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Rew ddvertisements, 

Scaly Skin Diseases, 
6 years, covering face, head, 

and entire body with white scabs, 
Skin red, itchy, and bleeding. Hair 
all gone. t hundreds of dollars. 

incurable. Cured by 
Cuticura Remedies. 

Cured by Cuticura. 
My disease 

across my nose, and almost 
my face. Itraninto my eyes, and the 

physician was afraid T would lose my eyesight 
. It spread all over my head, and my 

hair all fell cut, until I was entirely bald-headed ; 
it then broke out on my arms and shoulders, 
until my arms were just one sore. It covered 
my body, my head and shoulders be- 

the The white scabs fel! constant! 
head, shoulders and arms ; the skin 

icken and be red and very itchy, and 
would erack and bleed if scratched. After spend- 
ing many hundreds of dollars, I was pronounced 
incurable. I heard of the CuTiCURA REMEDIES, 

two bottles CuTicURA RESOLVENT, 
a ;and after I had taken four 

bottles, I was almost cured; and when I had used 
six bottles of Cuticura ResoLvsNT and one box 
of CuTicURA, and one cake of Curicura Soap, 1 
was cured of the dreadful disease from which I 
suffered for five years. I thought the disease 
would leave a very deep scar, but the CuTICURA 
REMEDIES cured it without any scars. 1 cannot 
express witha pen what I suffered before usi 

CuticorA REMEDIES. They saved my life, an 
1 feel it my duty to recommend them. 
restored as as ever, and so is my eyesight. 
1 know of others who have received great benefit 
from their use.? 

Mgrs. RO3A KELLY, Rockwell City, Iowa 

Cuticura Resolvent 

The new Blood and Skin Purifier and purest 
and best of Humor Remedies, internally, and 

t Skin Cure, and CuUTICURA 
an Skin Beautifier, externally, 

have cured thousands of cases wnere the shed. 

et Siting Eorting, ans toohiay simon 3 , all ng almos 
a i hair lifeless or all 
omg What other remedies 

ve made 

Sold everywhere. Price, Curicura, 75¢ ; Soap, 
; REsoLVENT, $1.50. Prepared by the Porter 

DRUG AND CHEMICAL CORPORATION, Boston, 
&&F Sead for *‘How te Cure Skin Diseases,” 6 

pages, 50 illustrations, and 100 testimonials. 

PIMPLES, black-heads, red, rough, chapped and 
oily skin prevented by CUTICURA S0AP. 

IT STOPS THE PAIN. 
Backache, kidney pains, weakness 

rheumatism, and muscular pains 
relieved in one minute by the 
Cuticura Anti-Pain Plaster. 

The first and only instantaneous pain-killing 

) first broke out on my left i 
E 

y hair is 

g 

plaster. 30 cents. 

UNPRECEDENT ATTRACTION! 
OVER A MILLION DISTRIBUTED 

Lowsiana State Lottery Company. 

gg i PhP ere ry 
made a part of the present State con- franchise 

ge in 1879, by an overwhelming popular 
wv 

Its MAMMOTH DRAWINGS take place Semi- 
Aiatiy, fot and December), and 1ts GRAND 
SINGLE NUMBER DRAWINGS take place in 
each of the other ten months of the year, and 

drawn m public, at the Academy of 
New Orleans, La. 

ed for Twenty Years, 
tegrity of its Drawings and 

Attested as follows : 

«We do hereby certify that we supervise 
ents for allthe Monthly and 

We the undersigned Banks and Bankers 
will all Prizes drawn in The Louisiana 
State ies which may be presented at 
our counters. 

R. M. WALMSLEY, 
Pres. Louisiana National Bank. 

PIERRE LANAUX, 
Pres, State Natiorsl Bank 

A. BALDWIN, | 
Pres, New Orleans National Bank. 

CARL KOHN, 
Pres. Union National Bank. 

Grand Monthly Drawing, 
at the Academy of Music, New Orleans, 

Tuesday, April 15, 1890. 

Capitalprize, $300,000. 
000 Ticketsat Twenty Dollars 

al Halves $10 ; Quarters $5; Tenchs 
2; wentieths $1. 

LIST OF PRIZES 

1 PRIZE OF $300,000i8.....c.000000- $300,006 
1 PRIZE OF 100,000 is......... veees 100,000 
1 PRIZE OF 50,000is....... hi. . 50,000 
PRIZEOF 2600018.........00... 25,000 

92 PRIZES OF 10,000 are.......ccc.. 20,000 
5 PRIZES OF 5,000 are............ 25,000 
95 PRIZFS OF 1,000 are............ 25,000 

100 PRIZES OF ER oii nnnas 50,000 
200 PRIZES OF 300 are....... 60,000 
500 PRIZES OF 200 are....... s.eee 100,000 

APPROXIMATION PRIZES, 

100 do BE oo nvsi csboisns 30,000 
100 do Be asiiee 20,000 

TERMINAL PRIZES. 

929 do. 1n¢ are... LIE LEE 99,900 

999 do. 100 are....... Rp rrdan 99,900 

8,134 Prizes, amounting to............81,054,800 
Nore.—Tickets drawing Capital Prizes are not 

entitled to terminal Prizes. 

AGENTS WANTED 
&% For CrLuB Rates, or any further intor- 

mation desired, write legibly to the undersigned, 
stating your residence,with State,County, 
and number. More rapid return mail 

assured by yovr enclosing an 
full address. 

IMPORTANT. 
Address M A DAUPHIN, 

New Orleans, La., 

A DA ded i D, C. 
letter, containing M. ORD 

tssoed Lyi Expres Dantes, Now York Bo. 
change, or Postal Note. 

NEW ORLEANS NATIONAL BANK, 
New Orleans, La. 

LT A 
HA are y President of an 
Institution whose ts are recognized righ 

the highest Courts; therefore, beware of all 
RR or Lots sthemes.” 

is the price of the small- 

onan or PClou al a Ticket ISSUED BY US in 
Dra * ything in our name offered for 

Joss gray Hm is a swindle. 

SHERIFF'S SALE! 
To be sold at Public Aucticn, on Thursday, the 

27th hye February, next, in front of the Post 
Office, in Chatham, between the hours of 12 noon 
and five o’clock p. m. 

All the t, title, and interest of Jacob Price, 
Shh ge, per or lot of land and 

and bounded as § viz, ; - Sutherly by lands 
occupied by at Peden, Ww by lands 
occupied by Gordon 8 , Easterly by lands 

Mrs. John McKenzie, and Northerly 
by Indian rve lauds, containiug 100 acres, 
‘more or JOS Dig She Nie aus’ Svetaties on 
which the Jacob at present resides. 
The some having been seized by me, under and 

+ Bagh pee Execution issued of the Su 
at the suit of Alexander e and James 

Andsrson against the said Jacob Price and Henry 

JOHN SHIRREFF, 

Sheriff, 
Sherift’s Office, Newcastie, N. B., 

12th November, A. D., 1889, 

PUBLIC NOTICE. 
will be wade to the Legislature of 

at the next Session thereof for 

Act to consolidate and amend, 
to the South West Boom Company.” 
of this Bill is to authorize the South 
Company to extend the limitof its 

Boom Easterly or down Btream towards Barnaby 

Newcastle, 11th February, 1890, 

Local Legislature. 
TEE GREAT STUMPAGE DE- 

BATE! 
[Continued from 1st page.] 

such that some fixed rule could be de- 
termined on this question. It was one 
surrounded with difficulty. It was a 
special tax, some thought, that was be- 
ing taken out of them. Others viewed 
it in different lights and his desire was 
that some reasonable means should be 
adopted to remedy the matter. It was 
with the view of meeting the claims of 
the people interested in this industry 
that he had considered the question, 
and the views he had expressed were 
these he had formed after dve thought 
over the question involved. 
The resolution was seconded by Mr. 

