the road and river w i,th

a ounded side posts, then, if the appiioatâ. om in satir-
t'a®torp, grant theex this area sub jevt to a third party
having staked the sa ae area .

NOT MUR, D IMIUTF ,

BaE n 00to%e ~~ 911 a
1 p Description in applies,tion reads that the re te revea

Xine lies northeastarly o
to Dr . Irwints teet imony are ve als that a ;~.~~fe re no e li ne

has been ut hortheasterl.y one nor Uiwesterly e

2 , OOti feet in length and ,) tse~ In, wi dth ,

â 0 Post not mou.nded m

Re 40 ~~ eak:
Return this applio a~ ion to the, Comp tiny a::O have them
show the corners of the permit an per appendix "A"
of the regu latio". , then re - submi t this application0
and If satisfactory, i ssu o an exglore.to x°y permit,.

2 , Al lo the Company thirty days to mo und their pos ts
( no t with so. ow) ,

@VbKtd b~~,.~,Y„~„ O,O to 'Or - :

19 Dr . Irw in ' a teat3auany r eveals that the referenoe line
running nor thw` st as per description i s of propex
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CALIFORNIA A:M ARD Ca '` Y Con '

lengtb and wi dth.

8• Post is not alotinded.

30 Sketches do not show corners of permit 8 (a) and
location of reference line .

Re®omnendationa

1 . Aro©dpt this application, after it has been returned to

the Company to parepare and Subs it proper aketo%ee of
the area , in Maeordaaaoe with tue , regulations „

2e Al1aw the Company' thirty days to MoUnd their post

( not xi th snow) .

~ wA~~
Fîr et cet or appli* atione rootived in Ottawa .

~
, ~ ~~~~ ~ • ~ ô ~

JDr ,a Irwin's evidenoe ehown that the r e fereno'e line i s
1910 feet in length and 6 foot wide . xo this is a

minor error on the part of the appi,icant in that the

line in 90 feet nhort ®

s . There a" no ei de posts to re ferenc e the bighwa.yo I
oanei 4er this a majoa° error in d taking this permit area .

3"4 SUn Qil Qompanyr e pe rwtt agrea Number `a 1wo was staked
prior to this app1faat j .u ,i *
Post not mounde d p

l~ Due to 2 and 3 abavm , tb:i e application ehould not be
a® oept,ed.,

20 That portion of the pe rmit area not ia conflict could
be disposed of by tes4er e
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CALI?OLIUA ~`T~NDARD aC MPA1~X Cont' d

URMIT .AREA " G"

St ed b J V A'%.rt0U&--2GtObGr 2 1I D51 - 6 : 5C PjM,a
1 . Area is ,ot reotangular in shape, but triangular,

20 Post not mounded ,
3 .. Post reads 16 W , whereas, description reads 15 71 along

the boundelry'•

4 . Area is c overed by prior etake rs .

Re±ç~n~udat~.ome :

T hi s application cannot be ac oopteû uunder the xagulations

by virtue of its shupe ®

..T A~~H".~,.. .... ..

t ed. p t be d. 1 5 1 - lj ° U AAjjM.UL
le Area is ir gular in shspe, which i s eoatrary to the

reg ul.a.tiona ~

2,0 Sketah with applications shows that post i e marked.

11 miles eouthweat, wb,er ,5as, only appro icimatei, y 1500
fe et lies w ith in the Northwest Territories ,

3 s Sketches do n ot show the position of the corners of
the pe rmi L• .

4 o Post i s not rnounded Q

Revoanaen t on :

Refuse to anoept this applioa tion for the reasons
stated e.boTe *

LL.HM T
M 1Y1 ~i

ARZA "
i~11

!tak fl.~,by Gjis-NCIAG& aotobe 11 1 95 1 - 1-.10 p i[
10 The application epPears sQtiafeotory with the exception

that 1 A.U . appears on the pot,
a very minor mistake ,

$ 0 The Post 18 not Mo ltnded , but when o uneidering that



C~1i,zFŒ.. i9 DARD Cû -.ANY Cont' â

neither Compe,r~y mounded any posta, exoepting lesé b y
Sun %D il Company, 'both Companies f%i, led to oarply

entirely with the re Culatione In thf a respect ,

1e 00miadnationa :
1 . This application oaranot be ae oepted beoauee Sun Oil

Company staked a portion of the same area pr iar to

thi s eppli oan t ' e etakln,g, nawly are a nuaaber four.
2 o That portion of 01" eonf]i io tir g wi th , thkar6 should go to

California Standard, but the area in throe is triangular
and 11 085 than 329000 ~~rea . It could be disposed of by,
tender .

