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PRICE 3 CENTS.

AT RAILWAY NEWS
'rmm AND lU!MW

BIG FOUR ROUTE

—_—— -

Special Personallynconducted
Excursion

— TO —

ATLANTA, GEORGIA,

December 20,

$11.30 eor $11.36

Tickets good to return for ten
Passe rs have tre cholce of routes via
either ncinnati or Loulsville.
The Big Four is the quickest route.
Traing run as follows:
Via Cinzinnatl:
leave Indianapolls *4:00a m. *5:20 p. m.
Arrive Atlanta......"10:4 p. m. *12:10 noon
Via Loulsville:
Lsave Indianapolls. 4 a. m. *3:10p. m
Artive Atlanta *10:40 p. m. *12:10 noon
\ Y estibule trains with sleeping and din-
ing cars, Indianapolis to Cincinnati and
Cinclnna'u and Imu}:vlnle t:ohAtt::lu.nd
Eed-l rates at Atlan o a spe-
clal sleeper via Cincinnati route
for passengers taking this line. Call at Big
Four offices, No. 1 East Washl ltreeh
88 Jackson place and Urion Station
secure tickets and berth In sleeper,
*Daily. H. M. BRONSON, A. G. P. A.

_

$11.30 xTLANTA and RETURN 311.53

—_— VIA —

« « ONLY . .
the Round Trip.

C.’ H. & Do RY.

p == TICKETS ON SALE ——
FRIDAY, DEC. 20, 189S5,
Tiekets to return for ten days,
cketa sold at above rate. Direct connec-
tions at Cincinnati.
Tickets and Information at Union Station and 2

West Washington street.
GEO, W. HAYLER, I P. A.

MONON ROUTE

Loulsville, New Albany & Chicago Rallway.

SHORTEST LINE TO

CHICAGO v roxr

AND NORTHWEST

FPullman Vestibule Train Service.
Trains leave dafly at 11.50 noon and 1135 night.
Arrive §.30 p.

Accommodation Sunday) leaves
P- I arrives 11.20 a. m. 05 ) .
Sleeper

st west end Union Station, ready as

£30 p. m.
'Dennoa fnformation at Union Station and 2 West

-Mn;m-m GEO. W, HAYLER, D. P.
FRANK J. REED, . P. A e

$11.35S

DECEMBER 20,

——.m——

Atlanta, Ga., and Return

Tickets Good TEN DAYS,

— VIA w——

PENNSYLVANIA LINES.

The shortest and most direct route
through Ioulsville, Perscnally conducted
by Mr. J. H Woodruff, supervisor of -
manship Indianapolis schools. For tlcre.tll
and sleeping car space call at offices, No.
48 West Washington street, No. 46 Jackson
place, Union Station, or address,

GEORGE E. ROCKWELL, D. P. A,

VANDALIA LINE
— FOR

EVANSVILLE, INDIANA.

THE ONLY LINE RUNNING THROUGH
CARS=NO TRANSFER.

Leave Indianapolis 7:30 a. m., 8:10 a. m.,
12:40 noon, 11:20 p. m.

Arrive Evansyille 2:30 p. m, 706 pp m.,,
925 a. m.

Local sleeping car starting from Indlan-
apolis on 11:20 p. m. train dally, open to
receive DEGPI 8:30 every night.

GEORGE E. ROCKEWELL. D. P. A.

Price of Coke Reduced

Lump Coke, 6 cents per bushel
Crushed Coke, 8 cents per bushel

During Mouth of December.

Mickets can be obtained at the
office of

THE INDIANAPOLIS GAS (0.,

58 South Penusylvania St.

sz

Q. Will there be var
between Uncele

Sam and Johnny
Buall?

Don't Get Excited !

Light that delight-
ful Cigar,

“Wilkie Collins”
and think it over.
Wilkie Collins is
sold to the best
trade. Sizes; 3 for

Z5¢ straight 10c,
and 2 for 25¢,

Chas. F. Meyer & Bro.,

I§ N. Pennsylvania,
Sele Distributors.

THE. INDIANAPOLIS WAREHOUSE CO.

Warehousemen, Forwarding and
Commission Merchanits.

Money sdvaneed on rou;’mmnu. red
'"X" vel, Nos, 6 o S3S0OUTH PE.‘NSYLV'::
NIA STREET. Telephone 1343

———

LAMEB, HILA, & DYE,
Atioracys and Counsclers at Law,

¥e reinc.ed their offices to Roowns
Trust Co. Building HLARA N -

hhln Journal, by Mail, $2 a Year

e

Oolder; fair,

Three Crows sat on a Christmas tree,
And they were smart as crows could be.
Sald one smart Crow unto his friend:
““What do you seeé on yon bough's end?"
The other sald: “It's really shocking
They have put Trilby in a stoc .

