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ness, bilious headache, dyspep-
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GROVER RESISTS.

Continued From First Page.
correspondence on the” subject. It
s with Secretary Olney’s now cele-
d note re-op=ning the negotiations
with Great Brita n looking to the arbi-
tration of the boundary dispute, bears
£ July 20 last, and is addressed
Jayard.
secretary begins by stating that
‘esident has given much anxious
‘ht to the subject and has not
d a conclusion without a lively
v of its importance, as well as of

s possibility involved in any
now to be taken. He comments
long duration of the boundary

iite’” claims of both
“‘the continuous growth of
sh claims,”” the fate
empts at arbitration
. and the part in the
r heretofore taken by the United

to Mr.

He shows that *“‘the British
1s since the Schomberg line was
in have moved the fror r of Brit-
ish ( a farther and farther to the
of the line proposed by Lord
rdeen in 1844."" The secretary then
s the situation at the begin-
vear to be as follows:
title of territory of in-
fessedly very large ex-

between Great Brit-

arity in strength of
hat Venezuela can
stablish her claim only
wugh peaceful methods.
hird—The controvers has existed
r half a century, despite Venezuela's
houndary.
has for a quarter

= to establish ¢

o nuury str n for arbitration.
h—Great Britain has continuous-

I3 refused, except upon the renuncia-

tion in her favor of a large part of

s claims.

¢ United States has made
- to Great Britain and the world,
interposition of good of-
fices, that the controversy is one in
which its henor and its interests are
involved, and the continuance of which
it cannot regard with indifference.

g S status, the secretary says, com-
pels those charged with the interests of
the United States ‘“to decide to what
extent. if any, the United States may
and should intervene in a controversy
between and primarily concerning only
G 3ritain and Venezuela, and to
how far it is bound to see that
ity of Venezuela territory is
not impaired by the pretentions of its

it cle

by fregquent
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How Texzas Charlie's Life Was Saved
by the Indians.

P

THE ADVENTURES OF A UNITED STATES
GOVERNMENT SCOUT. THE SAME
REMEDY THAT EFFECTED HIS CURE
NOW USED THROUGHOUT THE CIVIL-
IZED WORLD.

O™E years ago Mr. Chas.
Bigelow, now one of the
proprietors of the famous
Kickapoolndian Remedies,
was acting as a govern-
ment scout in the Indian
B ¥ territory. He was known
M;\'?‘i“- at that time as ‘ Texas
“SS=" (Charlie,” and while on one

of expeditions was taken sick with
a severe fever, and for a few days lay
doath’s door. During his sickness he

nt
at

ve him

rems-

Indian = d

ag and : >
by its use he was snatched from the jaws
of death and restored to health, owing his

life to the wonderful efficacy and curative
power of this medicine. He then en-
deavored to persuade the Indians to give
to him their secret of its ingredients.
This at first they refused to do, but after
much per-
suasion and
many dis-
cussions they
at last par-
tially yielded
to his request
and the Chief
of the Tribe
sent East
with Mr.
Bigelow five
of his most
renowned

SN s Y
%medicine
™ LM mien ;i tio=

gether with an ample supply of the roots,
herbs, barks, gums, etc., used inthe manu~
facture of their medicines. What started
thus in a small way has ever since
increased, and to-day there is manus
factured from similar materials gathered

\\. : . S VLB
‘»‘éﬁ;./,,%, /\_X;\
N\

) ‘(“x.‘ b

by the Indians themselves, their famous !

remedies, which have done so much te
alleviate
suffering
of every
description.
Through-
out tne civ-

there
moic po-=
tent remedy
known for
diseases re-
sulting
from a dis-
cerdered
condition of

the kid-

neys, liver,

stomach or

3} PR
blood than o Yag .&t" :

Kickapoo
Indian Sagwa. This together with their
Kickapoo Indian Worm Cure, Kickapoa
Indian Salve and Kickapoo Indian Oil,
makes a list of remedies that will accoms
lish a cure in all classes of sickness,
‘hese nan obtained at any druggists.

powerful antagonist. Are any such
right and duty devolved upon the
United States? If not, the United.
States has aiready done all, if not more
than all, that a purely sentimental in-
terest in the affairs of the two coun-
tries justifies, and to push its interpo-
cition further would be unbecoming
sit.on further would be unbecoming and
undignified, and might well subject it
to the charge of impertinent intermed-
dling 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 efficient, and that,
if the power of the United States is
adequate, shall not result in the accoms~
plishment of the end in view. The
question thus presented, as a matter
of principle, and regard being had to
the settled national policy, does not
seem difficult of solution. Yet the mo-
mentous consequences dependent upon
its detérmination require that it should
be carefully considered, and that the
grounds of the conclusions arrived at
should be fully and frankly stated.

