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PAIN-KILLER

THE GREAT

Family Medicine of the Age.

Taken Internally, It Cures -
Diarrheea, cmm)p, and Pain in the
Stomach, Sore Throat, 8udden Oolds,
Coughs, etc., ete.

Used Externally, It Cures
‘Outs, Bruises, Burns, Soalds, 8prains,
Tocthache, Pain in the Face, Neuralgia,
Rheumatism, Frosted Feet.

bear testimony to the eficacy of the Pain-
xmg."?-uumnm emmmmuo
musdpu:nﬂhovnh a good

has the Pain-Killer, which is
the qu%mwm now in use,~Tennessce

It has real merit ; as a means dnﬁvm pain, no
mml lcqnlrodN ":mmuoqummumvw

-Eiller.—Netwport News.

Beware of imitations. Buy only the genuine “PERRY
DAvIs.” Sold everywhere; large bottles, 25¢.

A Calumny Refuted.

For many years past it has been
from timoyloytimellll"ged by the
Opposition leaders and precs, that
the: late Sir John Msodonald and
'Sir Oharles Tupper, (or theove or
the other of them as the politios]
exigencies of the Liberal party re-
quired) hed in 1879, referred to the
late Archbishop Liynch of Toronto,
and Catholics generally, in terms
of the utmost epprebrium and
particularly in that they expressed
thémselves as having * no confi
dence in the breed.”

Both Sir Jobn Macdonsld and
Sir Charles Tupper, had, whenever

happened since 1879, and I bad &
vague recn'l clion of » charge of this
kind baving been made either against
myself or against the late Right Houn.
Sir Jobn A. Macdonald ; but I felt

.| perfectly certain that it was quite im-

possible that I ever could have made
such a statement as that, as it was in
contradiction to the whole tenor of
my public life, and I am very much
obliged to the hon. member for Que-
bec (Mr. Langlier) for having given
me ad opportunity of meeting this
attempted support of that slander,
and 1 am prepared to prove that I
properl, so denounced it. The state-
ment here is in a letter addressed by
me to Mr. John A. Macdonell. In
that letter it is said : '

I have consulted Sir John about that
matter of the Old Bank of Upper Can-
ada, and we have decided to knock off
the interest as you suggest. The case
will go to Council forthwith, as Sir
John says but little confidence is to be
placed in the breed.” et

It is not a statement, therefore made
by me. It does mot profess to be a
statement made by me. Sir John
said that. That is the only construc-
tion I can give this letter. I see the
hon. gentleman smiling and evident-
ly under the impression that some
little quibble can be raised on this
point; but I am happy to say that I
stand here in the position to-night
not only of throwing back this vile
and miserable slander upon the par-
ties who have ventured to bring it up
here, bit of giving the most con
vincing evidence possible of its entire
falsity. - How any gentleman, how
any intelligent man ceuld suppose
that I, professing, as I do in this
matter, my desire to obtain the ap-
proval and meet the views of a gen-
tleman who bad addressed me on
a public question—how any man of
the lowest order of intelligence could
suppose that I, in writing~to a Ro-

this charve was made, given it the |man Catholic gentleman, would make
most indignant, emphatic and cir-{use of such an ‘expression as that,

cumstantial denial. ' But it was

passes my comprehension. The cir-

nevertheless persisted in, and guite|cumstances oceurred so long ago as

recently was brought up in Parlia-

1879, and a good deal having hap-

ment by the Hoborable Mr. Lau-|pened of interest since that period,

rier, who repeated tbe accusation,

my recollection was very hazy of the

and it was echoed by Sir Richard | matter, but I recollected that some
Cartwright, the Honorable David | such charge had been made and had
Mills, the Honorable F. Langelier, | been promptly refuted at the time
Mr. L. H. Davies and others|But happily for me, a gentleman who

of lesser nete.

was a prominent actor in the whole

The discussion and correspond-{of this matter, and who consequent-
ence which then took place, and |ly has the subject more within his re-
followed thereafter, is now given in | collectio, Mr. Jobn A. Macdonel,
order that those specially interested |d barristdg of high character and
may judge for themselves of thix|standing in this country, a Roman
miserabis charge formulated agains: [Oatholtc gentleman, who was the
the Premier of Carads, and his hon-| person who communicated with me

ored predecessor Sir John Macdon

ald, which is proven to have had its|with whom I had this correspond-
ence, wrote me a letter which I re
ceived yesterday.