And here are eandies, hard as roe

To fill the purse of some wise Doc.”

frult

Overcoats.
Child’s elegant Novelty

Hung to this branch, a boy's When suft!”

“Hold!" said the third, “now here's good

No better and few nicer things to glve a boy than our Suitsor

Suit at $5.
A nobby Boy's Suit for $7.50.

Our Overcoat and Reefer sale presents some great Christmas ideas.

Christmas,

30-inch

design and colorings.

STAR” and “INDIAS.”
Manchester Percales, ete.

Orders solicited for immediate or future shipmen
lowest price offered from any market. Samples sent i

The When

Beginning to-night the WHEN will be open every evening until

—me

We Open To-day 50 Cases Percales, All New Patterus
of Spring Season, 1896.

We control in this territory Messrs. Garner & Co.’s 36-inch “HARMONY,”
“STEEL RIVER,” “100x100 LINNETTS” and “PERSPIRATION
PROOF DYED HARMONY PERCALES” These are the favored goods with
all manufacturers, being absolutely fast colors

and of the greatest novelty, both in

e show also leading styles in Arnold Mfg. Co.’s “SEA ISLAND,” “WHITE
indsor Mfg. Co.’s

ercales, Cochico Percales, Imported

liberally dated, and at the
requested.

MURPHY, HIBBEN & CO.

Importers, Jobbers Dry Goods, Notions, Etc.

Wholesale Exclusively.

We have

Enrchasad the entire
Smith &

ixon. This stoek

No Reserve.

Closing-0Out
Saleof . . .

PIANOS

Regardless of Price.

large stock of Pianos and Organs from

is too large to be accommodated in our
warerooms at 82 and 84 North Pennsylvania street, and in order to re-
duce the same ."e have inaugurated a

GRAND CLOSING-OUT SALE

At both warerooms, 58 and 60 North Pennsylvania Street and 82

aud 84 North Peunsylvania Street, to be continued unti
has been sufficiently reduced. The twe until the stock

ever in the city, in all the styles and fancy woods.

two stocks combined are the finest

Call Early for Choice.
“

Cash or Paymente to good parties.

PEARSON'S M

82 and 84 North Pennsylvania St.

IC HOUSE

Smith & Nixon’s Old Quarters: 58 & 60 North Pennsylvania Street.

COOK STOVES,
RANGES,

The Finest Made.

We Have a Full Line of . .

HEATING STOVES,

POTS, PANS, TEA KETTLES, Etc.

Good Christmas Presents.

“Young Gibraltar?’®
Drug Houmse,

300 Massachusetts Ave.
FRANK H. CARTER.

WILIL, OPEN A

Cigar
Billiard Parlor

59 N. PENNSYLVANIA ST.

P. L. CHAMBERS,

New Lemcke Building.

A “HIGH ROLLER'S” FALL.

Hans H. Keehler Squandered Over
£600,000 in n Few Yenrs.,

SAN FRANCISCO, Dec, 17.—Hans H.
Koehler, wine dealer and ex-secretary of
the California Wine Association, filed a pe-

tition of insolvency to-day. His liabilities
amount to 379,527, and his ass2ts to one

siit of clothes, exempt from execution. Ex-
travagant livinq fs sald to be the principal
cause of Koehler's collapse. Besides his
debts, he spent $£225,000 which he inherited
from his father a few years ago.l

Corrected List of Injured at Milton.

LIMA, O., Deec, 17.—Following {8 a com-
plete list of those injured in the rallway
wreck at Milton last night: Joel Borscher,
Lima, O.; Miss Rosa Barough, Custer, O,;
Mrs, B, G, Doty, Custer, O.; Miss Mary
Lance, Custer; Mrs. E. A. Balmor, Custer:
Matthew Blausius, Custer; John Brusch,
Custer; Charles Blansius, Custer; Charles
Seaman, Custer; John Bolton, Custer; en-
ineer Clark Hoyt and fireman Osman, of
Jdma. No one was killed. Twenty-flve
persons were Injured, less seriously than
those named above, and were able to go
to their homes. Filreman James is

seriously Injured. It js feared th
23-» How{'s injuries will prgn hul.“

Indianapolis Stove Co., soum
P i, e e 5 B i

Z1L & T
Meridian Street.

We import and sell “Marsala Wine.’
$1 per bottle; six for $8; by the gallon,
$3.60. The best of imported wine, and
sold at a reasonable price.