Anderson. 

Mr. Eanington 
declared that there was an entire 
change of policy on the part of the 
government. The result would be that 
the revenue of the country would be 
very waterially affected and some of 
the much-needed seryices would be left 
unprovided for to'a large extent. The 
revenues of the province were derived 
from but few sources, and chief among 
them was the siumpage. Were that 
reduced, what wonld be the inevitable 
consequence! Direct taxation. Were 
they at all disposed to avoid this, then 
assuredly the stumpage should not be 
reduced, and it especially ought not to 
be reduced at a time when the 

demand for it was not at all 
imperative. [le was sorry the 

present, a3 he had intended to 
ask him if there was not a deficiency in 
this department of some $50,000, which 
had been carried to this year’s account. 
He would challenge the statement in 
the resolution that there was an excess 
of revenue sufficient to justify this re- 
duction. If there was, taen what need 
existed for them to withdraw from the 
amount at the credit of the province 
the sum of $20,000? That fact stared 
them in the face. and it would behoove 
the leader of the government to answer 
his . question. In 1882 the 
receipts were some $133,000 ; 
in 1884, $127,000; 1885, $103,000; 
in 1886, $122,000; 1887, $180,000; 
in 1888, $121,000; and in 1889, 
some $135,000, and while these facts 
stared the government in the face, yet 
there was the declaration of his learned 
friends oppusite that they could not 
then attempt to make any reduction of 
the stumpage. Then how they were to 
justify the resolution now before the 
house he was at a loss to perceive. 

THE PROFOUND KNOWLEDGE OF THE 

OPPOSITION LEADER. 

There were but some 25 men who 
would be affected by the resolution, 
while the road and bridge service, 
teachers, ferries, agricultural societies 
and wany other important services 
would be losers. The feeling in the 
country was that the present rate was 
fair and reasonable. The government 
would be more justified in increasing 
rather than reducing the stumpage 
rates. The Attorney General had said 
tliat the government had interviewed 
the lumbermen of the North Shore as 
late as September or October. Was 
that not in view of the fact that there 
was to be a general election! He 
thought so. The government had 
stood firm in reference to their stum- 
page rates nutil a general election was 
in view. When it was feared by the 
government that they might lose St. 
John (and he had nothing to say on 
that contest at the present time), the 
government sought to win the support 
of Northumberland, and hence the 
proposition in September or October 
last to make concessions to the lnmber- 
men. Mr. Hanington condemned the 
government’s course generally, and 
moved this resolution : 

Whereas, The values and profits of the 
lumber business have largely increased 
during the past two years, and that iu- 
dustry is now successful and fairly re- 
munerative ; and 
Whereas, The interest now payable on 

the proviacial indebtedness has also large- 
ly increased, and the public works and 
services of the province require addition- 
al aid and expenditure ; and 
Whereas, the usual returns of 

the expenditure ani liability of the gov- 
ernment and departments since the end 
of the fiscal year last passed, for the ser- 
vices and contracts of that year, are not 
yet laid before the house, and without 
such information it is impossible to judge 
of the true state of the provincial affairs 
and finances ; and 

Whereas, under the existing laws the 
whole question of stumpage and informs. 
tion in connection therewith is one that is 
under the control of, and can be, and is 
contemplated to be dealt with by the exe- 
cutive in the proper exercise of its func- 
tions, powers and responsibilities under 
the principles of resporsible government, 
which principles the executive have herein 
ignored ; 

Therefore resolved, That this house 
does not deem it advisable now to approve 
of a remission or reduction of the rate of 
stumpage on lumber as now established, 
or of the appointment of a commission in 
respect thereto. 

Continuing, Mr. Hanington found 
fault that the Surveyor General's report 
was not presented ; declarcd the law 
commission was a failure ; and he con- 
cluded with a strong protest against the 
government's action in the stumpage 
matter. 

Mr. Bupchill 
said this was a question which had for 

| some time past been agitating the pub- 
lic mind and the attention of this 
house. It was as the hon. gentleman 
who had just sat down stated, a very 
important question indeed. It wasa 
question of importance to the whole 
province, but it was a question of more 
than ordinary importance to the north- 
ern counties of the province, awong 
which was the county he had the honor 
to represent. That it was important 
to that county was shown by the fact 
that it was made 
ONE OF THE QUESTIONS AT THE POLLS, 

and, further, the government had been 
approached by delegations from that 
county for the reduction of the stum- 

. It was, therefore, a matter of 
congratulation that the present govern- 
ment had it in their power to accede 
to that request, and that they now felt 
themselves in a position to grant the 
lumber operators of the northern coun. 
ties that relief which they had so long 
sought for. It was also a matter of 
congratulation to the province at large 
that now this question was alout to be 
determined. 
MR. HANINGTON'S CHANGE OF FRONT. 

He was surprised at the attitude of the 
hon. leader of the opposition for, tiil 
he had heard him express his views ou 
the subject, he had hoped for the as- 
sistance of that hon. gentleman. They 
all could remember that, on former oc- 
casions, that hon. gentleman had given 
expression to his opinions on the mat- 
ter in a different strain to that in which 
he had expressed himself to-day. He 
would take occasion, before he resumed 
his seat, to call the attention of the 
house to the statements that hon. gen- 
tleman had made in times past with 
reference to this question, 

NORTHERN DISADVANTAGES. 

The principal platform on which the 
members from the northern counties 
based their claim to a reduction of the 
stumpage was that that part of the 
province was laboring under disad- 
vantages which the southern part of the 
province did not suffer from. The hov 
gentleman had stated that there was no 
aifference between the different parts of 
the province in that respect, but he 
would show that there was a difference 
in the rates of freight from ports in the 
northern counties to what there was in 
the southern ports, and especially from 
the port of St. John. St. John deals 
were also worth more in the English 

hon. chief commissioner could not beg 
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thought it was more a matter of preju- 
dice than aught else. Another point— | 
and a strong poiut—was that while the 
exports from the northern counties of 
the province were confined to the sumn- 
mer months, those from the southern | 
ports, including St. John, could be | 
carriec on at all sewsons of the year. A | 
great deal hal been said in the press of | 
the country for some time past about 
the harbor of St. John. 1: had been 
put forward that that harhor was the 
best on this side of the Atlantic, and it | 
was no doubt in the interest of the 
country that such a contention should 
be made. At all events it was a well- 
known fact that St. John harbor was at 
all times open and that shipmentscould 
be made from it at all times of the year 
and shippers at that port could, at any 
time there was a rise in the British 
market, take advantage of it, and he 
thought he need only call 2ttention to 
the fact that in 1889, while the noith- 
ern ports were closed, shippers at St. 
John were shipping deals at a freight 
of 80 shillings. When he mentioned 
those facts, he thought they were such 
as would commend themsclves to the 
careful attention and cousideration of 
all members, as being good points in 
favor of the 

CLAIM OF THE NORTHERN COUNTIES 

for reduction of the stumpage. All 
mill men, lamber merchants and others 
connected with the business were aware 
that the profit, on account of the com- 
petition, was small and therefore in that 
view of the case it was important to 
see what were the facts gs to the price 
paid for the lumber. gfHe would tell 
them that a redaction” of $20,000 on 
the stumpage meant an amount that 
wonld pay the interest on the subsidy 
of 200 miles of railway. He was in 
favor of further railway development 

where it was called for. He pointed 
out that there were in this province 
about 9 000,000 acres of granted lands, 
about 7,000,000 of ungranted lands and 
about 3,000,000 acres of land now under 
license that are lumber lands. 