The secretary lays it down, as a
canon of international law, that a na-
tion may justly interpose in a contro-
versy between other nations whenever
“what is done or proposed by any of
the parties primarily concerned is a
serious and direct menace to its own
integrity, tranquility or warfare.”” 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 too often
made a cloak for schemes of wanton
spolition and aggrandizement. This
leads him up to an elaborate review of
the Monroe doctrine, and Secretary Ol-
ney, stating that the proposition that
America is now part open to coloniza-
tion has long been conceded, says that
our present concern is with the other
practical application of the Monroe
doctrine, viz., that American non-in-
tervention in American affairs, the dis~
regard of which by any European pow-
er is to be deemed an act of unfriendli-
toward the United States. On
this point the secretary says:

“The precise scope and limitations of
this rule cannot be too cleariy appre-
hended. It does not establish any gen-
eral protectorate by the United States
over other American states. It does
not relieve any state from its obliga-
tions as fixed by international law, nor
prevent any European power directly
interested from entorcing such obliga-
tions, or from inflicting merited pun-
ishment for the breach of time. 1t
¢oes not contemplate any interference
in the international affairs of any
American state, nor in the relations
between it and any other American
state. It does not justify an atrempt
on our part to change the esmhlighed
form of government of any American
state or to prevent the people of such
state from altering that forin accord-
ing to their own will and pleasure.
The rule in question has but a single
purpose and object. It is that no
European power, or combination of
European powers, shaill forcibly de-
prive an American state of the right
and power of self-government and of
shaping for itself its own political for-
tunes and destinies.”

The secretary says it is manifest that
a rule which has been openly and uni-
formly acted upon by the exeeutive
branch of the government for seventy
vears must have had the sanction of
congress. Nor, he adds, if the prac-
tical results of the rule be sought for,
is the record either meagre or.ob-
scure. Its first effect was indeed mo-
mentous and far-reaching. It was the
component factor in the emancipa-
tion of South America, and to it the
independent states of that region are
largely indebted for their very exist-
ence. Since then the most striking
single achievement to be credited to
the rule is the evacuation of Mexico
by the French. But we are also in-

ness

debted to it for the Clayton-Bulwer
treaty neutralizing any international

interference with Central America and
excluding Great Britain from any do-
minion there. It has been used in the
case of Cuba as if justifying the posi-
tion that, while the sovereignty of
Spain will be respected, the island will
not be permitted to hecome the pos-
session of any other European power.
It has been infiuential in bringing
about the definite relinquishment of
any supposed protectorate by Great
Britain over the Mosquito coast. Pres-
ident Polk relied upon it, though per-
haps erroneously, to prevent the trans-
fer of Yucatan; Gen. Grant, in the
same spirit, declared that existing de-
pendencies were no longer a subject
of transfer from one European power
to ancther; and another development
is found in the objection to arbitration

of South American controversies by
European powers; and Secretary
Bayard resisted the enforcement of

the Pollitier claim against Hayti, de-
claring that ‘“serious indeed would be
the consequences if European hostile
foot should without just cause tread
those states in the new world, who
have emancipated themselves from
Evropean control.”

American questions, it is said, are
for American decision, says Secre-
tary Olney, and thén, applying ‘this
doctrine in the reverse, he says:

“If all Europe were suddenly to fly
to arms over the fate of Turkey, would
it not be preposterous that any Amer-
ican state should find itself . inextric-
ably involved in the miseries and bur-
dens of the contest? What have the
states of America to do with the vast
armies and fleets of Europe, and why
thould they be impoverished by war in
hich they can have no direct concern?
> meral interests of Eurgpe are pe-
culiar to her, and entirely adverse from
those which are peculiar to America.
Europe is, with a single important ex-
ception, omitted to the monarchial
principle, America is devoted to the
idea that every people has an unalien-
able right of self-government. Any
European control of our interests is
nece rily both incongiruous and in-
jurious, and, if the forcible intrusion of
Iuropean powers in American politics
is to be deprecated, the resistance must
come from the United States, the only
power with strength adequate to the
exigency. There can he but one an-
swer to the'question whether the safety
and weifare of the United States are so
concerned with the maintenance of the
independence of every American state
as against any BEuropean power as to
justify and require our interposition
whenever that independence is encdan-
gered. These states are our friends
and allies, commercially and political-
ly, and to allow the subjugation of any
one of them by a European power re-
verses the situation and signifies a loss
of all the advantages 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-govern-
ment, which they have secured at the
cost of infinite blood and treasure. The
age of the crusades has passed, and
they are cbntent with such assertion
and defense of the rights of self-gov-
ernment as their own security and wel-
fare demand. Tt is in that view, more
than any other, that thev will not tol-
erate the political control of the Amer-
ican states by the forcible assumntion
of a Eurovean power. The mischiefs
to be apprehended from such a source
are none the less real because not im-
mediately imminent in any specific case.
The United States is today practically
sovereign on this continent, and its fiat
is law. All the advantages of this su-
periority are at once imperilled if the
principle be admitted that Furopean
powers may convert American states
into colonies of their own. The princi-
ple could be easily availed of. and any
power doing so would immediately se-
cure a base of militarv operations
against us. and it is not inconceivahle
that the struggle now going on for the
acquisition of Africa might be trans-
ferred to South America. The weaker
countries wonld soon he absorhed and
South America would be nartitioned
between Eurovean nowers. The conse-
auences to the United States would he
disastrous T.oes of prestige would he
the least of them. Our own real rivals
in penrre, as well as enemies in war,
would be located at our very doors.
We must be armed to the testh. con-
vert the flower of our male nonulation

Intn soldiers and sailors and thus an-
nihilate a 12rge share of the productive
{ erergy of the nation.

“Onr just avnrehensions are not to
Pa allaved bv sueggestions of the gond
will of the European powers towards
e, for the nconle of the United States
have learned in the school of exveri-
enca to what avtent the ypelations of
ctater denend. not unon sentimert or

| nrinecinle hint unon  selfish  intereate.
Mhay will nat cnnn fanmat that te thote

hour of distress all their anxieties and

burthens were aggravated by the -
sibility of demonstrations against
thelr national life on the part of powers
with whom they had long maintained
the most harmonious relations. They
have yet in mind that France selzed
upsn the apparent opporiurity of our
civil war to set up a monarchy in Mex-
ico, and had F‘rémcehaxd Gireut ggfﬂé&:lﬂn
held important Sout merican -
sions tgowork from and benefit, the
temptation to destroy our predomin-
ance by furthering our dismer;nberment
might have been irresistible. From that
grave peril we were saved in the past,
and may be saved again in the future

silent voice of the doctrine proclaimed
by President Monroe."

“There is, then,” Secretary Olney
continues, ‘‘a doctrine of American
public law, well founded in principle
and abundantly sanctioned by prece-
dent, which entitles and requires the
United States to treat as an injury
to herself the forcible assumpu_on
by an European power of political
control over an American state. The
application of the doctrine to the
boundary dispute between Great Brit-
ain and Venezuela remains to be made
and presents no real difficulty.”

The secretary shows that, though re-
lating to the boundary line, the ques-
tion is one of political control over a
domain of great extent, the British
claim apparently expanding in two
years some 33,000 square miles and di-
rectly involving the command of the
mouth of the Orinoco, of immense con-
sequence in connection with the whole
river navigation of the interior of
South America. He dismisses as val-
ueless the contention that British
Guiana may in this controversy be
regarded as an American state like
Venezuela. He suggests that, while
Venezuela might possibly not object
to settling the matter directly with
British Guiana, if this contention
were once allowed every ISuropean
power with a Scuth American colony
might extend its possessions indefinite-
ly, while other powers might do the
same by first procuring a voluntary
cession of a small tract of soil. It is
not admitted, and therefore cannot be
assumed, that Great Britain is in fact
usurping dominion over Venezuelan
soil. While Venezuela charges such
usurpation, Great Britain denies it,
and the United States, until the merits
are authoritatively ascertained, can
take sides with neither, but it may de-
mand that the truth shall be ascer-
tained. Being entitled to resent and
resist any sequestration of Venezuelan
soil by Great Britain, it is necessarily
entitled to know whether such se-
questration has occurred or is now go-
ing on.