Yx~,rurxa
te ked b v G.Z . _R -4XKI_aet_ Co

w To

951 -0 10 .¢.-Z0 A .jé

le There l i s a âieorepe.na y, betwo en the inscription on tba
post and the application o f one hou r and te n minu,te e ,
wh ieh iS obv iouely an i!~ . or in reoording ,

2 ® Other than isounding MOVI .~-19 the oor -re of the '
permi t area, the app l ic ati on i s sat i ei`e.otory*
The x°efe renoe line in eat isfaeto ary , but runs In the

reo t-1,ori of the shortest e3 de .
~a This arsa con.flic te with Sun 011 C . pe,ny 'e areas two,

three and .f4u.rM ~ ita,jar tien oOArl.ioting arït*h
three o. HQwev er, permit three reference li ne i s too
ahcrrt, ( Nee Sun Oi l Coo pet mi t ftrea ) rrhi eh , in my
op talon, la a greater the regu.latione e

l® Roturn the application to the 0"p" for correction
as per para I and g abâ►ve , Wwa , â rUen a+a:a3.UMl, if
eatAieft-.1.0torT, grmt this area to the applioant"

As r1319w the Wap►a W t1~ty'dayr to proper].y samd
the post (not with snow) •
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ice b DsAg Pd d ac Oot b er 3 . 1951 - 10 : 00 M
1 . Dr . Irwin states that there are two reference lines

but neither In c ut for the full 2,000 feet as pre s-

orl Ded by the acegule tions . The reference line for
this permit runs eau.tb►east , but Dr . Irwin states that

it is only D.80 ~ feet i n length and not the re quire d

6 feet in Wi ath.

20 Post in not moun+Âed *

&4 CI Q. '

lo The sonflioting• perre►it s 5 and d and a portion
of 4 were staked in aeeordazaeo with t he r -, .Au leit i , ons

with aompl.e te re fer*nes lines 0 .Post b , t~~~~ Ve-
fore ® 1 wou.ld reacty ,nd that r4 t area "P" not be

If properly re -stak; od ~,onte.i.n a re gu lto" area not
le es than 32, 000 acres, Q ~~~ r,~"~ ~ s ~ •,

,
~~ .. ~ ~ eaould go t0 California

S Oom .n.y . Any, portions re iniug ou t ei de the

re gwx, a ,,. v s haped area oould be di epoeed of by tendexti *

D~ ~Ctobe ~~►.~».~~~~. 9 :45 AA
Irwin's ~ ~~»rai~~ti.on reyealed tha~°, there wan a

referenee line common to "P" but reference line a &
eâ own on aP~liaation sketch does not exist (in ,ia ke ) o

~ . . _ Inta~tiona lly
staked in thi s menner (not e~►~ ►~~~~ to r4;guj* tioA*) *
znt i ro permi t are a wi ~ ~ the
giving detailed corner post s%e t10
all applications of Ce.lit"r~ rnit, Standa
and in not a seriou s error in that a tp~aphip at

was supplied showing permit s ir ras e
4. Na M awnding .

.
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Rsoo~n~~~~~ ;

1. It would be impossible for any other indiwidual t o PiAd
the perai t area bec auae of the laok of a referenoe line,
Also, the staking of this area is contrary to Section
3 para (2) .
i would reoom rnd that txIe a,ppüoatioa be refused for
the reeson4 s egftbned above

i . igat wamr dispute

at heari:nga.
there fore not on

~~r~ r wrin , e of pos te
h8c been Ouv o

to~ ~~~,a~. 011 °~ Op'o . .~p~t~.c a~ap a~iPP i~,Od by California

the VC~ "t o,n the S'Muud o Ske tah shows refe:reua e 1

Sta~ &hOW4 thA a area to 'b e OT" , but desoription
4 40tai i, akoteh ahow ar ea. ~ ~~ , which o OMPare ~ with

b~t OViddApe 9i 'ven by Pounde~° that line awa

Company and have them ohang e
Ae~~ ~a ta% pieu wv3, tb the ir own de sori ,~-ti on

a,ad det.al l *d plan of he poet s . The y abo uld also inoor-
porate drtaii plan with s keteh plan ehowing snarkiugs
on post and referenoe lia,e .
D recription aub je ot to e,ppror►al the Surveyor oene rai .
A-1 10w UIr~ty d aye to mouad the post,r w

red 45 an exhibit



CAL11POPSI A ►.~TMARD C OMP .AN? (Ç2pt' d

YÈRVd T 11,IMA "T
St .e b D A pounder Ootober 3

t
1951 - 1 0 : 20 A .M

1 . Dr . Irwin's t e stimony - no Y eterenoe line .