inception in theft and forgery, to be
without the shadow of foundation
so far as.those statesmen are con-
cerned, aid whioch must. of neces-
sity, it is submitted, revoil on the
heads of those who unworthily con-
cooted and used 1t for their own im-
roper purposes.
{ op: t{,’e'%‘li April, 1896, in the
course of a speech continuing the

with reference to this business, and

I am not quite
aware where my private secretary is,
but shall have great pleasure in lay-
ihg before the House that letter {rom
Mr, Jobn A. Macdonell, the gentle-
man mainly concerned in this trans
action, and a member-of the firm of
Foy, Tupper and Macdonell, with
whom this corresponderce teok place

obstruotion on the Manitoba“Schocl|I ‘may mention at the same time,
Bill, the Hon. Mr. Laurier spoke|that Mr. Foy is a Roman Catholic

as follows :—

gentleman ot as high standing as any

« And thisis the head of that party |man in this country—I ~ shall _ say

whe here poses as the L
Roman Catholic minority in Manitoba,
Roman Catholics everywhere know

what esteem the hon. gentleman has

advoeate of the| nothing about the third partoét in

the firm. But that it could be sup-
posed possible, that I in addressing

for them. They know that at one time | the firm of Foy, Macdonell and Tup-
pressed himself—to

he had

per, would use such language as that,
or that eveo if Sir Jobn Macdonald

0 had made use of such a term, I would

the breed, let me tell mnmuillmil tu‘uﬂi: repeat it in a letter which, if it bhad

breed reciprocates the compliment.”

any influence at all, would pecessar-

Oa the 11th April, 1896, Sir Rich. |ily and naturally be shown to his
ard Cartwright thus referred to the | Grace the Archbishop of Toronto,

same matter.

Si2 RicEARD OARTWRIGHT—I am
sorry to interrupt the-hon. gentle

passes my - comprebhension. M.
Macdonell, who remembers the facts
perfectly, has addressed a letter to

man (Mr. Wallace), bat I am afraid me stating that no such words were

he will not get any snswer from
the Government. With his per-
mission and .with the permissien of
the committee, I would like to clea
ap a disputed matter about which
there was a good deal of contradic-
tion of sinners the other evening.
It is well to know to whom we are
indebted for certain historic phrasee.
Now, there is a historio phrase the

contained in the letter addressed by
Vle to him, and be adds that these

letters were stolen out of the office of
Foy and Macdonell and that a vile
forgery was perpetrated by interpo:
lating those words. The facts as I
have said, have long since passed
from my mind, but I had perfect
confidence in challenging any man
living to pretend that any such state-

E:ternity of which is in dispute,|™ent or any eyidence of- any such

t the autherity for which 1 am
able to lay before the House :-
Sir Oharles Tupper'to J. A. Mac-
donell : ; ;
"Ottawa, May 20, 1879,
My Drax MACDONELL §

statement evér had been made by
me, Mr. Macdonell, unsolicited by
me, sent me a letter which I will
bave great pleasure in laying "before
the House to-morrow. I would do
80 at this moment, but cannot find

I have consulted Sir John abont that| ™Y Private secretary, to whom I gave

of the old Bank of Upper Can:
:lal“;;emise:, and we bave &’:ided to
knock off the interesf, as youn su L.
The case will go before Council forth-
with, as Sir John says bnt little confid-
ence is to be placed in tbe bhreed, we
shall hold its findl settlement in abey.
ance until after the election, when it
can be passed throngh.
The whole correspondence is to be
foupd in the Toronto Glebe of
Thursday, April 5, 1883, to which
1 refer the hon. geutlemen who
have any desire to know. Bat now
the paternity of the historic phrase
that “ but little confidence is to be
placed in the bried” is learly
placed where it belongs, and that is
with the piesent leader of the
House. We now know exactly
what opinion, when the election
was on, that hon. gentlemsn enter-
tained about the gentlemen he is
now patronizing. It is well for the
House to have that little maiter
settled. . Tt was disputed and de;]
nied. publicly ‘by the Secretary of
State, if my memory serves me
right, and slthongh I do not see
him here, I bave no doubt that his
friends can communica'e with him,
and show him where the authority
for the statement can be found.