“—*ﬁ_—_——————————_—

8. A. OWEN RELEASED.,

No Proof that He Malled the Bombs to
Armour and Pullman.,

CHICAGO, Dec. 17.—Postoffice Inspector
Stuart arrested S. A. Owen on the bellef
that it was he who mailed the infernal
machines to Messrs, Pullman and Armour

and notified them in advance in the hope
of obtaining a reward. He was believed
to be the game man who for ten manths
has been sending threatening letters to
Mrs. P. D. Armour, demanding $20,600, and
who has successfully eluded the watchful-
ness of some of the best Chicago detece
tives. The identity of the writer of the
letters and the man who mailed the in-
fernal machine was based on similarity in
the writing. In both instances the wrlter
disguisel his handwriting by printing his
letters with a pencil instead of writing
In a written statement made by Owens
he m.i'sspelled the word “'prairie” and “con-
tents reclsely as was done in addressing
the packazes that caused his arrest. Owens
kept a billiard hall recently at Honore
street and Ogden avenue, which is eclose
to a spot where, some months ago, it was
demanded that Mrs. Armour should ralse
money to be left for the writer or be at-
tacked with vitriol and dynamite, The in-
spector investigated the matter fully to-
day and then released Owen, because he

had no proof that Owen
- = ooy P mailed the ma-

Education in Alaska.

SAN FRANCISCO, Dec. 7.—The

States Commissioner of Education I}Ja:“;g
sued a report on eduecation in Alaska, from
which it appears that during the past yvear
there have been mnintalneg there sixteen
day schools with twentafour teachers
There have also been maintained seven con-
tract schools with forty-nine teachers and
employes. The Commissioner recommends
an appropriation of $£0,000 for the ensuing
year for education In Alaska. One of the
recommendations of the report is that the
Fovernment Increase its opriation for
fooa "supoly  for “na” pesple. Nearly Tous

four
hundred year,

were introduced 't

HIE BACKS UP OLNEY

COLEVELAND SENDS A RINGING AMER-
ICAN MESSAGE TO CONGRESS.

He Upholds the Position Taken by the

Secretary of State on the Vene-
suelan Dispute,

DEFINES MONROE'S DOCTRINE

TELLS WHY ENGLAND'S ATTITUDE
I8 DANGEROUS TO OUR PEACE,

And Suggests that Provision Be Made
for a Commission to Fully Inves-
tigate the Controversy.

OLNEY'S NOTE TO SALISBURY

EVEN STRONGER AND MORE PATRI-
OTIO THAN THE PRESIDENT'S.

He States Clearly and Forelbly the
Position of the United States and
Givens Strong Reasons,

AMERICA IS FOR AMERICANS

AND NO EUROPEAN AGGRESSION CAN
BE PERMITTED, HE SAYS.

Uncle Sam Is Sovereign om This Con-
tinent and His Fiat Is Law-—Two
Letters from Salisbury.

WASHINGTON, Dec. 17. — President
Cleveland to-day transmitted a special mes-

sage to Congress on the Venezuelan con-
troversy, accompanied by the correspond-
ence between Secretary of State Olney and
Lord BSalisbury on. the subject. The mes-
sage follows:

“To the Congress:

“In my annual message addressed to the
Congress on the 3d inst, 1 called attention
to the pending bhoundary controversy be-
tween Great Britain and the republic of
Venezuela and recited the substance of rep-
resentation made by this government to
her Britannle Majesiy's government, sug-
gesting reasons why such dispute should
be submitted for settlement and inquiring
whether 1t would be so submitted. The an-
swer of the British government, which was
then awaited, has since been received, and,
together with the dispatceh to which it is a
reply, 1s hereto appended. Such reply is
embodied in two communications addressed
by the British Prime Minister to Sir Julian
Paun-.-lerote. the British embassador at this
capital,

“It will be seen that one of these com-
munications is devoted exclusively to ohser-
vations on the Monroe doctrine, and claims
that in the present Instance a new and
strange extension and development of this
doctrine i{s insisted on by the United States;
that the reasons justifying an appeal to the
doctrine enunciated by President Monroe
are generally pable to the state of
things in which' 'w e At the present day,
and especlally Inapplicable to a contro-
versy involving the undary line between
Great Britain and Venezuela.

“Without attempting extended argument
in reply to these posltlons, it may not be
amiss to suggest that the doctrine upon
which we stand is strong and sound, be-
cause its enforcement is impertant to our
peace and safety as a nation, and i{s es-
sential to the integrity or our free institu-
tions, and the tranquil maintenance of our
distinctive form of government. It was (n-
tended to apply to every stage of our na-
tional life, and ecannot becomea oObsolete
while our Republic endures. If the balance
of power i8 justly a cause for jealous anxi-
ety among the governments of the oid
world and a subject for our ab-
solute noninterference, mnone the less
is an observance .of our Monroe
doctrine of vital concern to our people
and their government. Assuming, there-
fore, that we may properly insist upon this
doctrine, without regard to ‘the state of
things in which we live,” or any changed
conditions here or elsewhere, it is not ap-
parent why its application may not be in-
voked in the present controversy.

THE POINT AT ISSUE.