2 . Staker says that reference line lies in the uw1amed
la ke . He stated that the refererlcse line ran S . W .

the n , upon further questioning, he said thet i t ran

N .W . In either oaee 1, the reference line lies in

the unnbm►i,- d l !~kir * Applioation show n line N' o 1h *
The Regulations rule that a reference line must be

out 6 ;root w14e and 2 ,OOa feet in length . If I t

was f ound impossible to put in a legal post et this
loa ation, referenced by a out line, a aide pos t ®ouldt

ha ve been used where no lake intert'erdd . In my
opinion, thâ. s wewas not an honest attempt to stake the

pe r°mi t oorreo tly, as i t would appear that the stake r

used the lake as an excuse not to out a re fereAOe line .

4 . No mounding &

Booo mme nda tj o -% :

Refuse to s ooept appl.i c at iov. for permit area " T" froka
California S tanda3 °d Co . e ii,. i do not issue tà,em a permit

in the name of D .A . Rounder .

EVMT ArXA- ^s "
4 b 3 1951 -w 3 :15 ); m11"04 ky.

1~ ~n the application, the a rea is irregular i n ehape

contrary to Sootiom 3 ( 2) o
E . Dr . I~,►in testifies that reference line in 650 reet in

laâgth .

3 * Detailed sketoh aooompanyinng application takes in the
Province of Alberta, whereaeg description shows the
irregular area was intentionally stelce+i in this m.anner .

4* No zoundiag •
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Reoojj en ._.~!jti an g : ,

Duo to rerasona etated, ©,actpeoially para 1 . refuse

appiia ati®n .

p, . Area is trïaWi+~r in shapeg Whi oh i s contr=7 to

Section â (2) 9

3 . Xe iden.ce shows that the area was intentionally strked

in a tri.angula r shaps .

4 . Post not wunded e

aontrary to 8osti. on.3 (1 )

JMMMT AM ~

' r~,~.~~+1
1M !~

Are a .a I.Oss than 3x,000 morse (1 .8s OCA ) . 142i s is

.

Refuse to aooept epplïo a tiOn in vie* of MLbove .

340 ~t3~+~ p~rr~it area post details

~ ed ~► e e t~,~,%+r„~, ~ - • QC

1 ,, RefereAVA une lieu in tbe . Juâ.nmQd laxs for tbe entire

29000 rest ; thus $ le z~~ -1*rkwd on the groun►d e

j t 'r Pont la not Mc►unded e

a~►~i~ ` i~c,~rn on marne sketch Zs~ sp~~~eaic~a.

,A
,0o,M items all bx~a ught out H*y River hearing .

R~aU~~~~
Refuse to ao00 pt application b, 004ulIq of improper

stakin,g e
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~VItitIIA j .c .Y ( VUrlt ~ Ci . ~......~..~~ ... .-- - - - ~.. ....~ +..a,...~.. .~~.

.~ E r~T ~d~ztt "R "
170~~ L~rD~:r ~i~.~ u~!L
Stake d by E ." pel2er 0ctober S 1951 - 3 :30 P M

1 . Evidenae shows that 25 to 30 feet of the rei'erenoe

line lies on land and the balance in t k-, e unnamed le ke .

2• The area i 9 not reotangulc r in shape .

Re vaa~aae dst or~i ;

Refuse to aooept this application beeause of
irregular shaped area .

PERILI T AREA "V"
Nt7~I.' UNDER L► I:211M -- $Ur,` ûTka;k:v AT "LUIF TIla; AS O~IJJER 7t'ERIk.+ITS

-$taked J s HawkjAfis ac Laber 4 1951 , 2 : 5o P « M
ld No side poste at the intersection of the Kakisa River,

but t? e permit âoee not include Vie river .
2« neso eiption reada that rei'erenoP line run e southvi eet .,

Dr . Irwin s te.to s that the line runs a few hundre d fe e t

an d th en ïzits ope n mueke g , with no mounds to refarence

the line . Under the circumstances, oonei deri n ; th e time

of year , it may ba v e been impoisible to cross this muske g
to ereat mounds ,

3 . Post not mo unded M

Re mmendNtiop. :