Mz DioggY—Where is that ?
Ste RiceaRD OARTWRIGHT — The

" lotter is dated May 20 b, 1879,

The Hon. F. LANGELIER having at
copsiderable length stated the al-
leged+circumstances, and Gwe_lt. up-
oo the forged letter for which it
was attempted now to make Sir
Chailss Tupper responsible (al-
though as pointed out in the debate
by the Hon. Mr, Dickey, when
the accusation’ wes first brought in
the Globe, in April, 1883, shortly’
after the papers were stolen and the
forgevies perpetrated, the Globe’s
heading, referring to the matter,
was: “Sir John's real opinion of
Oatholio electérs I” Tais

Sz Cuarizs TupPErR rose and
#aid :— 3

-Mr, Chaiiman, when the honor-
able leader of the Opposition stated,

yenings ago, that I bad, on'a
n stated in reference

to the Romsn Ostholice, that I bad
2o - osnfijeses :..d,zz:,:; breed, 1
promptly challenged ¢ acouracy
of tbapt!m.nd I deﬁed';z

%, -sar 1 '3 an 1ch

M' ade | '..’

things have

. |it for the purpose of having it type-

written, in order that it might be
more gasily read. Mr. Macdooelk
informed me that, with my approval,
be proposed to send ‘a copy of the
letter to the hon. leader of the Oppo-
sition. - He declares tha} this letter
never contained any words of the
kind, that those papers were stolen
from the office of Foy, Macdonell
and Tupper, and that -this forgery
was then perpetrated apd given to
the press. I need not waste much
more time on this question, and I
leave it for the committee to decide
how hard driven hon. gentlemen op-
pusite are to find some eyidence by
which they can attack the character
of a man who, from the commence-
ment of his public_life down to this
hour, has pever committed an act or’
uttered a word with peferenge to the
Roman Catholic body in this coun-
| try that has not been of the most re-
spectful character. I need not take
a1p the time of the-committee-longer
than to say that I shal] have great
pleasure in giving the evidence that
this letter of mine which was shown
—if my memory serves me nghtly—
I cead it over hastily—to His Grace
the Archbisbop, centained . no suck
words and no reference of the kind
charged against me, I may mention
for the information of hon. gentle
'men who may think that this was
perpetrated to secure Catholic votes
at the election, that this correspond-
ence appears to haye taken place in
1879, four years before there was any
election. s

The discussion being continued by
Mr Mlls and others, and Mr.
L. H. Davies having suggested that
Sir Charles Tupper did not deny of
his own knowledge and recollection
that he had used the offensive words,
but he based his denmial upon -the
statemengs contained in Mr. Mac-
donell’s letter,

Sir OHARLES TuprEr said: “I
did deny most emphatically, and the
hon. gentleman knows that I denied
ity and I challenged ‘any man living
to prove that I ever in my life used
any such linguage.”

M. Davizs (P. E. 1.)—I did not
understand the hon. genileman when
he rose a few moments ago, tossay
that be had sufficient reccllection of
the letter to enable him to pronounce
those words to be an interpolation
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and - forgery, but that Mr. Macdonell
would say so. '

en it the most emphatic denial a man
can give any statement and defied
any person to prove it, and I offered
to produce Mr. Macdonell's letter, in
which he declared that the papers
were stolen and that no such state-
ment was in the letter, and that it
was 3 forgery. '

Mr. Davies (P. E. 1.)=I am not
questioning any statement of the
bon. gentleman, but I am-merely
asking whether he says that those
words were a forgery.

" Sir CeArLes TyppER—IL do, I
say that such words were never writ-
ten by me in my life, aod bave said
so repeatedly.

Mr. Miirs (Bothwell)—I have
nothing further to add. The hon.
gentlemen says he has not read the
rest of the correspondence and can-
not speak with regard to it. I just
rose for the purpose of calling atten-
tion to the facts which I have stated,

man, not only to deny upon the
statement of Mr. Macdonell, but up-
on his own recollection that any such
letter was written by hima.