There is but one feasible mode of de-
termining the merits of the question,
and that is peaceable arbitration.
Great Britain admits that there is a
controversy which chould be adjusted
by arbitration, but nullifies this admis-
sion by her insistence that the submis-
sion shall cover but a part of the con-
troversy. If it were to point a bound-
ary which both parties either express-
ly or tacitly had ever agreed to, the
demand that the territory within that
line should be excluded from the dis-
pute might rest upon a reasonable ba-
sis; but there is no such line. Great
Britain has shown in various in-
stances that she was willing to arbi-
trate her political and sovereign
rights, when the interests or terri-
tory involved were not of controlling
magnitude. Thus she arbitrated the
extent of her colonial possessions with
the United States, twice with Portu-
gal, once with Germany, and perhaps
in other instances. The secretary
quotes from some of these arbitrations
in the past to sustain his assertion
that the British demand for recogni-
tion of her right to a portion of the
disputed territory before arbitration
seems to stand upon nothing bul her
own ipse dixit. She says, comments
Mr. Olney, to Venezuela in substance:
““You can get none of the debatable
land by force, because you are not
strong enough; you can get none by
treaty, because I will not agree; and
you can take your chance at getting
a portion by arbitration only if you
first agree to abandon to me such other
portions as I may designate.”” This at-
titude is not characteristic of English
love of justice and fair play; it places
Venezuela under vital duress; the ter-
ritory acquired would be as much
wrested by the strong hand as if oc-
cupied by Rritish troops. This, . he
says, amounts .3 invasion and con-
quest, and our duty is summed up as
follows:

“Tn these circumstances, the duty of
Présiutue appeals L0 nua unmistakable
and imperative.. Great Britain's as-
sertion to the disputed territory, com-
bined with her refusal to have that title
investigated, being a substantial appro-
priation of the territory to her own
use, not to protest and give warning
that the transaction might be regarded
as injurious to the interests of the peo-
ple of the United States, as well as op-
pressive in itself, would be to ignore
| an established policy with which the
honor and welfare of this country are
clorely identified. While the measures
recessary or proper for the vindication’
of that policy are to be determined by
another branch of government, it is
clearly for the executive to leave noth-

ing undone which may tend to render
such determination unrecessary.”

Mr. Bayard is directed to read the
communication to l.ord Salisbury and
ask a definite decision regarding ar-
bitration. The president hopes that
the conclusion will be on the side of
arbitration, but if he is disappoint-
ed, “a result not to be anticipated,
and in his judgment calculated to
greatly embarrass the future relations
between this country and Great Brit-
ain,” he wishes to be acquainted with
the fact at such early date as will en-
able him to lay the whole subject be-
fore congress in his next annual mess-
age.

DOCTRINE INAPPLICABLE,

Salisbury Denies the Right of

America to Interfere.

WASHINGTON, Dec. 17.—The Brit-
ish side of the dispute is embodied in
two notes from Lord Salishury to Sir
Julian Pauncefote. Both notes are
dated the same day, and the former,
which the ambassador is directed to
communicate to Secretary Olney, is of
the highest importance, as in it Lord
Salisbury goes broadly into the Mon-
roe dectrine. In full, it is as follows:

‘‘Lord Salisbury to Sir Julian Paunce-

ote:

“Foreign Office, Nov. 26, 1895—Sir: On
the 7th of August I transmitted to Lord
Gough a| copy. of the dispatch from Mr.
Olney which Mr. Bayard had left with
me that day, and of which he had read
portions to me. T informed him at the
time that it could not be answered un-
til it had been carefully considered by
the law officers of the crown. I have
therefore deferred replying to it until
after the recess. I will not now deal
with those portions of it which are
concerned exclusively with the contro-
versy that has for some time past ex-
isted between the republic of Venezuela
and her majesty's government in re-
gard to the boundary which separates
their dominions. I take a very differ-
ent view from Mr. Olney of various
matters upon which he touches in that
part of the dispatch; but I will defer
for the present all observations upon
it, as it concerns matters which are
not in themselves of first rate im-
portance, and do not directly concern
the relations between Great Britain
and the United States.

“The latter part, however, of the
dispatch, turning from the question of
the frontiers of Venezuela, proceeds to
deal with principles of a far wider
character, and to advance doctrines of
international law which are of cousid-
erable interest to all the rations whose
dominions inciude any portion of the
western hemisphere. The contentions
set forth by Mr. Olney in this part of
his dispatch are reoresented by him as
being an application of the political
maxims which are well known in Amer-
ican discussion under the name of the
Monroe doctrine. As far as T am aware,
this doctrine has never been before ad-
vanced on behalf of the United States
in any written communication ad-
dressed to the government of another
nation; but it has been generally adopt-
ed and assumed as true by many emi-
nent writers and politiclans In the
TTnited States. Tt i= said to have great-
1y influenced that conntry in the con-
.duct of its foreign affairs, though Mr.
Clavton. who was secretary of state
under President Taylor, expressly stat-

through the operation of the sure but.