AaoPpt application su bj ect to :

! a i Retu,rni rw, application to Company so that entire

permit area sI a Own on a p1nn with the corner post
im detaïl „

(b) Mouds in mu eJw:+eg and,. mouu.d it post be made plainly
visible on th e r~~~orsUa40 1iu6 , Mfthïr► t&irt~ ' ;d#qs ..~ . ,
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CALTFORNIA 9T tkV DkRD CULi1'PI1'X Cont' d

NOT UNDER DISPUTE
gta ceà dsr -O J, hawkinn-- 2 .- ;-.05 PAX
l 6 Dr . Irwin's testimony reveals that the southeast

reference l1ne runs only a f ew hundred feet int o

open muskag and not mounde d by markere .

2* Description in application states that the reference

11rut runs south 570 J:ast for 1100o fe e t marked o n

the ground , then 1 . o0o feet into Kakisa River* Actually,

fLakiaa River is to the southwest of post C .

3 ,1 Post not mounded .

R ~! t o~ :

pers lt is improper].y etaked and this applic ation should

not be aoaep te8 .

0 . Allow the Company to re -etake the area proper ly and, if

tba) , .r application i® satisfaotory , then grant them the

area, prov ided that no third party has staked the area

in the me an tiu►e .

YER1tIT AIM
14 0T UNMER DIaFUTZ *
ât" dDZW.Qsit - w wkilam ~ ~1~ ]. ~ ► ~i :1 P &.M