On the 14th. April, Sir Charles
Tupper addressed the House as fol-
lows :—

Sir CHARLES TurPER—I hadve not

the committee because I was very
anxious that nothing should emanate
from the supporters of this Bill which
would lend any countenance to the
obstruction with which it has been
met. Bat I feel it due to myself and
to the committee to draw atteation to
a little episode which occurred in this
discussion a few nights ago. The
hon. leader of the Opposition, in a
somewhat strong criticism and cen-
sure of my course, charged me with
two things. One was with having in-
curred the reprobation of the lai
Right Hon. Sir John Thompson,

the other was with having spol

terms of contempt of the great™kom-
an Catholic body in this coantry, I
gave those statements the promptest
possible denial, and I said I was pre-
pared to show that, so far as Sir John
Thompson was concerned, down to
the close of his life and from its
commencement, I eujoyed the es-
teem and confidence of the right hon.
gentleman. I said that I was pre-
pared to meet a lefter which was
quoted as having been written by Sir
John Thompson with an extract from
a letter written by himself when he
was in Paris in 1893. The other
statement was that-I had spoken in
terms of such profound contempt of
the Roman Catholic body as to say
that I had “no coufidence in the
breed.” I met that statement,
which was’not new, and which, as I
said, I had but a dim recollection, as
it was?a long time ago that the charge
was made, with a flat denial.

I met tbat by a bold and defiant
challenge to any man living to pro
duce evidence that I ever uttered
such words in my life, or had ever
written such words. Subsequently,
when I entered the House, ? found
the hon. member for Quebec Centre
(Mr. Langelier) reading from the
Globe newspaper a correspondence
in which some such words were ysed
not as emanating from me, but as
stateqd by me to have been spoken by
Sir John A. -Macdonald. I then
stated that I had received a letter
from Mr. John A. Macdonell, a Ro-
man Oatholic gentleman, of the firm
of Foy, Tupper & Macdonell, at the
time this correspondence is purported
to have taken place, and that I was
prepared to produce the letter from
that gentleman, showing. the entire
falsity of the statement made in re-
terence to myself. Now, Sir, I pro-
pose to read to the House the evi-
dence upon which ] give these two
statements an emphatic denial. I
will just say to the hon. gentlemen
opposite that I do not think :the cre-
dit of the House, the credit’ of the.
party, o the credit of the country,
will be advanced by hon. gentlemen
in ‘this House adopting a policy of
calumny with reference to any politi-
cal opponent. I believe the good
sense of this country will revolt at
measares of that kind for the purpose
of advancing tbe interests of a party,
or attacking the character of any pub-
lic man, I.am reminded of the say-
ing of Busenbaum, ‘‘ Whenever you
would ruio a person or a government,
begin by spreading calumnies to de-
fame him.” Now, I do not think it
is creditable to any party, or to any
member, to endeavor to sustain its
fallen fortunes by adopting such a
policy,. I propose now to meet this
charge by a statement of facts. You
will remember that Shakespeare, in
Henry 1V., says, ‘*Mark now how
a plain tale shall put you down.” 1
will first read *extracts from a letter,
dated at Paris, March 22nd, 1893,
written by Sir John Thompson, to
Sir Chatles Tupper, Bart., and copied
from the origina] handwriting of 8ir
Jobn Thompson, by Mr. Joseph
Pope; and I shall be glad to show
the origiunal to any person anxious to
gee it :

[T S
heartily for the regard of which you ss
gure me, and I add very sincerely that
1 should esteem ‘it a great disappoint.
‘ment and mortification if mI {mnt ac:
ocession to office should be followed by
Canada being deprived of the mervices