MR. HANINGTON AND N. B. BONDS. 

The lamber lands of the province meant 
an investment that, properly guarded, 
would inure to the benefit of the prov- 
ince for ali t me ty come. It meant a 
capital investad that gave the province 
financial credit. Why was it that our 
4 per cent bonds were at a premium 
now? 
Hon. Mr. Blair—Good government. 
Mr. Hanington—Good government 

is it? They are killing the goose that 
lays the golden egg. The present gov- 
ment have not improved the situation 
much, because the bonds were taken at 

r when we were in. 
Hon. Mr. Pugsley—Oh no! 

sold at about 90. 
Mr. Hanington-—I mean the railway 

bonds. 
Hon. Mr. Pugsley—Of course the 

companies had to take them at par, but 
they were not worth that. 

Mr. Hanington—1 say that the gov- 
ernment were offered par for4 per cents. 
from gentlemen in New York. 
Hon. Mr. Pugsley—-Did you not con- 

tinue to issue 5 per cent. bonds right 
down until you left office f Is it not 
true that you did not issue any 4 per 
cent. bonds while you were in office ? 
Mr. Hanington—Did we not legis- 

late for 4 per cent. bonds ? 
Hon. Mr Pugsley—Yes, but did you 

issue them ? 
Mr. Hanington —I did not say we 

issued them, though I think we did. 
Continuing, Mr. Hanington pointed 
out that the $3,000,000 acres of lumber 
lands the province owned was what 
gave the province a credit in the money 
market. Let the government reduce 
the stumpage and they would thereby 
acknowledge that the value of the 
lands had depreciated. 

THE PRICE OF LATHS. 

Mr. Burchill said he would refer es- 
pecially to the matter of laths, which 
in St. John were worth from $1.40 to 
$1.75. 
Hon. Mr. Hanington—No, no. 
Mr. Burchill—The hon. gentleman 

says ‘no, no.” 
Hon. Mr. Tweedie—You say, yes, 

es. E 
y Mr. Burchill —I think I am correct, 
for on the North Shore we are glad to 
get $1 for them ; that is a great differ- 
ence. Then arises also the question of 

FREIGHT FROM THE NORTHERN COUNTIES 

to the American ports, for in the Unit- 
ed States the demand arose for the 
laths. From St. John to Boston or 
New York the rate was some 50 cents, 
while from the northern ports the rate 
of freight was from 90 cents to $1.10. 
These were a few of the disadvantages 
which he claimed the Northern ports 
labored under. Now the hon. member 
from Westmorland had stated that no 
such principle as discrimination in favor 
of the northern counties was made at 
the time of the imposition of these 
duties, but he would call the attention 
of the hon. member to the fact that all 
the parts of the province 

WERE NOT TREATED ALIKE 

and that a distinction was made be- 
tween north and south. The conten- 
tion now raised was not a new one, for 
it was urged, and was recognized, as 
would appear by the records of the 
country. If hon. members would turn 
to the regulations concerning lumber 
made in 1874, they would there find 
that all sawn legs, spruce and pine, cut 
and sent down streams flowing into the 
St. Lawrence were only subject to 60 
cents, while any place else in the pro- 
vince was liable to 80 cents. (Mr. 
Burchill here read the regulations in 
extenso.) Now, if that fact, he said, 
was recognized at that time that there 
was an advantage in favor of the 
south, did not then the same advantage 
exist to-day, and in asking for the re- 
duction as they had for several years 
past, and which hon. gentlemen oppos- 
ite were then quite willing to grant, 
were they asking for any more than 
had been admitted should be given to 
them ? Surely the members fiom the 
northern counties were not asking for 
anything more than members on the 
opposition side of the house had stated 
they were entitled to, and which they 
thought, as also did this government, 
that they should now receive. He 
would call the attention of the house to 
the remarks of Mr. Park when this 
matter was before the house in 1885 
and which would be found on page, 27 
of that year’s debate as follows : 
“He intenced to take the feeling of the 

house upon the question. He moved the 
following as an amendment to the motion 
to go into supply, saying that he moved 
it as an independent member in the inter- 
ests of a ground-down people; ‘Whereas, 
this house by the adoption of the address 
in reply to the speech of his honor the 
lieutenant governor on the 28th dav of 
February last, has expressed its opinion 
that as yet no trustworthy signs are per. 
ceptible of an early revival of trale as re- 
spects our greatest staple article of export, 
and that this branch of industry 1sin a 
languishing state; and, Whereas, the 
present rate of stumpage is hixed at $1.25 
per thousand superficial feet on logs which 
seems excessive in the present depressed 
state of trade, therefore resolved, That | 
the estimated revenue for the current | 
year should be based upon a reduction of | 
the carrent rates of stumpage now charged | 
upon timber, logs and ather lumber,” 
That was the resolution moved by 

that hon. gentleman and on that reso- 

They 

MR. HANINGTON WAS FOUND SAYING, 

at page 43 of the same report :— 
“Now as tothe amendment calling for 

a reduction of the stumpage moved by 
his friend Mr. Park, it was a most de- 
serving measure and it coincided with the 
sentiment of the country. The attorney 
general and his factions associates could 
not bluff it down (ear, hear). They had 
a pliant majority and might undertake to 
squelch out free discussion. but for the 
credit of the house he (Mr. Hanington) 
hoped they would not dare to doit. For 

market than North Shore deals were. | = 
j Why, he was not prepared to say ; he | 

the credit of this house he hoped no 

I mendment. 

amendment would be moved to the a- 
The mover of the first 

amendment had in contemplation only 
such a temporary reduction in the stump- 
age as the immediate interests of the 
country required. The rate of decease 

| ought properly to be left with the govern: 
' ment and the course of the mover was on 
- the whole as constitutional as it possibly 
could be- In the present stringent con- 
dition of business it contemplated a re- 
duction of taxation and was it not worth 
while to ease the country of a load of 
£40,000 taxation?” 

Such were the sentiments of the hon. 
gentleman in 1885. 1 say that the 

SAME REASONS EXIST TO-DAY 

as existed then for a reduction of the 
stumpage. True, the circumstances | 
had changed slightly, but what were 
the statements of that hon. gentleman 
to-day ? We are forced to come to the 
conclusion that he has changed to suit 
the particular circumstances in which 
he may . be placed. Notwithstanding 
the statements made in 1885, when he 
claimed a reduction, and stated it was 
beneficial to the interests of the coun- 
try, yet that same hon. gentleman says 
now that the reduction of the stumpage 
would be antagonistic to the interest of 
this country. The reasons given were 
that the same circumstances did not 
exist. He (Mr. Hanington) had stated 
that lumber was worth 84 more. now 
than in 1886, yet he, a practical man, 
would say that such was not the case. 
In his own business he had received 
88.50 to 89, whereas in 1889 he had 
received from $8.50 to $9.50 for sales he 
had made in the British market. These 
were net results, the difference be- 
tween the quoted market priges of 
1886 and 1889 being accounted for hy 
the fact that the excess of freight rates 
in 1889 over those of 1886, left the 
shipper little, if any, better off. Hon. 
gentlemen could 

DRAW THEIR OWN CONCLUSIONS 

from such figures. The hon. leader of 
the opposition had compared the lum- 
ber operators of his oan county to 
those of the North Shore, and had stat- 
ed that they received but some $2.50, 
while he knew from his own operations 
that on the North Shore they received 
some £5. # When the report was receiv- 
ed from the crown land department it 
would be seen that in that hon. gentle- 
man’s county a large portion of the 
land on which lumber was cut was 
owned by private parties, and hence 
the difference, for they charged more 
fees for stumpage than did the crown, 
and it was consequently in their inte - 
est that the crown should maintain 
their present rate of stumpage. While 
the land companies had taken the best 
land aud had left only inferior lands 
to the crown, they had charged a higher 
rate of stumpage than had the gov- 
ernment, and were the present reduc- 
tion made, 1t would only be an equit- 
able one. 