. bear.

ed that that administration had in no
way adopted it. But during the periog
that has elapsed since the message of
President Monroe was delivered in 1823,
the doctrine has undergone a very nota-
ble development,and inune aspect whcn
it now presents in the hands of Mr,
Olney differs widely from its character
when it first irsued from the pen of its
author. The two propositions which in
effect President Monroe laid down.

were, first, that America was no longer |

to be looked upon as a field for ISu-

ropean colonization, and secondly, that |

Europe must not attempt to extend its
political system to America, on to con-
trol the political condition of any of
the American communities which had
recently declared thelr independence.

“The dangers against whi.ch Presi-
dent Monroe thouught it right to guard
were not as imaginary as they would
seem at the present day. The forma-
tion of the holy alliance;
gresses of Laybach and Verona; the
invasion of Spain by France for the
purpose of forcing upon the Spanish
people a form of government which
seemed likely to disappear unless it
was_ sustained by external aid, were
incidents fresh in the mind of Presi-
dent Monroe when he penned his cele-
brated message. The syst®m of which
he speaks, and of which he so reso-
lutely deprecates the application ta the
American continent, was the system
then adopted by the certain powerful
states upon the continent of IEurope of
combining to prevent by force of arms
the adoption in other countries c{ po-
litcal institutions which they disliked,
and to uphold by external pressure
those which they approved. Various
portions of South America had recent-
ly declared their independence, and
that independence had not been recog-
nized by the governments of Spain and
Portugal, to which, with small excep-
tion, the whole Central and South
America were nominally subject. It
was not an imaginary danger that he
foresaw, if he feared that the same
spirit which had dictated the French
expedition into Spain might insp:re the
more powerful governments of Kurope
with the idea of imposing, by the force
of Kuropean armes, upon the South
American communities the form of
government and the political connec-
tion which they had thrown off. In
declaring that the United States would
resist any such enterprise, if it was
contemplated, President Monroe adopt-
ed a policy which received the entire
sympathy of the English government
of that date.

“The dangers which were apprehend-
ed by President Monroe have no rela-
tion to the state of things in which we
live at the present day. There is no
danger of any Holy Alliance impos-
ing its system upon any portion of the
American continent, and there is no
danger of any European state treating
any part of the American continent as
a fit object for European colonization.
It is intelligible that Mr. Olney should
invoke, in defense of the views upon
which he is now insisting, an authority
which enjoys so high a popularity with
his own fellow countrymen, But the
circumstances with which President
Monroe was dealing, and those to
which the present American govern-
ment is addressing itself have very few
features in common. Great Britdin is
imposing no ‘system’ upon Venezuela,
and is not concerning herself in any
way with the nature of the political
institutions under which the Venezue-
lans may prefer to live. But the Brit-
ish empire and the republic of Venezue-
la are neighbors, and they have dif-
fered for some time past, and continue
to differ, as to the line by which their
dominions are separated. It is a con-
troversy with which the United States
has no apparent direct concern. It is
difficult indeed to see how it can ma-
terially affect ary state or community
outside those primarily interested, ex-
cept perhaps over parts of her majes-
ty’s cominions such as Trinidad. The
disputed frontier of Venezuela has
nothing to do with any' of the questions
dealt with by President Monroe. It is
not a question of the colonization by a
Eurcpean power of any portion of
America. It is not a question of impo-
sition upon the communities of Scuth
America of any system of government
devised in Europe. It is simply the de-
termination of the frontier of a Brit-
ish possession which belonged to the
throne of England long before the 1é-
public of Venezuela came into exist-
ence, .

“But, even if the interests of Vene-
zuela were so far linked to those of thd
United States as to give to the latter a
locus standi in this controversy, their
government apparently have not
formed, and certainly .do not express,
any opinion upon the actual merits of
the dispute. The government of the
United States does not say that Great
Britain or that Venezuela is_in the
right in the matters that are in #8ue.