“If a European power, by an extenslon of
its boundaries, tgkes possession of the ter-
ritory of one of our neighboring republics
against its will, and in derogation of its
rights, it is difficult to see why, to what
extent, such European power does not
thereby attempt to extend its system of
government to that portion of the conti-
nent which is thus taken. This is the pre-
clsa action which President Monroe de-
clared to be ‘dangerous to our peace and
safety, and It can make no difference

whether the European system is extended
by an advance of frontier or otherwise,

“It is also suggestédd in the British reply
that we should not seek to apply the Mon-
roe doctrine to the pending dispute, because
it does not embody any principle of interna-
national law, which ‘Is founded on the gen-
eral consent of nations,” and that ‘no states-
man, however eminent,’ and no nation
however powerful, are competent to insert
into the code of international law a novel
principle which was never recognized before
and which has not since been accepted by
the government of any other country.

“Practically the principle for which we
contend has peculiar if not exclusive rela-
tion to the United States., It may not have
been admitted in so many words to the
code of international law, but since, in inter-
pnational councils, every nation is entitled to
the rights belonging to it, if the eaforce-
ment of the Monroe doctrine Is something
we may justly claim, it has {ts place in the
code of international law as certainly and
as securely a3 if it were specifically men-
tioned, and when the United States is a
sultor before the high tribunal that admin-
isters International law the question to be
determined is whether or not we present
claims which the justice of that code of law
can find to be right and valid.

‘““The Monroe doctrine finds its recognition
in those grlnclpleu of international law
which are based upon the theory that every
nation shall have its rights protected and its
just claims enforced, [ course this gov-
ernment |5 entirely confident that under the
sanction of this doctrine we have clear
rights and undoubted claims. Nor is this
lgnored in the British reply. The Prime
Minister, while not admitting that the Mon-
roe doctrine is applicable to present condi-
tions, states: ‘In declaring that the United
States would resist any such enterprise if
it was contempiated, President Monroe
adopted a policy which received tha entire
sympathy of the English government of that
date.” He further declares: ‘Though the
language of President Monroe is directed to
the attainment of objects which most Eng-
lishmen would agree to be salutary, it is
impossible to admit that they have been in-
scribed by any adequate authority in the
code of international law.” Again he says:
‘They (her Majesty’'s government) fully con-
cur with the view which President Monroe
apparently entertained that any disturb-
ance of the existing territorial d!stribution
in that hemisphere by any fresh acquisi-
tions on the part of any European state,
would be a highly inexpedient change.'

ARBITRATION RRECTED.

“In the bellef that the doctrine for which
we contend was clear and definite; that it
was founded upon substantial considera-
tions, and involved our safety and welfare;
that it was fully applicable to our present
conditions and to the state of the world's
progress, and that it was directly related
to the pending controversy, and without any
convictions as to the final merits of the dis.

pute, but anxious to learn in a satisfactory
and conclusive manner whether Great Brit-
mu:.ﬁu:et' under a claim of , to
ex r possessions on this cont t
without right, or whether she merely sought

|

J

golestlon of territory fairly included within
er lines of ownership, this government pro-
pPosed to the government of Great Britain
a'mort to arbitration as the proper meaps
0% settling the question to the end that a
vexatious boundary dispute between the two
contestants might be determined and our
exact stanyling and relation in respect to the
controve might be made clear.

“It winl gseen from the correspondence
herewith submitted thet this proposition has
been declined by the RBritish government
upon grounds which, in the cironmstances,
seem to me to be far from satisfactory. It
is deeply disappointing that such an appeal,
actuated by the most friendly feelin to-
wards both nations directly concern ad-
dressed to the sense of justice and to the
magnanimity of one of the great powers
of the world and touching its relations to
one comparatively weak and small, should
have produced no better results.

““The course to be pursued by this gov-
ernment in view of the present condition
does not appear to admit of serious doubt,
Having labored falthfully for many years to
induce Great Britain to submit this dispute
to impartial arbitration, and having been
now finally apprised of her refusal to do so,
nothing remains but to accept the situation,
to recognize its plain requirements and deal
with it accordingly. Great Britain's present
proposition has never thus far been re-
garded as admissible by Venezuela, though
any adjustment of the boundary which that
country may deem for her advantage and
may enter into with her own free will can-
g?;.t e«;t course, be objected to by the United

COMMISSION OF INQUIRY.