DEFENDING THE NORTH. 

He would from his place defend the 
operators on the North Shore from 
the attacks made on them of late. 
They were not, as had been alleged, 
land-grabbers or land-robbers. They 
were not monopolists, nor were they 
millionaires. Few, if any, had any 
profis on their lumbering operations 
in the past few years, and some had 
even carried on their operations at a 
loss to themselves. The measure now 
proposed was simply one of justice. 
It was one that had been long de- 
manded, and it was but right that 
now the measure of justice intended to 
be done to the northern counties 
should be carried to a consummation. 

Dr. Atkinson. 
made an out aad out opposition speech, 
even declaring that low stumpage was 
prejudicial to lambermen, 

Mr. Labillois 
said he thought the member for Carleton 
was drawing on his imagination when he 
spoke of the over-expenditares made by 
the chief commissioner of public works. 
He mentioned instances where the chief 
comuiSsioner had been unable to grant 
favo's which he nad requested, by r<.son 
of th> great demands made by the south- 
ern section of the province. That gen- 
tlemn (Mr. Ryan) had stated that of all 
the counties in the province Carleton gave 
him the most trouble. He (LaBillois) 
thou:ht if there had been any over-expen- 
diture that county was responsible for it. 
It dil not, therefore, come with much 
grace from the member for that county 
to make the charges which he had made 
against that gentleman, 

[Dr. Atklnson here said he had not de: 
sired to make any reflections on the com- 
missioner, There was no member of the 
government for whom he had as much re- 
spect as for that gentleman. ] 

Mr. Labillois, proceeding, pointed 
out that the government, in the policy 
they were now carrying out, did not re- 
present alone the county of Northumber- 
land but of 90,000 people of the North 
Shore, or one-third of the entire province. 
He believed that the reduction in stump- 
age would not be of as much benefit to 
the larger operators as to the sub oper- 
ators of the North Shore. He did not 
think it was in the interest of the pro- 
vince that these 

SECTIONAL CRIES SHOULD BE RAISED 

as between the north and the south. He 
pointed out that the no:th contributed 
$39,000 out of the $114,000 received 
from stumpage last year. The govern- 
ment should give the people of the North 
Shore the consideration which these 
figures demanded. The North Shore 
members had always acted most gener- 
ously and patriotically in reference to the 
numerous claims of the southern sections 
of the province. The North Shore was 
unanimous on this question. He pointed 
out the advautage the south possessed in 
having a nearer market and longer ship- 
ping season, and less depth of snow iu 
the winter. It was clear to him that the 
government of the province for the past 
seven years had been, on the whole, satis- 
factory to the general mass of the people. 
Sach opposition as the government had 
met with was sectional and personal, and 
beside its merits. If this had not been 
the case it would have been impossible 
for so many members to secure their re- 
tarn by acclamation in support of the gov- 
ernment. The railway question was not 
one 5 aor in the present discussion, 

Mr. Phinney. 

Mr. Phinney said that as a member 
from a northern county he desired to take 
a bioad general view of this question. 
Had the government submitted to the 
house a bold, manly resolution in favor of 
a reduetion of the stumpage he wonld 
have voted for it. He would then have 
stifled the justifiable personal feeling he 
entertained towards the government 
which had treated him so unfairly in the 
past. The present resolution was a mere 
begging of the question. It was a mere 
subterfuge—a political fraud. If it satis. 
fied the porthern members they were 
easily gatistied. The resolution had been 
forged from the government, not hecause 
they felt they were doing justice to the 
North Shoae, but because political 
exigencies demanded it. But if the pres. 
ent resolution satisfied the members for 
Northumberland it did not satisfy him 
or the lumber operators of his county 
wow he had communieited with, 

Several members of the government— 
Who was it? George McLeod was it not? 

Mr. Phinney—Yes, George McLeod | 
and 1 had as much right to consult him as 
the government had to consult Mr. Snow. 

' bail. 

Hoa. Mr. Pugsley—His answer was to 

SACRIFICE EVERYTHING 

and turn the government out if possible. 
Mr. Fhinney—Yes, to turn the govern. 

meut out would not bo much of a sacri- 
fice to the country. (Laughter.) It was 
proposed that the house should say that 
it did not disapprove of a reduction in 
the stumpage, pending a report of the 
commission, and subject to such con- 
ditions as the governor in council may | 
impose. He thought that langnage meant | 
reduce the stumpage and afterwards im- 
po:e conditions that the northern lumber. 
men could not accept, namely, compel 
them to relinquish their leases, The | 
proposals of the government were not ! 
satisfactory to the lumber cperators of | 
Kent. He quoted from the attorney | 
general’s speeches where he described the | 
demands of Northumberland as unreason- | 

Children Cry for Pitcher's Castoria. 

[ district. 

able ard said he (Mr. Blair) would have referred. I had not only communication the reduction of stumpage but his con- 
stood better in the couaty if he had 

GONE DOWN WITH THE SHIP 

rather than have gone back on his record 
as he bad. 

Hon. Mr. Pagsley-—I would like to 

kuow if the hon. geotleman is in favor of 
a reduction of stumpage? 

Mr. Phinn<y replied 

answer that at hrs 
ceeding he pointed out ti 
ations of Mussrs, Ritchie, 
Emmerson in the assembly 

that he would 
convenience, Pro- 

at the declar- 

McLellan, and 
had been 

emphatically agairst a reduction of stamp- | 
age. He doubted very much whether 

(rreat 

Tweedie 

works had been consulted, 
Northumberland and 
prophet.  (Langhter.) 
had sacrificed hs 

was its 

principles for the pur- 

that was discredited at the polis. He 
might be reminded that he was assuming 
the position of a great purist in this mat- 
ter; he should aim high though it hit low, 

that he was going to run the department 
of the surveyor general for aliit was 
worth, 
Hon. Mr. Tweedie—So I am. 
Mr. Phioney—If he is going to do that 

the attorney general, 
genaral will 

EITHER HAVE TO RULE OR BE RULED, 

and I do not think he is the man to rule 
alongside of the attorney general, Mr. 
Phianey contended that the fu quoque 

The hon. surveyor 

opposition. If any of the members of the 

time when the party was not organized, 

ance. 

there should be a reduction of stumpage. 

not an important one to the county of 
Kent, where the lumber output was de- 
creasing from year to year. It would 

the house last year on 
stumpage. In that speech he 
the people of his county were 

had said 

ALMOST UNANIMOUS IN FAVOR 

ducsd if by 

reduce the 
that 1t was 

grants for roads, bridges, 

country. The last elections had 
held at a most inclement season. 

elections have been held in the 
season ? 

for the dominion government. 

general. 

ment, 

FrepericroN, March 19:h, 

doa. Mr. Pugsley 
resumed the stumpage debate. 

fore doubted. 

gentleman was on this question, 
was of 

GREAT 
COUNTRY 

that his vote should be given in ac 
cordance with his honest opinion. 

may have received from Mr. 
! McLeod. 

ceived a telegram from Mr. 
this question. 
Hon. Mr. 

gentleman’s pardon : he did say so. 
ference to last year’s 

ent time. 
doubt a manly and 

that had member things 

back as 1834, 1885 or 1886 ; but 
made last year. 

question. It was one that deeply con- 
cerned his covstituency.” 

county takes but little interest. 
the farmers of Kent not as much interest- 

service last year, when Mr. 
thought the stumpage matter 

ONE OF SO MUCH IMPORTANCE, 

as they are this year? 