But -they lay down that the doctrine of* :

President Monroe, when he opposed
the imposition of European systems or
the renewal of European colonization,
confers upon them the right of demand-
ing that when a European wer has a
frontier difference with a South Amer-
ican community the European power
shall consent to refer that controversy
to arbitration, and Mr. Olney states
that, unless her majesty's government
accedes to this demand, it will ‘greatly
embarrass the future relations be-
tween Great Britain and the United
States.’

“Whatever may be the authority of
the doctrine laid down by President
Monroe, there is nothing in his lan-
guage to show that he ever thought of
claiming this novel prerogative for the
United States. It is admitted that he
did not ask to assert a protectorate over
Mexico or the states of Central and
South America. Such a_claim would
have imposed upon the British states
the duty of answering for the conduct
of these states, and consequently the
responsibility of controlling it. His sa-
gacious foresight would have led him
energetically. to deprecate the addition
of so scrious a burden te those which
the rulers of the United States have to
It follows of necescity that if
the government of the Urnited States:
will not control the conduct of these
communitieg, neither can it undertake
to protect them from the consequences
attaching to any misconduet of which
they may be guilty towards other na-
tiors. If they violate in any way the
rights of another state or of iis sub-
jects, it is not alleged that the Monrce
Coctrine will assure them the assist-
ance of the United States in escaping
from any reparation which they may
be bound by international law to give.
Mr. Olney expressly disclaims such an
inference from the principles he laid
down. But the claim which he founds
upon them is that if any independent
American state advances a demand for
territory of which its neighbor claims
to be the owner and that neighbor is
the colony of a Iuropean state, the
United States have a right to insist that
the European state shall submit the
demand and its own impugned rights to
arbitration.

“I will not now enter into a discus-
sion of the merits of this method of
terminating international differences.
It has proved itself valuable in many
cases; but it is not free from defects,
which often operate as a serious draw-
back on its value. It is not always
easy to find an arbitrator who is com-
petent and who at the same time is
wholly free from bias; and the task of
insuring compliance with the award,
when it is made, i$ not exempt from
difficulty. It is a mode of settlement
of which the value varies much ac-
cording to the nature of the contro-
versy to which it is applied and the
charactér of the litigants who appeal
to it, Whether in any particular case
it is a suitable method of nrocedure is
eenerally a delicate and difficult ques-
tion. The only parties who are compe-
tent to decide that question are the twa
parties whose rival contentions are in
issne. The claim of a third nation,
which is unaffected by the controversy,
to impose this particular procedure on
either of the two other cases cannot be
reasonably iustified. and has no foun-
dation in the law of rations.

“In the remarks which T have mare
I have arguerl on the theory that the
Monroe doctrire in itself is sound. T
must not, however, he understocd as
expreseing an acceotance of it on the
part of her majecty’s government. It
must always be mentioned with re-
spect, on account of the distinguished
stateemen to whom it is due and the
great mation. who thave gemerallv
adopted it. But international law is
founded on the general consent of na-
tionsg, and no statesman, however emi-
nent, and no nation, however power-
ful, are compe‘ent to Insert into the
code of international law a novel prin-
ciple, which was never recognized be-
fore and which has not since been ac-
cepted by the zoverrment of any ath-
er country. The United States has a
right, like any other nation. to inter-
nose in any controversy by ‘which
their own interests are affected: and
they are the judge whether their in-
terests are t-rrhed, and in what meas-
ure they should be sustained. But their
rights are in no way strengthened or
extended by the fact that the contro-
versy affects some territory which 1s
called American. Mr. Omey quotes the
case of the recent Chilian war. in
which the United* States declined to
join with France amd England in an
effort to brirg hostlities to a clese. on
acrount of the Monroe doctrine. The
United States were entirely in the
right in declining to join in an at-
tempt at vaecification, if thev thousht
fit; but Mr. Olney’s principle that
*American auestions are for American
decision,” even if it received any coun-
tenanre from . the Jangnage of Preei-
dent Monroe (which it does not), can-

the con- |

not be sustained by any reasoning
arawn from the law of nations.
““I'he government of the United
States Is not eantitled to afirm as a
universal tion, with reference
o a number of Independent states, for
whose conduct it assumes no respon-
sibility, that Its interests are neces-
sarily concerned in whatever may he-
fadl- those states, simply because they
are situated in.the Western hemis-
phere, It may well be that the inter-
ests of the United States are affected
by something that happens to Chill or
to Peru, and that the circumstance
may give them the right of interfer-
2‘2& .but such a conuingenpy may
ly happen in the case of China or
Japan, and the right of interference
is not more extensive or more assured
in the one case than in the other.
Zhough the language of President
Monroe Is directed to the attainment
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clalm the whole basin’of the Cuyuni
and Yuruari, but suggested that claims
to this region be surrendered in re-
turn for the recognition of the right
to Polnt Barima. The Schomburg
line, says Lord Salishury, was in fact,
a great reduction of the boundary
claimed by Great Britain as a matter
of ‘right, and its proposal originated
in a desire to come to a speedy and
friendly arrangement with a weaker
power.