“Assuming, however, that the attitude of
Venezuela will remain unchanged, the dis-
pute has reached such a stage as to make
it now incumbent upon the United States to
take measures to determine with sufficient
certainty for its justification what is the true
divisional line between the republic of Ven-
ezuela and British Guiana. The inquiry to
that end should, of course, be conducted

carefully and judiclally, and due weight

should be given to all available evidence,
records and facts In support of the claims
of beth partles. In order that such an ex-
amination should be prosecuted in a thor-
ough ~nd satizfactory manner, I suggest
that ine Congress make an adequate appro-
priation for the expenses of a commission
to be appointed by the executive, who shall
make the necessary investigation and report
on the' matier with the least possible de-
lay. When such report {s made and accept-
ed lt' will, In my opinion, be the duty of
the United States to resist by every means
in its power, as a wiliful aggression on its
rights and interests, the appropriation by
Great Britain of any lands or the exercise

4 of governmental jurisdiction over any terri-

tory which, after invastlfauon. we have de-
termined of right to belong to Venezuela.

In making these recommendations I am
fully alive to the responsibility incurred and
keenly realize all the consequences that may
follow. T am, nevertheless, firm in my con-
viction that, while it is a grievous thing to
contemplate the two great Eaglish speaking
peoples of the world as being otherwise than
friendly competitors in the onward march
of civilization and strenuous and worthy
rivals in all the arts of peace, there is no
calamity which a great natlon can invite
which equals that which follows a supine
submission to wrong and injustice and the
consequent loss of national gelf-respect and
honor, beneath which iz shielded and de-
fended a people‘aﬁ?)t"’(;gaand greatness,

v, CLEVELAND.”
“Executive Mansion, Dec. 17, 1895."

OLNEY'S CELEBRATED NOTE.

A Ringing Enunciation and Definition
of the Monroe Doetrine.
Accompanying the President's message is
the correspondence on the subject. It starts
with Secretary Olney’s now celebrated note
opening the negotiations with Great Britain
looking to the arbitration of the boundary
dispute. It bears date of July 20, last, and
is addressed to Mr. Bayard. The Secretary
begins by stating that the President has
given much anxious thought to the subject
and hasa not reached a conclusion without
a lively sense of its great importance as
well as of the serious possibility involved
in any action now to be taken. He then
comments on the long duration of the
boundary dispute, the “indefinite”™ elaims of

both parties and *‘the continuous growth
of the undefined British claims;"” the fact
of the various attempts at arbitration of
the controversy and the part in the matter
heretofore taken by the United States. He
shows that the British clalms since the
Schomburg line was run have moved the
frontier of British Guiana “further and
further to the westward of the line pro-
posed by Lord Aberdeen, in 1844.” The Sec-
retary then summarizes the situation at the
beginning of this year to be as follows:

“First—The title to territory of indefinite
but confessedly very large extent is in dis-
pute between Great Britain and Venezuela.

**Second—The disparity in strength of the
parties is such that Venezuela can hope to
establish her claim only through peaceful
methods,

“Third—The controversy has existed for
half a century, despite Venezuela's efforts
to establish a boundary.

“Fourth—Venezuela has, for a quarter of
a century, striven for arbitration.

“Fifth—Great Britain has continuously re-
fused, except on the renunciation in her
favor of a large part of Venezuela’s
claims,

“The United States has made it clear to
Great Britain and the world by frequent
interposition of good offices that the con-
troversy is one in which its honor and its
interests are involved, and the continuance
of which it cannot regard with indiffer-
ence.'" This status, the Secretary says, com-
pels those charged with the interests of
the United Siates *“‘to decide to what ex-
tent, if any, the United States may and
should intervene in a controversy between
and primarily concerning only Great Brit-
ain and Venezuela, and to decide how far
it i3 bound to see that the integrity of Vene-
zuelan territory is not impalred by the
pretensions of its powerful antagonist. Are
any such right and duty devolved on the
United States? If not, the United States
has already done all, If not more than all,
that a purely sentimental interest in the
affairs of the two countries justifies, and to
push its interposition further would be un-
becoming and undignified, and might well
subject it to the charge of impertinent In-
termeddling with affairs with which it has
no rightful concern. On the other hand, if
any such right and duty exist, their due
exercise and discharge will not permit of
any action that shall not be efliclent and
that if the power of the United States is
adegquate shall not result in the accomp-
lishment of the end in view. The question
thus presented, as a matter of principle,
due regard being had to the settled national
policy, does not seem difficult of solutlion,
Yet the momentous practical consequences
dependent on its determination recuire that
it should be carefully considered and that
the grounds of the conclusion arrived at
should be fully and frankly stated.”

THE RIGHT TO INTERPOSE.