Phinney 

question. 
reference to the official reports will show, 
“‘the county council of Kent had passed 
resolutions favoring a reduction of the 
stampage,and he (Mr. Phinney) would be 

with the remarks of the hon. member 
from Northumberland on the question.” 
Further on in the same speech Mr. Phian- 
ney said it was the duty of the North 
Shore members to voice the feelings of 
their constituents on this question,” and 
again ‘ome of the most prominent men of 
his county demanded a reduction of the 
stumpage on the ground that such a 
reduction was a public necessity. He 
hoped that the government would favor- 
ably entertain the request of the North 
Shore lumbermen and make a reduction 
ir the stumpage as soon as possible.” Not 
only was the hon. member in favor of a 
reduction ef the stumpage, but according 
to his own stateme.t he wanted it made 
without delay. What 1s his position now? 
What is his attitude when there is a 
proposition before the house looking to 
AN IV MEDIATE REDUCTION OF THE STUMP- 

1 AGE? 

Was the hon. member's hope last year 
that the government should reduce the 
stumpage as soon as possible evidence 
that the government never held out any 
hope to the lumbermen in the future, 
and yet now because the government pro 
poses to reduce the stumpage the hon, 
member makes reflections upon them. 
He (Pugsley) was afraid that the fact 
that Mr. Tweedie had been taken into the 
government instead of Mr. Phinney him- 
gelf had more than a little to do with the 
attitude of the hoo. member for Kent. 
(Mr. Phinney—Oh, ho.) He thought that 
after listening to the remarks of the hon. 
member from Kent last night the house 
ghould be convinced that were that hon, 
gentieman free to speak and vote accord- 
ing to the dictates of his own conscience 
and kis own best judgment he woud 
certainly favor a reduction of the stump. 
age, 
as to the form in which the question now 
came before the house, the remarks of 
that hon. member must have convinced 
the house that in his opinion the stumpage 
now imposed was 

A BURDEN AND AN INJUSTIOF 

ought to be removed. Such was the 
irresistible conclusion that was to be 
drawn from that hon. gectleman’s re- 
marks. The complaint was not so much 
to the proposition as made by the gov- 
ernment, but rather that it did not go far 
epough and that it did not meet what 
that hon. gentleman thought was the 
reasonable demand of the people in that 

The hon. gentleman had refer- 
red to a communication he had had with a 
gentleman who at one time was a Jumber- 
man, but who was not at present so much 
a lumbermen as a politician, and who 
had denounced the government for the 
appointment of Police Magistrate Rit- 
chie. 

Mr. Phinney—The gentleman to whom 
you refer is not the gentleman to whom I 

even the chief commissionzr of public | 
was | 

That geutieman | 

ge of keeping in power a government | . : pose of keeping in r a government | my, Solicitor ceneral did not understand | 

It was the boast of the present surveyor | 
general a short time ago, that he he'd | 
the government at his merey and was | 
master of the situation. lie halsail 

he will soon tind himself in collision with | 

argument was a weak one to apply to the 

opposition had made any overtures to the 
Northumberland members they did it at a 

and certainly did it without his cogniz- 
The hon. solicitor general was very 

anxious to know his views as to whether 

He was sorry to say that the question was 

make very little difference to the operatois 
of that county. ~He read from the official 
report of his own (Phinn=y’s) speech in 

the question of 

of a reduction of the stumpage. Of course 
they won!d not want the stumpage re- 

tended to 

schools and the other great services of the 
been | position te 

Hon. Mr. Blair—How many dominion 
winter 

Mr. Phinney—I am not here to answer 
His col- 

league (Mr. LeBlanc) had run against him 
with a candidate selected thy the attorney 

The latter was not satisfied with 
his (Phinney’s) independent support. The 
resolution of the attorney general evaded 
the real question and sought to throw 
upon the house responsibility that should 
rest upon the shoulders ot the govern- 

He therefore preferred to vote for 
the amendmens of Mr, Hanington. He 
would not say that the government was 

made to save the goverament from defeat. 

He said 
he was pained by the attitude of Mr. 
Phinney, whose sincerity he had never be- 

It would make little or no 
difference perhaps to the people of the 
province what the opinion of that hon. 

but it 

IMPORTANCE TO THE HOUSE AND 

The 
house was entitled to the honest opinion 
of the hon. gentleman as to whether or 
not the stumpage should be reduced. 
The hon. member should give an indepen- 
dent vote, revardless of any telegram he 

George 

Mr. Pbizuey —I did not say I had re- 
McLeod on 

Pugsley—I Yeg the hon. 
Re- 

official debates 
would show the inconsistent posi:iion of 
the hon. member from Kent at the pres- 

The opinion then given was no 
honest opinion. It 

could not be said on behalf of the hon. 
materially 

changed since he made the speech from 
which he (Pugsley) intended to quote. 
That speech had not been made as far 

it was 
Turn to page 29 of the 

official reports and what do we find ? 
The hon. member for Kent is reported as 
saying ‘‘he would not be doing his duty if 
he did not say something on the stumpage 

Yet he now 
says that the question is one in which his 

Were 

ed in the continuation of the roads and 
bridges and in the efficiency of the school 

The hon. member 
last year did not wish to be understood as 
eaving that it was only the lumbermen of 
Kent who were interested in the stumpage 

He said on that occasion, as a 

recreant to his duty if he did not agree 

Whatever views he might entertain | 

to the pecple of the North Shore, and 

with one gentleman but many on the 
question in Kent. 
The hon. solicitor general said he re- 

ferred to Mr. Geo. McLeod, of St. John, 
and the hon. gentleman had admitted that 
he referred to that gentleman. 

Mr. Phinney—The gentleman from 
whom I received the communication was 
not Mr. Geo. McLeod. 
The solicitor general accepted the state- 

ment of the hon. member, but would have 
to remark that the statement did not aec- 
cord with that made last evening. 

Mr. Phinney said the interpretation 
| was unfortunate. 

The solicitor general thought not. 
Mr. Stockton—Probably it was another 

telegram? 
Mr. Phinney —There are Learys and 

 O’'Learys and Macleods and McLeods. 

| the reference the hon. gentleman made 
and would ask him to inform him what 

| he referred to. 
[Nothing more, save of an evasive 

- character was said by Mr. Phinney, but 
it was afterwards understood that it was 
| Mr. Geo. K. McLeod who wrote to Mr. 
| Phiuney. |] 

Hon. Mr. Puagsley continued, making 
excellent points against all the previous 
opposition speakers, and delivering what 
was conceded to be one of the very best 
speeches of the debate, 

Mr. McEeowa 
followed Mr. Pugsley and declared that 
he, for one, had never held oat or hinted 
to anyone, in behalf of the opposition or 
for himself, the hope that the stumpage 
would be reduced, and he argued strongly 
that there was no justice iu the demand 
for a reduction of stumpage. Ha said he 
would ask no better question with which 
to appeal in behalf of the opposition to 
the people of the province. 