. Dr . Irwin e ta,tee Uere m.re no rexèrenoe lines for

~~~~#~~ ~" •

~tj„o;~* E4L*kins atate e that th® referen~e line

~;~i . ~ th~► ~Ge~f~3e~~x River .

Rots,~saoe Lino no t"maacjLed on the ground"

46 poot not mouudede

lumezd ati~na
Refuse to aaeept *01, ;4PP~i~tatia.~ ~gr the rensoAs

etated abo ve .

$ ~r Al~. o~l V26 Co1~1p ~ ,~~!F ~e & r ~ tib J40
~

.., , .,third party having atolie ..the a
"a and i f Calii`oruit

SuMarVe appliaatioa i s de ►ti rr!'aotory , grant thes► this area.



C& nBUA .2TANmART1 GCl l[jANi I C OA t 9 d-L,i,

NOT ilrNDU AI9PUTZ .

193 2 :25 i'~~ *T H wkin Ootober 4,

1 . Ret'erenoe line as per testimony and application

show that the line runs I nto Ke.kisa River and

is âoV, marked on the ground s
B . Post not mounded .

For above :w ,9asonsN the permit is improperly Atake d
and, this apVliratioXk shou lA be retucea e

to Allow 4oUpanY *4 re""a" th . 8' are a ?rope r 17 and

if their G,ppl.i vektioA i s aati afao tory, then 9ran►t

thes, the perzni t, sub jeot to a third party staking

the are a in the aca entime #

,. _ _ 0.

T ,i~ ~~.~+R C~

Staked by X . Ce Fraser for Sun Oi.l CO ., October 2, 1951
:3 A

om Fraeer i s statemet:ts there is reasonable doubt
Fr

that post 9-S was erected on a©to ber E, 1951, or

if it were sreoted, it could have been kaooked down

end later reworeoted .

Ro8ardle ss of the statu s of this poet , tn :ay

opinion, the oorner post 0-3 references the pexmit •

2 Thi s permit are a was stak+e d prior to the appliaations
.

,mLrked as lthibita A, B, E , IN

3,w A ruli ixg b y Department of Justice describes the

Bay River as a navigable river and, in my opinion ,

this section of the river in a"ater route and

shoul# be eide po►stsd o

4 o Posts were not UbvlAW .

64► Ro lMreAVe liAe i s only 15719 t'eet losg.
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st,N 01,L COMPANY Gont' d . )i■i..r.w.rr~re~

R* 02MMIld~tion :

l. Re fuse to acoept this application.

E . This application oontliots with Permit area "X " which
was staked later but, with the e zoeption of mounding
(whioh applies equally to both oo,npanies ) -perxnit aret

")0 was more oloaely staked in v©mplianoe with the
regul^tions . That portion not oonf°lioting with "S"
of permit one should be graated to Sun Oil Company
pr+orrii i ng they ro- stake an area, regular in shape

and in d omplianoe with the regulations , sub jeot

to e third partT0 s :staxing: Any irregular areas

le+ ft :r raat such staking could be diepoeod of by tender ,

T ARE ,A NUMAR TWO
Staked by N .C . Fraser for Sun Cil Co,., October E,< 19 51 ,

l 0 The reference aine is 157P fret long and not the

required 2 , 000 f eet in length as per D r . Irwin ' A
ev iden ,je (p . 11 Ce,lgarF) .

~ . Thi,A staking is pr ior to the oonfliatingwpermit "g'

which pers<i t is refere nced by a line 1910 faet in

I*adth but has no oide posta to reference the road .

This area (Ro A ) does not require aide posts due to

the w#►~ ot st 1M,kin$ •

3 . F+aei~ i~ ~t ~a~~l~~►

l ,6 â he 44plig e;ti om cannot be aaoepted in its present form *
L, . As to 4 1~►sal of the area , x would reoonmend that i f

ctalred atA ' su.bjeot to third party intere► rts ,

all of' thllo area with the exception o f a saaall trianguler

paroel 460 Cl.ioting wi th 01". 0 *t the northwest corner ,
when strks'd ar.d a ea ti sfae t~~ ~ppi.i e at ion su bW . t tod i

be graatid Dun Oil Co ., It i s my opinion that Us =a wr
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',~NY ( Cont' d ,
~ i r rr~rr - um+w.. .rrwrraraarwr

of staking thi s a ~.~ca in addition to priority, more

olosely follo% s the. regulstions than area "F" whioh

reference line vas qlightly short but did not reference
the road with side posta .

Neither Corapa.ny mcunded t',eir posts .

Permit "G" is irre gular in shape and therefore da.nnot

be oonsi.dered .

PERMIT N'UYBk:R THREE
■ n rr~wrir..+a rr rarrrr •

Staked by 0 * How for Sun Oil Co . - Oct* 6, 195 1
Oot 7 1951 rove

L. This permit staked pr ior to other conflicting permi ts .

Application reads Oct . dth ., but In the evideno e

( p . 32 Calgary) Fraser state s that it was staked Oct . -7th Q

2 . Reference line accord` ` rlg to Dr . Irwin's testimony is
only 1500 feet in length (p . 11 Ca l gary hearing ) o

3a Sketch a©oompenyin ; application shows P .bS, 502 survey
point lying s o ath of the post C -2, whereae, theirsktlch jch u .V s CAu t

- tr e 1 As;al pos t C-2 i s sou.th of the

Survey pop t . T3r . Irwin te 9tif i e s that the le gal pos t

in sout l: of the survey post (p ,, o ,, 20-2 2 Calgary hear ing) .

An attewpt was made by Counsel of the opposing

Company to prove that this lggal post i s south of the

60 th parallel (p . 22 Calgary hearing), This Company
made ev ery effort to obtain full information on the

exact location of the boundary line for al.i their

permit areas a long the border, from the Surveyor General,
and etaked their permit a re a s aocordi n gly with a surveyor
oheokir,g the staking ( M r . Boyle) . kt th e present time,

the exact border line has, not been determined and only

a preliminary line exists, it was from this preliminary
line that the oe.l .oul.utl, ons were made by this Compan y
to determine the exact boundary line . In oheo king with