The Secretary lays it down as a canon
of international law that a nation may
justly Interpose in a controversy between
other nations whenever “what is done or
proposed by any of the parties primarily
concerned is a serious and dairect menace
to its own integrity, tranquliity or welfare.”
The propriety of the rule, when applied
in good faith, will not be questioned In
any quarters, though, he says, it has been
given a wide scope and is often made a
cloak for schemes of wanton spoilation and
ageraniizement. This leads him up to an
elaborate review of the Monroe deetrine,
and Secretary Olney, stating that the propo-
sition that America is in no part open to
colonization, has long been conceded, says
that our present concern is with the other
practical application of the Monroe doc-
trine, namely: That American non-inter-
vention in Europe necessarily Implied the
European non-intervention in American af-
fairs, the dis rd of which by any
European power Is to be deemed an act of
unfriendliness toward the United States.
On this point the Secretary says:

“The precise scope and limitations of
this rule cannot be too clearly apprehended.
It does not establish any general protec-
torate by the United States over other
American States. It does not relleve any
American State from its obligations as
fixed by iInternational law; nor prevent
any Furopean power directly Interested
from enforcing such obligations or from
inflicting merited punishment forthe breach
of them. It does not contemplate any in-
terference in the Mternal affairs of any
American State or in the relations be-
tween it and other American States, It
does not justify any attempt on our part
to change the estatlished@ form of gov-
ernment of any American 3State or to pre-
vent the people of such Stare from altm:s
that form, according to thelr own will a
g e B M S g e B I

ngle purpose . no
Eurcpean power or combination of Eu-
ropean powers shall forcibly deprive an
American State of the right and power

of self government and of shaping for itself
its own political fortunes and destinfes."

 RESULTS OF THE DOCTRINE.

The Secretary says it is manifest that a
rule which has been openly and uniformly
acted on by the executive branch of the
government for seventy years must have
had the sanction of Congress. *“Nor,”” he
adds, “it the practical results of the rule
be sought for is the record either meager
or obscure. Its first effect was indeed

momentous and far reaching. It was the
component factor in the emancipation of
Soutn America and to it the Independent
States of that region are largely indebted
for their very existence, Since then the
most striking single achlevement to be
credited to the rule is the evacuation of
Mexico by the French. But we are alzo in-
debted to it for the Clayton Bulwer treaty,
neutralizing any interoceanic canal across
Central America and excluding Great Iirit-
ain from any dominlon there., It has been
used in the case of Cuba as if justifying
the position, that while the sovereignty of
Spain wiil be respected, the island wiil not
be permitted to become the possession of
any other European power. It has been
Influential in bringing about the definite
reiinquishiment of any suyvosed protec-
torate by Breat Britain over the Mosguito
coast. President Polk relied upon it, though

rhaps erroneously, to prevent the trans-
er of Yucantan. General Grant, in the
same irit, declared that existing de-
pendencies were no longer a subject of
transfer from one European power to an-
other, and another development is found
in the objection to arbitration of South
American controversies by a European
power, and Secreta Bayard resisted the
enforcement of the lletler clalm against
Haytl, declaring that ‘gerious, Indeed,
would be the consequences if any European
hostile foot! should without Jjust cause
tread those states in the new world which
have emancipated themselves from Eu-
ropean control.

“American questions, it is said, are for
American decision,” says Secretary Olney,
and then, applyvicg this doctrine in the re-
verse, he says: “If a!l Europe were sud-
denly to fly to arms over the fate of Tur-
key, would it not be preposterous that any
American State should find itself inextrica.
bly involved in the miseries and burdens
of the contest? What have the States of
America to do with the vast armies ana
fleets of Europe, and why should they be
impoverished by wars in which they can
have no direct concern? The moral Inter.
ests of Furope are peculiar to her and en-
tirely adveree to those which are peculias
to Amerlca, Europe is, with a
gingle important exception, com-
mitted to the monarchial princi-
p.e. America is devoted to the idea tha:
every peopie has an unalienable rigat.of
self government. Any Furopean control of
our interests is necessarily both incongrous
and injurious, and, if the forcible Intrusion
of Eurcpean powers in American polities is
to be deprecated the resistance musl come
from the United States, the only power with
strength adequate to the exigency.

UNCLE SAM'S FIAT IS LAW.
There can be but cne answer to the quea-

tion whether the safety and welfare of the
United States are so concerned with the
maintenance of the independence of every
American State as against any European
powers as to justify and require our inter-

position whenever that independence is en-
dangered, These States are our friends and

allles, commercially and politically, and to

allow the subjugation of any one of them
by any European powers reverses the situa-
tion and signifies a loss of all the advan.
tages incident to their natural relation to
us, But that is not all. The people of the
United States have a vital interest In the
cause of popular self government, which
they have secured at the cost of infiuite
blood and treasure. The age of the crusades
has passed, and they are content with such
assertion and defense of the rights of seif
government as their own security and wel-
fare demand. It is in that view, more than
any other, that they will not tolerate the
palitical control of the American States by
the forcible assumption of a European
power. The mischiefs to be apprehended
from such a source gre none the less real,
bvecause not immedlately imminent in any
gpecific case,