14r. O'Brien. 
said that as one of the participants in the 
historic deal, something would be expect- 
ed from him. He pointed out that the 
north had not been acting alone in the 
past in its efforts to secure a modification 

, of the government's lumber policy. One 
of the delegations which had come here 
had bzen engineered by Mr. George Me 
Leod in the city of St. John, who now, 
for p-htical purposes, was against a re- 
duction of stumpage. He was not in 
favor of the ten years’ leases, but the op 
erators of the North must have land 
some way because of the 

LARGE AMOUNT OF CAPITAL 

they bad investel in their mills and apoli- 
ances. It was pot trne that the four men 

c¢lected in Northumberland at the last 

general election had been elected in op- 
the government. His own 

position from the tirst had been that of aa 
independent in the interests of his 
county. At that time he had said he 
did wot care what government was in 
power, he would support any government 
that wou!d give the people of his county 
the consideration they were entitled to, 

OPPOSITION OFFERS. 

It had been stated that the Northumber- 
land members could have got better 
terras from the opposition. That was 
true. (Applause.) Two or three dele- 
gations had come trom the opposition to 
Miramichi. 1f these men were so sure 
that the Northumberland representatives 
were elected in opposition to the goveru- 
ment, why did they, at such an early 

not right in seeking to reduce the stum- | ge give evidence of their doubt of the page, but he refused to accept this | 509 
mongrel arrangement which was only 

THE YELLOW VALISE MISSIONARY. 

Mr. Stevens and others who came to him 
told him there was no doubt they would 
get all they waited. He (O'Bries) had 
said that their people woull nos consent 
to anything under a reduction of 45 cents. 
To that Mr. Stevens sand he could not 
speak for all of the 18 men who ¢ impized 
the opposition. He was then including 
the Northumberland in lependeunts, bag 
he had no doubt that a reduction of the 
stampage won'!d ba made to 8) rents by 
the opposition, (Applause) More than 
that, he said Northumberland could have 
the present survey r general as attorney 

general and leader of the, government. 
(Applause ) Mr. Stevens had also, on 
that occasion, expressed his fear that Mr, 
Tweed:e was kicking a little in the traces. 
(Laughter) Ast) the matter of leader, 
Mr. Stevens said he and his colleague 
could not follow the present leader ¢f the 
opposition.  (G:eat Laughter.) There 
were certania recasous why he thought tha 
could never be, He (O’Briea,) however, 
had stated that in case he wer2 in the 
opposition Mr. Hanington would be his 
choice. The only difference was that the 
Northumberland members preferred to 

than with the opposition. They were 
satisfied as long as they got what they 
asked for, (Laughter.) He thought that 
was a reasonable position to take, as they 
had canvassed the county almost ex- 
clusively on the stumpage question, 

AN ANXIOUS OPPOSITION, 

Since he came to Fredericton also the 
opposition and their agents had been very 
prevalent in the vicinity of the Northum- 
berland men. Evideutly the men from 
that county were men of great import- 
ance in the eyes of these gentlemen. 
These agents told them that they were 
foolish, as they could get more from the 
opposition. In concluding, be said he 
was proud of the chance of new casting 
his first vote in the interests of his 
county. (Applause.) The four northern 
counties would not forget in the future 
which party had helped them, and which 
party had made overtures to them culy 
to turn their backs upon and attempt to 
deceive them, 

Hr. Stevens 
denied the accuracy of Mr. O'Brien's ver- 
sion of what took place between them in 
Mr. O’'Brien’s house. He (Stevens) bad 
no authority then or now to pielge the 
opposition to any course, but he was not 
ashamed of any word he had uttered, and 
he felt that Barchill, who was present, 
would indorse the recital of what then 
occurred, He attacked Mr. O’Brien for 
violating the well-established laws of 
hospitality and the rules of decency by 
making public a private conversation that 
took place beneath his (O’Brien’s) roof. 
Mr. Stevens dealt with the stumpage 
resolutions at some length, opposing and 
rediculing them, 

Lr. Robinson 

said the feeling in Northumberland was 
very strong in favor of the reduction of 
the stumpage—it was the opposition to 
the stumpage that had brought hin here. 
He felt in 1837 that the government 
showed a desire to do something for the 
lumbermen, and put in the estimates the 
sum of $5,000 for the improvement of 
steams—and it was because the lamber- 
men could not agree that the sum was 
withdrawn from the estimates. There 
had been 

NO OPPOSITION TO THE GOVERNMENT. 

If they gave us relief for our great indus- 
try we were willing te support any gov- 
ernment, and having appealed to the 
county on that gronnd it could not be 
said that they bad sold themse'vee. He 
claimed that lumbermen on the North 
Shore had either to 

GET REDRESS OR GO OUT OF THE BUSINESS, 

One man on the North Shore had gone 
out of the business and his mill had been 
sold the other day—a two gang mill for 
$5,000. It had been said that the lumber 
industry was in a better condition now 
than in 1886 but this was not so. He 
had sold 3,000,000 feet of deals in 1886 
for $9.50 and wow would be glad to get $9 | 

| for them. Mr. Robinson in continuing 
| his remaiks allnded to some of the state- 
; ments of Mr. Havington who he said was 
. wi ling to reduce the stumpoge to 80 
cents in 188%, This cansed the leadzr of 

| the opposition to rise and say he never 
| made such a statement. ‘Oh yes you 
did” was the reply of Mr. Robinson, and 
' the leader said no more but the whole 
' house smiled, Mr, Robinson then took 

| up 
SOME STATEMENTS OF MR. PHINNEY, 

which brought that gentleman to his feet 
with the remark, “I never said 1 was 
opposed to a reduction of the stumpage.” 

. “*No,” said Mr, Blair—*‘He is not oppos- 
ed to a reduction of the stumpage, but he 
will vote against the resolution. This 
brought out a retort from Mr. Phinney at 
the conclusion of which, Mr. Robinson 
coacluded his remarks by asking the 
house to fairly consider the interests of the 
North Shore. 

Hon. Mr. LeBlanc 
said the new settlements in Kent County 
had received ample justice. He was him- 
self a settler in Kent 40 years ago and 
had undergone all the hardships of a first 
settler. He had voted in 1885 against 

Children Cry for 

deal with the present government ratter 

stituents had informed him in 1856 that 
while they returned him he must vote for 
a reduction of stumpage. The govern- 
ment had then promised that while the 
stumpage could not be reduced, then, it 
would be at the first opportunity. As to 
the statement of Mr. Phinney that there 
had been an attempt to introduce the 
religious cry into Kent it was quite evi- 
dent that no such cry had been raised for 
had there been such a cry Mr. Phinney 
would have been sitting quietly at home. 
Mr. Phinney attempted to interrupt him 
and came off second best. 

Meesrs. Turner and Alward 
| followed, Mr. Powell having the floor at | 
adjournment. 

, On Thursday, Mr. Powell resumed the 
| debate, making a good speech. He 
moved an amendment to the amendment, 

| which was ruled out of order. It was 
j to postpone tne debate, but, having a 
preface, could not be entertained. 