R CuaRLES TUPPER—I have giv-] ﬁl'.hmmg “and

taken up a great deal of the time of

I thank you very |

of one whose ;)osition, as a statesman,
is a matter of so much pride to her,
d for whom I personally have an at-
oyalty which < have
grown very deep and strong in twenty
years of political association.”
I may say that that l:tter was written
on an occasion when I desized to be
relieved from the duties of the High
Commissioner in London, and it was
in consequence of the letter which I
received from Sir John Thompson,
containing this statement, that- I was
dissuaded from carrying out my in
tention. I may say in reference to
the other statement, that I am en-
abled to give an emphatic contradic-
tion; and I think it discreditable to
any hon. gentleman in this House
to rake up old correspondence of so
long ago, purporting to bave taken
place in 1879, and bringing it before
this House, when it bad already been
met by a complete and overwhelm-
ing refutation. There is an end of
all courtesy in discussion if, when
statements have been made and have
been met by a complete and over-
whelming denial, an hon. gentleman

and I understand the hon. gentle~ again-undertakes to renew the charge,

and entirely ignores the refutation
that has been made. I will give a
statement concerning the correspond-
ence which purported to have taken
place, and has been read by the hon:
member for Quebec Oentre (Mr.
Langelier) and I will now read the
refutation of what appeared in the
Globe of sth April, 1883.. The
Mail, on the 6th of April, 1883, con
tained this statement from its Ot-
tawa correspondent, which was pub-
lished in refutation of the statement
contained in the Globe.

Sir Charles Tupper then quoted at
Iength the Mail's article which had
at that time (April 1883) contained
nof only Sir John McDonald’s and Sir
Oharles Tupper’s denials of the state
ment that the expression had been
used by either of them, but had been
shown that the papers had been stolen
either from Sir Charles Tupper’s office
8r that of Mesgrs. Foy, Tupper and
Macdonell, and the forgery then per-
| petrated, care having been exercised,
however, by the forger not to put Sir
Charles Tuppers's name to the docu-
ment which he was charged with hav-
ing written, and which contained the
alleged ‘objectionable words, although
the other documents published were
signed by the persons stated-to have
written them !

Sir' Charles after quoting, coe-
tinued: “There is the complete re-
fatation, and the emphatic declaration
by myself at the time these letters first
appeared, appears not to have been
accepted, and I will assume was nol
known by the hon. gentleman who
made a reference to the statement.
I-will now read the letter of Mr. M-,
donell, who, as I said before, is a
Roman Oatholic gentleman and a
partner of anotner Roman Qatholic
gentleman of the highest stand-
in this country, Mr. J. _J. Foy,
of Toronto. No person with
a head wupon his shoulders
can pretend for a single moment that
any man could so far forget him-
self as to write in terms so insulting
to a gentleman of a firm eomprising
two leading Roman Catholics in this
country, whatever his opinion might
be. I will now read the letter I re-
ceived from Mr. MacdoneH a few days
ago:

ff Alexgndria, April 8th, 1896,
My DeAR S1R CHARLES :

I have reen with surprige that the old
falsehood has been revived to the effect
that you once stated that * youn had no
confidence in the breed,” referring to
those of your fellow-countrymen who
professed the Catholic religion, I had
thought that this had long since heen
disproved and abandoned, Politioal
exigenpies '°?£ _appear, however, to
have necessita its resurrection, and
regret to find that no less a person
than Mr. Laurier has been so far im-
posed upon as to give countenance and
repetition to it.

As the gtatement was originally al-
eged to haye been made by Sir John

acdonald and conveyed by you in a

lstter to myself, permit me to state
very shortly the facts.. s
Applicition was made about the year

through me to the Government of Can-
ada for a small goncession in respect of
some interest in arrears on the pur-
chase by a Catholic institation of the
old Bank of Upper Canada building in
Taronto, You were Minister of Pablic
Works at the time, and I, acting as so-
licitor for the Archbishop of Toronto,
wrote to you upon the sabject. Yon
were inclined to accede to our request,
but consulted Sir John Macdonald with
regard to it, and conveyed to me Sir
John Macdonald’s legal opinjon that
the concession could no¢ be made with-
out a vote of Parliament; it not being,
in his view, within the legal competen-
cy of the Privy Council to remit moneys
due to the Crown. I reported accord-
ingly to my client the Archbistop, to
whom I showed your letter, and al
though considerably diunpointad at
what we thOught was a somewhat
forced and technical reason for refusing
a re%ueat amply justified by the sur-
rounding circumstances, we felt that
nothin% farther was to be done in the
face of Bir John’s lega] degision, to
which of nooeulg. we bowed. It was
a matter of public business, and you
were natarally guided by Sir Jobhn’s
view of the law and your decision was
final and was conveyed to me in the or-
dinary courge of departmenial routine.
Shortly afterwards, but fortunately not
before ‘Archbishop Lynch had seen
your letter, the correspondence was
purloined from the office of Foy, Tup-
Por & Macdonell, and your letter freefy
interpolated by some facile hand, ap-
peared in print, with the statement
that Bir John had made unge of the ex-
ression with referenge to Archbishop
ynch, and generally including of
course, Mr. Foy and myself.