The note next gives in great detail
a statement of the main facts of the
discussions which have ensued with
the Venezuelan government. Of Lord
Aberdeen’s proposal, which made great
concesgsions out of friendly regard for
Ven la, Lord Salisbury says it re-

of “objects which most Englishmen
would agree to be salutary, it is im-
possible to admit that they have been
inscribed by any adequate authority
in the code of international law; and
t danger which such admission
J’c?ulm involve is sufficlently exhibited
both by the strange development
which the doctrine has received at Mr.
Olney's hands and the arguments by
whkieh it is supported in the dispatch
under reply.

“I'n defense of it he says: ‘That dis-
tance and 3,000 miles of intervening
ocean make any peirrmanent political
union between a Kuropean and an
American state unnatural and inexpe-
dient will hardly be denied. But physi-
cal and geographical considerations
are the least of the objections to such
a union. Europe has a set of primary
interests which are peculiar to herself;
America is not interested in them, and
ought not to be vexed or complicated
with them.’

“And again: ‘Thus far in our his-
tory we-have been spared the burdens
and evils of immense standing armies
and all the other accessories of huge
warlike establishments;and the exemp-
tion has highly contributed to our
national greatness and wealth, as well
as to the happiness of every citizen.
But with the powers of ISurcpe per-
manently encamped on American soil,
the ideal conditions we have thus far
enjoyed cannot be expected to con-
tinue.’

“The necessary meaning of these
words is that the union between Great
Britain and Canada, between Great
Britain and Jamaica and Trinidad, be-
tween Great Britain and British Hon-
duras or British Guiana are inexpe-
dient and unnatural.’” President Mon-

roe disclaims any such inference from :

his doctrine, but in this, as in other
respects, Mr. Olney develops it. He
lays down that the inexpedient and
unnatural character of a union be-
tween a European and American state
is so obvious that it ‘will hardly be
denied.” Her majesty’s government
are prepared emphatically to deny it,
on behalf of both
American people who are subject to
her crown. They maintain that the
union between Great Britain and her
territories in the Western hemisphere
is both natural and expedient. They
fully concur with the view which Pres-
ident Monroe gpparently entertained,

that any disturbance of the existing |

territorial distribution in the hemis-
phere by any fresh acquisitions on the
part of any European state would be
a highly inexpedient change. But they
are not prepared to admit that the
recognition of that expediency is
clothed with the sanction which be-
longs to a doctrine of international
law. They are not prepared to admit
that the interests of the Uniited States
are necessarily concerned in every
frontier dispute which may arise be-
tween any two of the states who pos-
sess dominion in the Western hemis-
phere; and still less can they accept
the doctrine that the United States are
entitled to claim that the process of
arbitration shall be applied to any de-
mand for the surrender of territory
which one of these states may make
against another.

‘I have commented in the above re-
marks only upon the general aspect of
Mr. Olney’s doctrines, apart from the
special considerations which attach to
the controversy between'’'the United
Kingdom and Venezuela in its present
phase. This controversy has undoubt-
edly been more difficult by the incon-
siderate action of the Venezuelan gov-
ernment in breaking off relations with
her majesty’s government, and its set-
tlement has been correspondingly de-
layed; but her majesty’'s government
have not surrendered the hope that it
will be adjusted by a reasonable ar-
rangement at an early date.