The United States is to-day practically
sovereign on this continent and its fiat is
law., All the advantages of this superiority
are at once imperilled if the principle be
admitted that European powers may cons
vert American States into oolonies of their
own. The principle could be easily availed
of, and any power doing so would immedi-
ately secure a base of military operations
against the United States, and it is not
inconceivble that the struggle now going
on for the acquigition of Africa might be
transferred to South America. The weaker
countries would soon be absorbed and South
America would be partitioned between kKus
ropean wers, & consequences to the
United States would be disastrous. Loss of
prestige would be the least of them. Our
own real rivals in peace, as well as ene
mies in war, would be located at our very
doors. We must be armed to the teeth,
convert the flower of our male population
into soldjers and sailors and thus annihilate
a large share of the productive energy ol
the nation. Our just apprehensions are not
to be allayed by suggestions of the good
will of European powers towards us, for the
people of the United States bave learned
in the school of experience to whal extent
the relations of states depend, not upon
sentiment or principle, but upon selfish in.
terests. They will not soon forget that In
their hour of distress all their anxieties
and burthens were aggravated by the pos.
sibility of demonstrations against their na.
tional life on the part of powers with whom
they had long maintained the most har-
monious relations, They have yet in mind
that France selzed upon the apparent Op-
portunity of our civil war to set up a mon-
archy in Mexico, and had France and Grea:
Britain held important South American po-
sitions to work from the temptation to de.
stroy our predominance by furthering our
dismemberment might have been irresisti-
ble. From that grave peril we were saved
in the past, and may be saved again in the
future through the operation of the sure
but silent migﬂe of the doctrine proclaimed

President Monroe."

b!f"l‘here is, then,” BSecretary Olney con-
tinues, *'a doctrine of the American public
law well founded in principle and abundant-
lv sanctioned by precedent which entitles
and requires the United States to treail as
an injury to herself the forcible assumption
by an European power of political control
over an American state. The application of
the doctrine to the boundary dispute be-
tween Great Britain and Venezuela remnlng
to be made and presents no real difficuity.

EXTENT OF BRITIEH AGGRESSION.

The Secretary shows that though relating
to the boundary line, the question is one of
political control over a domain of great ex-
tent, the British claim apparently expand-
ing in two years some 33,000 square miles
and directly involving the command of the
mouth of the Orinoco, of immense conse-

quence in connection with the whole river
navigation of the Interior of South America.

He dismisses as valueless the contention
that British Guiana may in this controversy
be regarded as an American state, llke Ven-
ezuela. He suggests that while Venezuela
might possibly not object to settling the
matter directly with British Gulana, If this
contention were once allowed every
European power with a South Amer-
jcan colony might extend {ts pos-
sessions indefinitely, while other powers
might do the samse by first
procuring a wvoluntary cession of a small
tract of soil. It is not admitted and there-
fore cannot be assumed that Great Britain
{8 in fact usurping dominion over Vea-
ezuelan soll. While Venezuala charges such
usurpation, Great Britain denlies it, and the
United States, until the merits are author-
itatively ascertained. can take s'des with
neither, but it may demand that the truth
shall be ascertained, Being entitled to re-
sent and resist any seguestration of Ven-
ezuelan soll by Great Britain, it Is neces-
sarily entitled to know whether such se-
quesiration has occurred or Is now going on.

‘““There is but one feasihle mode of de-
termining the merits of the question,” the
Becretary says, “and that is peaceable arbi-
tration. Great Britaln admit= that there {=
a controversy which should be adjusted by
arbitration, but nullifies this admission by
her insistence that the submission shall
cover but a part of the controversy. If it
were to point to a boundary which both
parties either expressly or tacitly had ever
agreed to the demand that the territory
within that line should be exciuded from
the dispute might rest on a reasonable basis,
but there is no such llne. Great Britain has
shown in various instances that she was
willing to arbitrate her polltical and sov.
ereign rights when the interests or terri-
tory Invelved were not of controlling magni-
tude; thus she arbitrated the extent of her
colonial possessions with the United States,
twice with Portugal, once with Germany,
and perhaps in other instances™

The Secretary quotes from some of these
arbitrations In the past to sustain his as-
sertion that the British demand for recog-
nittl:g ::tnl_ilg right to a - lq? of the dis-
pu e ry ore mation seems to
stand upon nothing but her own ipse dixit.
“She .tn"” comments Mr. Olney, “to Ven-
umda._l substance, “You can get none of

BRITAIN IS DEFIANT

AND WILL NOT YIELD TO UNCLE SAM,
IF ITS PRESS SPEAKS ARIGET.

London Newspapers Strongly Cone
demn President Cleveland's Message

and lis Recommendations.

THE THUNDERER THUNDEES

AND INDIRECTLY WARNS THE
UNITED STATES TO BEWARE,

While the Standard Says, “There Can
Be but One Answer: We Decline

to Humiliate Ourselves”™

AMERICANS ARE UNANIMOUS

ALMOST WITH ONE VOICE THEY AP
PLAUD CLEVELAND'S STAND.