1 was astonished at the stupidity and

. was purprised

1879 by the late Archbishop Lynoh |

impudefice of the forgery, for such it
was, the statement referred to having !
been forged” to a letter gennine in other '
thentic doe: t 1n its entirefy. I.
at any rational being
could be so stapid as to credit that a
man 8o notoriously astute as Sir John
Macdonald, would make use of 50 offen-
sive & remark, which was to be con-
veyed to the solicitor for the Arch-
bishop in & letter which he knew must,
of necessity, be shown immediately to
His Grace, in the ordinary course of
business. Secondly, that it could be
sup) by any one who was aware
of the well-known relations of the most
intimate personal friendship which ex-
isted between Sir Jobn ‘ acdonald and
myself, that Sir John would offer me g0
gratuitous an insult in regard to a high''
dignitary of the church to which I be-
louged, and to :3 who, in common with
myself, professed the Catholic religion ;
and thirdly, that it would e supposed
to be conceivable that the father of my

as the mediom of communicating so
grave a breach of all those amenities
obsérved among gentlemen to the son
of hie own forner partner and life-long
friend. And I was only a degree less
surprised that it should be suggested
that persons in our rank of life had re-
course either in our conversation or
correspondence with each other to such
language or exptessioqa which I have
"been given to understand are custom-
ary among loafers at the street corners,
and the Aabitues of the slums.

When I discussed the matter with
the Archbishop, he dismissed it with
the remark that it was the first time he
had seen it suggested that Sir John
Macdonald was a fool, and that he was
ngt tto be caught by any such chaff as’
tha

Let me state in econclusion, that
Archblshop Lynch and Sir John Mac-
donald continued, until the death of the
former, to be warmest personal friends,
and I, who was then a resident of Tor-
onto, and enjoyed the confidence of
both, was frequently the intermediary
between them in relation to matters of
common interest. . His Grace died on
May 12, 1888, and, writing to him in
March 5th, 1887, shortly after the gen-
eral elections of that year, Sir John
concluded a somewhat lengthy letter as
follows—‘‘ And now, my dear Arch-
bishop, let me again thank you most
warmly for all that you did for us in
the recent campaign. I can assure you
that my colleagues and myself grate-
fully appreciate your kindness.”

Having had something to do with the
action of the Archbishop thus warmly
acknowledged, and knowing that it
would be gratifying to me who was
then an invalid, His Grace, with great
courtesy and kindmess, sent me this
letter and told sme to keep it, and it
thus happens to be in my possession.
It indicates, I venture to sabmit; that
8ir John had very much “confidence, in-
deed, both personal and political in his
friend the Archbishop, and those of his
faith, and that he had very good reason
therefor ; and further, that the confid-
ence was mutual. .

I have not the pleasure of Mr, Lau.
rier's acquaintance, but I feel sure that
after this statement (of which I will
forward him a copy) he would not re-
peat a story which he had been de-
ceived into supposing had some foun-
dation in fact.