Mr. Wilson followed Mr. Powell, in a 

after giving a sketch of his life, made a 
well-delivered speech on the subject be- 
fore the house. 
the afternoon with a three-hour speech, 
which was well-delivered and present- 
ed the Opposition’s points quite complete- 

taken by 
Hon Mr. Twesdie, 

any rule of the house or of parliamentary 

in the course of a debate, yet my learned 

ence to my not speaking, until it suited 
me to do so The hon. member for St. 
John City has assailed the government, 

upon its general policy. 
MR. ALWARD’S POSITION, 

that bon. gentleman ? 

he now claims to be improper. 

supporter of the government in the past. 

ernment at last. What for? 

in the City of St. Joho. 

it all his own way ; and, because he thus 

wrong doers—if it were wrong, 
deay. 

porters and ‘‘in the swim.” 
THE RELIGIOUS CRY! 

that the eleccion ia the City and County 

cry and, cne by one, 

They did not raise it. Oh, no? 
that cry has served its purpose. 

it, but they can’t do it. 

not raise it, 

running my last election, my 

lasd!y They failed in that however 
What was their card? 

gentleman here just behind me 

kinds, I suppose, of those cards. 

have been by the government. 

this branch of the subject. 

published 10 Boston. 

the election had resulted in 
the party whose cause be espoused, 
wrote a letter to this paper. 

religious ery. The editor says, 
head of Ste-John, N. B.— 

fectually amorg the people. 

City. 
ceived Monday : 
“Our people are waking up and in the last 

local election defeated the Governme:at 
dites in this city, by an overwhelming majority , 
because the Governieut discharge! a respe table 

Catholic,” 

Mr. Stockton—The Solicitor General 
may have sent that. 
Hon. Mr. Tweedie—That style is 

eral’s. 
language of a gentleman opposite me. 
The correspondent says: ‘They will not 
try that again.” 
Here is another— 

from? 
Hon. Mr. 

American Citizen”—a paper published in 
Boston, 

a long way off —how could that aff:ct it? 
Hon. Mr. Pugsley—They read from a 

paper published in Chicago—the ‘Chicago 
Lumberman.” 
Hon. Mr. Tweedie continued to read 

from the paper as follows— 
Editor British American Citizen: 
Sir:—My attention has been called bv a large 

number of readers of your valuable paper to an 
item in the issue of the 25th of January stating 
that the Government of New Brunswick had been 
sustained, while to all who knew the facts of the 
case the Government party were beaten in every 
county where a contest took place, except York, 
where the Roman Catholic Judge Ritchie, of 
this city, went to help the leader, Mr. Blair, 
while pretending to be sick here with ‘La 
Grippe.” In this constituency there were six 
Government supporters, until the 20th of Jau- 
uary, when we returned six opposing members 
all pledged to the overthrow of the Blair admin- 
istration. Im spite of the fact that the Govern- 
ment had the solid, undivided support of the 
Roman Catholic laity, we beat them out of sight 
by nearly a thousand majority, thereby electing 
the whole ticket of Protestants, the younger 
man (McKeown) being a prominent Orangeman, 

| and leading the poll, and Rourke, Shaw and 

and Stockton, the two former members who re- 

. ant, the cause being the dismissal of a Protest- 
i ant Judge to make room for one of the spoilsman 
| —» Roman Catholic —~which will not soon be for- 
| gotten by the loyal electors of the City and 
| County of $t. John. Right royally have we 
| fulfilled the trust by electing the whole ticket. | 
One thing is certain: this constituency cannot be 
bought and they have found that out after a 

| lavish expenditure of money and promises. The 

| New Brunswick we will maintain,” we have 
preven that when Protestant principles are at 
stake we can still win the battle as out fathers 
did of yore, even against rum, Romanism and 
weak-kneed Protestant boodlers. The intro- 

very effective speech and Mr, Pourier 

Dr, Stockton occupied 

ly. He _ continued for a few minutes of 
the evening session and the floor was next 

who sail: I was not aware that there was 

procedure requiring a member of the gov- 
ernment, or indesd any private member to 
rise in his place and speak at a certain time 

friend opposite (Mr. Stockton) has seen fit 
to make unwarranted statements in refer- 

not only upon this resolution bat also 

What was to be said as to the conduct of 
Why, sir, that he 

supported the government in the past and 
till the las: session closed—he even sup- 
ported them in the very acts which he has 
uow taken occasion to criticise, and which 

Had he 
not done so, then his speech might have 
had far more weight and force than it 
can possibly have at the present time. Is 
not that the record of that hon. member? 
His record shows that he stood here as 
toe firm friend 2nd follower,and a staunch 

He did so, as I have already said, all 
through, but he had abandoned the gov- 

Not upon 
any question of policy, not upon any ques- 
tion of public polity, but upon the small- 
est point it was possible to conceive of — 
the appointment of the Police Magistrate 

Why did he op- 
pose the government in that matter? It 
was because he could not and did not get 

failed, he turned rouad and is now found 
criticising the acts he helped the govern 
ment to perform, and he challenges them 
for not having acted rightly, wheu he was 

{ himself part and parcel of that govern- 
meut—when he himself had given his 
assent, by his vote and otherwise, to those 
very acts and now he is found saying it 
was a!l wrong, when he was one of the 

which I 
Yet, if the policy of the govern- 

ment was wrong, he was one of their sup- 

Sir, he now sits in this house an: chal- 
lenges the government, and he has told us 

of St. John was not ror upon the religious 
those gentlemen 

from that constituency have risen in their 
places and deprecated the religious cry. 

But, sir, 
They 

are here, and, now, they want to abandon 

Mr. Stockton: —I say now again I did 

Mr. Tweedie:—Why, sir. they found it 
work so well down there in the City 
and county of St. John that, whea I was 

learned 
friend, together with other hon. members, 
endeavoured to raise it in Northumber- 

I had one of them 
and it had appended to it the names of 
Dr. Alward, Dr. Stockton, Mr. Shaw, Mr. 
Rourke, Mr. Smith and the other young 
g (Mr. 
McKeown)—the boy candidate. Yes, it 
was signed by them; and there were two 

At all 
events I kaow it was the Protestant one I 
had, and they had, I believe, one for the 
other side, but I know the one I had 
must have been the Protestant one, for in 
it it was stated that they were not going 
to allow any government to govern their 
religion, yet the hon. member said that 
they did not raise that cry and did not 
know 1t was raised, and if raised it must 

Bat I will 
procecd to let a little further light in on 

I wiil read 
from the British American Citizen, a paper 

In that paper under 
date of 5th February last T find a writing 
by one sigaing bims=if “Loyali-t,” and 
who, in the exuberance of his spirits, after 

favour of 

Let us see 
if this gentleman had never heard of this 

under 

“The leaven is working quietly but ef- 
Se veral of 

our correspondents in Sc. John have writ- 
ten us of an eacouraging outlook in that 

Here is an extract from a letter re- 

candi- 

Protestant Judge to make rooms for a Rowan 

familiar but it 1s not the Solicitor Gen- 
It seems more to accord with the 

Mr, Hanirgton— What are you rcading 

Tweedie—From thie “British 

Several Opposition members— That's 

Smith being almost up to him. Messrs Alward | of the day would make some concession to 

| 
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—for I have found it—that it was admit- 
ted by the citizens of Saint John, and by 
the electors of Saint John, on the streets 
of St. John, that that cry was the reason 
of the change ; that it was on that cry 
they had been swept in, and now they are 
found opposing the government, not be- 
cause they have anything against the 
government—it could not be that, for two 
of the hon, gentlemen opposite supported 
the government in the past—but becauss 
the government would not go back ou its 
principles. But these gentlemen have gone 
back on their views and allegiance, and 

| they now swallow the principles they be- 
| fore held and their views are altered. 

Dr. Alward— What about your own 
| views ? 

MR. TWEEDIE CHALLENGES HIS TRADUCERS. 