Men and Newspapers, Withont Res

gard to Party, Approve the Uphold-
ing of the Monroe Dectrine.

IRISHMEN WANT TO FIGHT

OFFER THE PQESIDENT 100,000
BRAVE, PATRIOTIC SOLDIERS,

Senntors Clap Theilr Hands and Vetere
ans of the Civil War Sing Natlonal
Songs on Hearing the Message.

LONDON, Dec. 18.—All of the morning pas
pers devote more or less of their editortal *
space to a discussion of President Cleve-
land's message on the Venesuelan ques-
tion and to the merits of that question it
self.

The Times says: "It 1= impossible to dls
guise the gravity of the difficulties that
have arisen between Great Britain and the
United States. President Cleveand's mes-
sage and its reception on both sides of the
Senate give additional im ance 1o the
dispatches between Washington and Lons
don. The detalls of the boundary disputs
are insignificant in comparison with the far-
reaching claims advanced in Mr. Olney's
dispatch and emphasized in President Cleve.
land’s message. Convinced as“we are that
a rupture between the two great English-
speaking countries would be a calamity
not only to themselves, but to the civillzed
world, we are nevertheless driven to the
conclusion that the concessions this country
i8 =0 imperiously summoned to make
such as no self-respecting nation, least
all one ruling an empire that has
in every guarter of the globe, could
sibly submit to. The United States .
selves would never for a momént dream of
yielding to this kind o! dictation. We are
of the same blood and shall not be less
careful of our national honor. We can
hardly belleve that the course threatened
by President Cleveland will be seriously
adopted by the American government, but
if so, it will be incumbent upon us, without
entering upon any aggressive measures, to
protect our imperial interests and to stand
up for our rights under interngtional law.,”™

The Times then proceeds to argue that the
Monroe doctrine has never been recoge
nized as international law, and it quotes
Lord Saiisbury's admission that any als-*
turbance of the existing territorial distribu-
tion in the Western hemisphere by any
Kuropean state would be highly inexpedient,
and then continues: *“BSut the recognition
of this expediency does not cover the pre-
posterous deductions which Mr. Olney's dis-
patch advances and which President Cleve-
jand makes the basis of the most astound-
ing proposal that has, perhaps, ever been
advanced by any government in times of
peace since the days of Napoleon. We Ae-
sire to speak with all proper reserve, but
we can confidently predict that Great Brit-
ain will not admit the pretensions put for-
ward by President Cleveland. No COmMmise
gion appointed by a power which is not &
party to a dispute will be recognized by us
as having a title of any sort to pronounce
upon a boundary question. It will recelve
no assistance from British authorities. Its
deciston will be null and void from the out-
set, even if its origin did not taint it with
partiality. We shall be very much aston-
ished if there is any disagreement among
the orzans of public opinion in this coun-
try as to the manner n which such a claim
should be confronted.” The Times contends,
further, that England is bound to resist the
extended claim of Monroelsm, and says: “A
power which has command of the sea does
not regard three thousand miles of Inter-
vening ocean as severing it from its sub-

ta.”
je?rhe Times says further: "'l'!:-llnl unnm-“
sa and aggressive excursions seem
pozt 1o the possibiiity that this sudden and
offensive movement on ithe part of the
United States government has more to do
with party politics than with diplomacy,
aMuch may be pardoned, in view of the ap-
proaching presidential  election, which,
to a large  extent, explains the
union of the Republicans with
the Democrats in raising the jingo cry, It
is to be remembered, moreover, that a deal
of the time must elapse before the commis-
sion can be appointed, and a still longer
time before it can report. Ii may not come
into existence, indeed, until the executive
has passed into other hands. Meanwhile,
the sober common sense of the American
people, we should hope, will condemn the
attempe. to pick a quarrel with a friendly
power, In any case, our own course I8
clear. We must stand firmly and calmly
upon our rights as an independent siate,
and, If necessary, take practical measures
10 assert them. It may even be expedient
to settle the frontier question by drawing
a line of our own—{(of course, there can be
no thought of anything less than the
Schomburg line) and allowing the United
States and Venezuela to setile the matter
as they may."” -

The Times only has two editorials, both of
which are devoted to Veaszucla. It also
publishes all the correspondence issued on
the subject. The second editorial contaluy
a lengthy discussion of the history of the
boundary dispute, and says that the Amers
ican government now argues, with surprise
ing disingenuousness, that Engiand never
had any consistent theory of its rights, but

has been gradually enlarging its clajon e
=

“but it cannot be too ciearly understood™

says the Times, “that we have never roe

L

ceded from the contentlion that cur full

claim Is what we inherited from
Duteh,” *he e
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