I am, my dear Sir Charles,
Faithfully yours,
J. A. MACDONELL.
The original of that letter is under my
hand. I will now add to that a letter
by His Grace Archbishop Lynch, in
bis owa handwriting, to Mr. Mac-
donell, treating with profound coun-
tempt the insinuation that he could
be supposed to havé lent himself to
countenance any such staiement ever
having been made!
8t, Michael's Palacs,
Toronto, October 2nd, 1885
My DearR MR. MAODONELL :

I am sorry you have taken so much
to heart a letter written many years
ago, that you say was interpolated.
You are both a Catholic and a gentle-

man, ineapable of being disrespectfu

to a prelate of your church. I am sure
that Sir Jobn A, Macdonald and Sir
Charles Tapper are foo much tlemen
and politicicans to say anything that
might offend a very large portion of
their constitnents,
I am, dear Sir, Yours faithfally,

+ Joux Josermr LyNCH,

Archbishop of Toronto.
[ am quite sure, Sir, after this retuta-
tion, I need not say a siogle word
more thau that I think it is greatly to
be deprecated that any hon. gentle-
man lends his ear tg any rymor of
fact dating far back, and which, as I

bave already shown, was prov ...

refuted in the ™o emphatic and
thorcigh manner in which it is pos-
sible any statement could be refuted.
If. under those circumstances, ques-
tions of that kind can be revived and
treated as authentic and the circum
stances ignored, that they were refut-
ed at the time «they were originally
stated, there is an end of all parlia-
mentary courtesy—I will not say cour-
tesy, but fair play, I do not believe
the interests of any party are likely to
be promoted by anything of the kind.

The following letter was addressed
on the r3th April, 1896, to Mr.
Macdonell :

Department of the Sec’y of State, 710

Minister’s Offic , Ottawa,

April 13th, 1896.
My Dear MR. MACDONELL : -~ W
I have to thank you for your very
timely lotter on the 19th inst., respect-
ing the old exploded chargemade against
¢(Continued on second page.) SZZ=8

A Common
Affli
Permanently Cured by Taking’

AYERS &

B =1
- parilla

—
A CAB-DRIVER'S STORY.

“T was afflicted for eight years wi
Rbieum. During that gima. 1 tried :h g[s:;':;
many medicines whieh were-highly rec-
ommended, but none gave me relief. I
was at last advised to try Ayer’'s Sarsa-
pariila, by a friend who tol

maust gurchase six bottles, them
according to directions. I yielded to his
persuasion, bought the six bottles, and
took the contents of three of these bot-
tles without noticing any direct benefit.
Before 1 had finished tge fourth bottle,
my hands were as

Free from Eruptions .

as ever they were. My busin
is that of ay cab-drlvel?, nqulg:';gl g
be out in cold and wet weather, often
r'méguﬁ tgloyeeds,” n’.lgn 3“ trouble. has
1ev eturned.”— MAS ENS,
Stratford, Ont. o g d

Aver's Sais Sarsaparilla
Admitted ﬁ E w«:m'i Ei&

respects, and publisbed as being an au-

NOW IS

AT

partner could be selected by Sir John|: *

YOUR CHANC

A LOT OF

CHILDS’ BOOT

30 CENTS A PAIR,

GOFF BROTHERS.

«

Uarter's
“Tosted”
Soeds

are the best. They are
suitable to the climate
and soil of P. E. Island,
and are sold at the Seed-
store in Charlottetown
and by leading merchants

throughout the Proviuce.

Always ask for CAR-
TER’S SEEDS and

take no other.

[T You
ban Read
And Write

Then write us at once

for quotations on all
kinds of

'Furniture !

We can furnish you from

Meney than any other
firm in the trade on
P, E. Islsnd.

JOHN NEWSON

June 12, 1895—6m

Boots# Shoes

« 'REMEMBER TH
oOLD :
RELIABLE
" SHOE
STORE

when you want a pair of Shoes.
Our}Prices are the lowest in fown.
A. E. MocEACHEN,

THE SHOE MAN,
Queen Street.

Ayer’s Pills Cleanse the Bowels,

-
W

GEO, CARTER & €0,

i

garret to cellar for Less|

NOTARY PUBLIC, etc.
C.1ARLOTTETOWN, P. E. ISLAND|

To the Clergy

Ei oy )
r 3

B

-

We have a fine assortment of Soutane Goods, which we
will make up in good style at short notice.
perfect fit and finish in every case.

We guarantee a
Prices ranging from

$13 to $20.

MOST OF

OUR SPRING CLOTHS

LoINCE
Suitings, Trouserings § Overcoatings,

Have arrived, and have struck®within the circle of popular
favor.