Hoo. Mr. Tweedie—My hon, friend 
asks “What about my own views?” If 
there is a gentleman on the floor pf tha 
house who has pursued a consiste 
it issmyself? I defy any hon, gentle 
before me on the floor of the house to no 

statement ; and, before I sit down, I 
shall prove whether the position 1 have 
taken is a consistent one or not, In 1886 
1 came here on the question of reduction 
of stuampage. At that time, as now, that 
was the burning question in the County of 
Northumberland, and I was elected on 
that platform ; and the County and my- 
self and colleagues were right, and my 
conduct—justitied in the course ave 
taken—has been amply approve y 
times sfhce. 

tion of various administrations in regard 
to this question of the stumpage as it af- 
fected the northern counties of the prov- 
ince. That it was not to apply in the 
same manner to north and south is easily 
proven, for the principle of difference had 
been recognised by the government inas- 
much as 80 cents per thousand was impos- 
ed on lumber obtained in the southern 
counties, while 60 cents only was imposed 
on the North Shore counties. In 1886 I 
was elected on a ticket pledged to sap- 
port a reduction of stumpage. It was felt 
by the lumbermen of the north that they 
could not, with the stumpage at the 
present rate, carry on their work success- 
fully and, asa result of that feeling, a 
ticket in oppositioa to the high rate of 
stumpage was formed and carried. Two 
of the gentlemen then elected . resigned 
their seats, Mr. Park for the Collectorship 
at Newcastle and Mr. Adams to run for 
the Dominion legislature. I was left. 
What course did I pursue? Can any hon. 
gentleman refer to any statement 1 have 
made in which I did not stand by the 
policy I was elected to pursue? Did I 
not state at all times, fairly and openly, 
that my policy was reduction of the stum- 
page, and all the opposition I ever gave 
the government was on the ground that I 
had claimed this reduction and could not 
support any government that would not 
give a reduction. I refer to hon. gentle- 
men both behind and before me. and if 
they treat me fairly and honestly they 
must do me the justice of saying that I 
ever maintained that stand. In my vote 
against the railway policy I was actuated 
by the same desire and so stated ; in my 
vote against the departmental buildings I 
was guided still by the same principle and 
[ so stated at the time that I could nut 
support such measures while the stumpage 
remained as it was ; for I thought a reduc- 
tion of the stumpage much more necessary 
and more in the iuterests of the Province 
than these unaertakings. Gentlemen who 
support the government and give ita 
faithful and honest support on many 
questions may at times criticise the con- 
duct of the government and not be called 
traitors, and in many matters of minor 
importance I too criticised the govern- 
ment when standing up for my county, 
but I never indulged 1n the practice of 
calling people hard names, as has been 
done 1n this house by some gentlemen. 

NEITHER INCONSISTENT NOR TRAITORS. 

Again, in 1890, the County of North- 
umberland pronounced its opinion on this 
question, and four men were elected to 
secure a reduction of stumpage. They 
were elected upon the same lines and the 
platform laid down was reduction of the 
stumpage. Was it a platform that pre- 
vented any hon. gentlemen from joining 
the government? Was it a platform of 
direct opposition to the government? I 
say it was not, and when hon. members 
say it was I challenge their statement. 
Wren those hon. gentlemen say that I 
opposed the general policy of the govern- 
ment on the platform and the hustings 
I say they cannot prove it; they cannot 
prove that I ever made the statements 
they attribute to me. They could not do 
so because, sir, I laid down my position 
as clearly as I can lay down any principle 
—and surely I am a man having some 
common sensc—and when I laid down 
the platform: upon which I myself and 
my friends stcod, I knew what its 
principles were. That platform was 
this : that if the government would 
reduce the stumpage and would recognise 
the claims of Northumberland County 
and give a portfolio to one of its members, 
then I would support that government, 
and my friends said they would support it. 
too. That, sir, was the platform as 
stated in the opposition and government 
papers alike, and was so reported in the 
Union Advocate of Newcastle, which sup- 
ported me on ¢.nservative nes and it 
wad the platiorm that the MIRAMICHE 
ADVANCE also reported as stated by me 
on nomination day ; and, yet, here, on 
the flor of the house, hon. members in the 
opuosit on party have been charging me 
w:th incousistency. I have been treated 
unfairly and if my record of some sixteen 
years wee lov-ed into it would not be 
found to support any of the hon. gentle- 
men in the remarks they have made. I 
stood in this tHouse of Assembly years 
ago and advocated the same principle 
that I do to-day. I did so long years 
before many of the hon. gentlemen now 
present were in this house, and I defy 
them to say that my conduct was any- 
thing but that of a gentleman or to say 
that I was not ever mindful of the prinei-~ 
pies I was elected to maintain. 

THE NORTHERN POSITION. 

Passing to the question of the stumpage 
it has been debated to such an extent that 
I need go into it but in a very limited 
way. There are equities, sir, to be 
considered here. The counties of Resti- 
gouche, Gioucester, Kent and Northum- 
berland have strong clalms upon the 
Province, which some of my learned 
friends seem to disregard. They seem to 
think that the lumber lands belong to the 
Province, and not to the North Shore at 
all. Is it because the trees are growing 
in the forests that the revenue is secured ? 
No, it is by reason of the operators of the 
North Shore and the mills on the lower 
Miramichi that $30,000 a year is paid into 
the vreasury of the Province by the 
lainbermen of Northumberland. It is for 
similar reasons also that Kent 
Restigouche $10,000 and Glo 
000, while all the rest of the 
put together, pays only about one-thir. 
of that. The revenue is created not 
because the forest is there, but because 
the industry and the ability of the mer- 
chants of the Miramichi are there, and 
the mills are there. 
But what is the statement made? The 

hon. leader of the opposition has said that 
the state of the trade is good and that 
1t 1s not depressed at all. But I will 
tell my hon. friend this, that.up to now 
there have been 4 or 5 mills on Mira- 
michi lying idle. They have been idle for 
some years ; further,” I will tell him 
when it was thought that the governmen 

El 

the industry or give something in the 
signed their seats over eight months ago inde- | matter of clearing out the streams and 
fence of principles held dear by every Pratest that the government was not adverse to 

our claim and would seriously consider 
the position of the lumbermen of the 
north shore, a great deal >f confidence was 
inspired. What is the consequence ? It is 
that to-day there is a larger cut and more 
lamber is got out than last year and the 

’ | prospec 
| electors have plainly stated that *‘The rights of | p p ts are favorable to the trade. Hon. gentlemen opposite say it is the worst 

thing that could happen for the cut 
to be increased —that it will deplete the 

, forests — 

duction of the boodle and spoils system will not | 
be tolerated, Our platform is equal righus for 
all and wore than that will not be granted, and 
if they are not satisfied with that, we, can and | 
will take even that which they now have, for 
with us is the power to do it. 

Lovauist, 

Look at the language. Why, you 
could almost trace it home and know that 
it was not my learned and hoa. friend toe 
solicitor-general’s, but it is familiar writ. 
ing and 1t sounds very much like the 
language of my hon. friend opposite, 
(Dr. Alward.) 
Coming nearer home what would be 

found to be the case ? It would be found 

Pitcher's Castoria. 

Mr. Hanington —Do you say that men 
have been encouraged by the extra 25 
cents a thousand ? 
_ Mr. Tweedie—I say it is better to make 
1t than to lose it, and if they make the 25 
they would be doing more than they have 
been doing for a long time past. I could 
refer to many hon. members who will 
support my statemnets, I could refer to 
the hon. gentleman now sitting in the 
speaker’s chair (Mr. Butchill). I eould 
refer to him as to whether he has made 
25 cents per thousand for the last three 
years, and I could ask his colleagues and 
mine from the county of Northumberland 
if there were not a number who have not 
made ten cents and who, if they could do. 
so, would be willing to ship lumber, but it is. 

stand up and successfully contradict my% 

I will now briefly refer to the past a 