the Surveyor General, it has been found that a survey
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is presently being oonduoted to fix th e exact bounàary,
but i t may t ak e two to three years before the official
boundary line is not .

4• Reterenae line is only 1500 feet in le pgth,
5• Pont not mounded ,

A Mme-n a . As
1 . Refuse to accept appli oation .

1 p Dr . lrwin testifiesr the refereAOe line is datisfaoto r?'.M o Post is n r,unded.

3 • TYPO8raphi+aal erro r in last l.ine s of dedori Ption.

- AAlf p

Grant ftn oil Co lapany this area with the exception
of the Mall, Portion oweriapped, by Permit "jr of
Oellfornia Standard o .

JZRW ~

not be qbtninsâ froA the trees in the TiainitY .

L • oc à - ~t~ Y

1• Post i N 1/2" too Mall, but this i s Ter uinor bY •oAUSe
the" If the possibility that a stajmdard 4" post oould

X • Post is Moun4o,d .

30 nr . Irwin te sti fi® s that reference line 16 satl sfao toxy
(p . it, Calgary) .

.

Aao*pt *pplioation and grant Sun oil (;0 . this ar,ra .
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PI .RMUT AMA I~.'6 ►riI,R 3IX

5taked bv K .L . B0y o . Oczt ._ b er 4 , 11~51 •

] .o Reference line satisPnctory, (coincides ~.ith 6th merid3,Kn

previously c leared) .

2 . Post was mounded later .

3 4 Atva is seven acres below minimum requirement in the

application but in evidence given at Hay River (p .16)

witness e`u atee that area is 31,993 acres more or l.eas .

There are several bille in the area, Lnd I believe that

the area i s e.ct ita].ly greater then ',Ik l ,993 acres ,

4 . Application i ;i aa.ti arao tory ,

ReooramendationS :

Grant Sun 0 i 1 Co . this Permit area *

I'LRàd2T ARI:A 1VUlWI,R ; EVVIE N

F*.ake d b L C r'ra er Oc tober 5 1951 .

10 This location of legal posts for areas 7 and 8 has a

aommon reference line which is eatisfaotory .

2 . Dr . Irwin's testimony reveals that both poets are not

fully insoribed . "Permit Seven . Legal post C -3• Per

application except it is insoribed 9 .11 N instead of

10 N and 1 :00 11 .M . instead or E :OU P .M . as in the appli-

cation . The post has proper dimensions except equared

to 3" x 3j . No zuour_ding . Reference line is 2,000 feet

long and 6 feet Ni de , - the reference line i s northward . "

3 . There i s a€;reat deal of contradiction in the evidence

griven by Fraser at Iiay River and then at CalgLry concerning

the stak ing of permits 7 and 8, whioh le ads me to doubt

the veracity of this witne as ' s atete:ns nte•



Page 14 , Ha y pi,rar . . .. - ;

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

A : Within a minute ---- e to .

Pages 35 & 3a, Calgary

.Q'

.ob w ,.

Is I t true to say that what you ai d on that day,

on the 8th, Naa what you prev A.ously desoribed was

done on the 5th?
A : That is acrrqo t

4 # The application is satietaotory, but the m,arkings on

the post do not correspond to the application *
5o Post in not mounded .

RACt~mme~dat? one :

1 ,0 Return application and have it changed to correspond
with the post* Then, if ®ati ntaotory, grant Sun Oil
Co . this permit area s

1ào Allow a peri od of tUrty days to have the post properly
mounde d , (not with anow) .

~RIIJTT A ~s~x rxaHT
takedb 1 C Yra er Ootober_b . 1y5~. .

1• Dr . Irwin tv stiriee that the inscription on the post does

not correspond to the applications, also, that C-2 is

omitted . (Pag• 13 Cal gary hearing) .

2 . Reterenoe line is satislaotory.

3 0 ao,atradiotory evidenoe was given by the staker

( see Permit #7) .
4 . P08 t i s not nounded.

Re,,,, ,aQ M ae1-1dtions:

1 . Return application to the Company and have I t changed to

oorreapoAti with the inseription on the post .

Its Allow a period of thirty days to have the post properly
rrouinâs►d ( not -wi th snow ) .
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Appendix to this report, graphically show s

the reoosimeaded disposal of permit areas which fall into

four olaesit'soa ~! ons : -

l . Areas staked se.tisfaotorily . In the case of Sun

Oil Company permits "Four", "FiTe" and "Siac", the se

could be adoepted in their present form . However,
in the case of California Standard Company, areoo

"B" and "Z" o the se applications should be returned

to the Company for minor corrections, and I wou3.d

~.+ugg+v®t that a period of thirty days be allowed thi s

Company to properly n►c ,wnd their poets . I
2 • Areas which do not conform striatly to the Regulatiotas

but r equire applications to be returned to the

oompanies oonoerned for oor*eotious, allowing a

thirty dey period for mounding of posts .

3 . Areas given a priority for re-staking due to' the

manner in which the original staking was perfa~ ,mrd .

Pri ori ty i s dugge sted to avoid a"sl;aJcing rush"

when a decision in reached . This appliea to Sun
Oil Company Permit Areas "0$e" and "TwQ" and*
California Standard Company Permit Areas "B"
"OR wI " OF" and "W" .

Upon re-stak,ing, the Companies . oôno jernwd

will be required to properly etate regular shaped
areas in strict aooordanoe with the Regulations .

Thi s classification of areas should be made sub jeot

to third party interests staking in the m®antime .

4 . Areas not given any priority beoause of improper
stalcing .

Z .J . CiRIsTxas .