Shrewd buyers are investing with us. OQur prices aj':e P
right. We guarantee the best values in the market. Call
and examine our stock.

John Macleod & Co.

March 4, 1896. :

B

Guaranteed to save her nerves and stop that
“tired feeling.” :

Aqua ad lib.
Savon en masse.

1 Tub
2 Pails

of Indurated Fibreware E. B. EDDY’S make:
.(Light, unleakeable and durable)

for the tire;j washerwoman,

DIRECTIONS :
Use every washday.

BRSNS s S

HOLESALE

T e e iy g

Zing,
Glass,
Bar Iron,
Cut Nails,
Horse Nails,
Clinch Nails,
‘Horse Shoes,
Sleigh Shoe Steel, \
~ Disston’s Circular Saws,
Disston’s Cross Cut Saws.

Ao . ot Aot Eighng RAnges.

FENNELL & GHANDLER,

Charlottetown, Jari. 8, 1896.

John T MGllish ), A, LL.B *EAS A macoonuw,

Baister @ Attorney-at-Lav, ;’ I I,

nt for Credit Foncier Franco-Cgme
dien, Lancashire Fire Insurance Gp.,

Gr;n.t West Life Assurance Co.

X <.
Orri0e—London House Building.

i Office, Great GQeorgs 5t.,
Collecting, conveyancing, and all kinds i ‘

of Ingnl business promptly attended to. | Near Bank Nova Scotis, Charicttetown..

Investments made on best security, Mon-

Nov 9, 1802—1y

ey to loan. ¥

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

P Pa—

NEW SERIES.

Calendar for J
MOON’'S CHANG

Last Quarter, 3rd day, 4h,
New Moon, 11th day, 4b|
First Quarter, 18th day, 7
Full Moon, 25th day, 2h.

Pay of| Sun (Sun
Week. [rises|Sets | Rises

‘ Taz X
1

=

| [
(h mh m|
Mon 14 177 38| morn
Tues | 16/ 39| 0 16
Wed | 16/ 40/ 032
Thur 16/ 41]. 0 47
Fri 15/ 42 b .
Sat 42| 20
San 4| 43| 39
Mon | 44| 4
Tues | 44 32
Wed | . 45 12
Thur 3| 3N
Fri 6
Sat 168
Sun 33
Mon | 51
Tues & 17}
Wed 2 234
Thur
Fri
Sat
Sun
Mon
Tues
Wed
Thur
26| Fri
27Sat
28/Sun
29/ Mon

O 00 =1 O U1 b €3 b m=

BO DO b bt e

W1 O 2

Don't neglect
Lost sight 18 .irrg
A dentist can rep
tooth with an art
which may  pass fo
of rfature, but no d
restore the eye ongc
to its normal stat
your eyes from bg
taxed by using sp¢
relieve and strengt
We can fit almost
with the lens requi
the sight and spar
nerves. Parties if
country can have
tested at their ow
sufficient ‘notice is g
our store

T W TA

CANERON B

The Prince Edia
Commerct
20 {

THE PRINCE EDW
Commercial College and
stitation is now open.
women desirous of acqui
Education should embr
tunity.

Subj;cts taught includ
Commercial ArithmetH

Law, Business and Leg
ness Correspondence,
Shorthand and Typewril

Students admitted at
We guaranjee attenti

8. P

Box 242, Charla
Oct. 23, 1895—3m.

Grateful—Co

Epps’s |

“{By a thoroughf
natural laws which govel
of digestion and nut
ful application of the
well-selected Cocoa, Mr.
ed for our breakfast and
flavored beverage which
doctors’ bills. It is by
of such articles of diet
may be gradually bu

- enough to resist every §
Hundreds of subtle m
around us ready to ath
is a weak point. We o
fatal shaft by keeping
fied with pure blood
nourished frame.”—C

Made gimply with b
Sold only in packets b;
thus :

JAMES EPPS & Co,,
g Chenrists, Long

FOR

THE BSubsecriber
undermentioned p:

—A

Elliott Valg
three miles from P
dwelling house @
repair. This stan
vated in a thrivig
excellently adapted|
or & mechanic.

For fuarther: pari

s Elliott Vale, M