“I request that you will read the
substance of the above dispatch to
| Mr, Olney. and leave him a copy if he
tdesires It . crginne vinots Inttizn

The correspondence ends with an-
othir noté from Lord Salisbury to Sir
Julian Pauncefote, intended for de-
livery to Secretary Olney, of the same
date as his preceding note, from which
it was probably separated because it
dcals entirely with the merits of the
British claim to the territory in dis-
pute. ILord Salisbury explains that his
purpose is to remove misapprehension,
which he can most conviently accomp-
lish in this way, being prevented from
addressing the Venezuclan government
itself in consequence of a suspension
of diplomatic relations.
bury begins with the statement that
“her majesty’'s government, while thsy
had never avoided or declined argu-
ment on the subject with the govern-
ment of Venezuela, hayve always ..cid
that the auestion was one which. had
no direct bearing on the material inter-
ests of .any other country, and have
consequently refrained hitherto from
presenting any detailed statement of
their case, either to the United States
or to other foreign governments.”
Probably from this reason, says Lord
Salisbury, Mr. Olney’s statement hears
the impress of being mainly, if not en-
tirely, focunded on ex-parte Venezuelan
statements, and givis an erroneous
view of ‘many of the material facts.
He challenges Secretary Olney’s first
statement that the dispute dates back
to 1814 and asserts that it did not begin
until 1840, which assertion he proceeds
to support by a long statement of thc
conditions under which British Guin-

ana was -acquired from the Dutch,
the friendly relations that had ex-
isted for a long time bhetween the

United States of Columbia first, and
afterwards Venezuela with Great Brit-
ain, and reference to the early decrees
of the Spanish government. He asserts
that the recent difficulty never would
have arisen if Venezuela had been con-
tent to claim only those territories
which could be proved, or even reason-
ably asserted to have been quietly in
the possession of a captaincy general
of Venezuela. He attacks the Spanish
title to the lands as vague and ill-
founded, and contends that to the vali-
dity: of the Dutch title, under which
Great Britian now claims there ex-
ists the most authentic declarations.
As ' far back as 1759 Holland had pro-
tesied against Spanish incursions into
‘thedr = settlements in the basin- of
Ca jiini, and to this claim the Spanish
gdvernment never atteripted to.reply,
the archives showing that they had not
the mheans to rebut it. Tord Salisbury
says:

“The fundamental principle underly-
ing the Venezuelan arguments is that,
inasmuch as Spain was originally en-
titled of right to the whole American
continent, any territory on that con-
tinént which she cannot be shown to
have@acknowledged in specific and pos-
itive terms to have passed to another
POWEF, can only have been acquired by
wrangful usurgation, and if situated to
thehorth of the Amazon and west of
the;-Atlantic, must necessarily belong
to -Venezuela as her self-constituted
inhgyitor in those regions. It may
reaggnably be asked whether Mr. Ol-
ney,would consent to refer to the ar-
b;t;iguon of another powers pretentions
raised by the government of Mexico,
raised on such a foundation, to large
tracts of territory which had been com-
prised in the federation,”

Lord Salisbury then proceeds to
state the circumstances connected with
the marking of the Schomburg line.
He says that the British government
notified Venezuela in 1839 of its inten-
ticn to privisionally survey this
boundary, its purpose being after the
survey to communicate to other gov-
ernments its views as to the true Brit-
ish ‘boundary and then settle any de-
tails as to which those governments
might object. At the very ouiset he
placed two boundary posts at Point
Barima, on the remains of the Dutch
fort, and while the posts there and
at the mouth of the Amacura were. re-
moved at the urgent entreaty of Ven-
ezuela, the concession was made on the
distinct understanding that Great
Britain did not thereby abandon her
claim to that position. Schomburg

held that Great Britain might. justly.

the ~British and |

Lord Salis--

mained unanswered for more than six
vears, wherfore the Venezuelan gov-
ernment was notified  that it had
. lapsed. Lord Granville’'s proposal, in
11881, ‘also involving considerable re-
ductions from the Schomburg line,
was, he says, likewise never answered.
Lord Salisbury charges that Venezu-
~ela has repeatedly violated the ‘“treaty
. of 1850, by the terms of which both
:governments agreed to refrain from
' aggression on the territory in dispute,
. for which reason, in 1880, her majes-
ty's government decided not to repeat
‘ the offer of concessions which had not
‘been recliprocated, but to assert her
undobuted rights to the territory with-
in the Schomburg line, while holding
open for negotiations, and even arbi-
tration, the unsettled lands beyond
that and within what they considered
to be their rightful boundary.

Referring to Guzman Blanco’s declin-
ations to arbitrate the titles to these
unsettled lands alone and insistence on
full arbitration, Lord Salishury says:
| “This pretension is hardly lsss ex-
. orbitant than would be a refusal by
! Great Britain of an arbitration of the
boundary of British Columbia and
Alaska, unless the United States would
consent to bring into question half
of the whole arca of that territory.
.Lord Salisbury rapidly traces the
history of the following negotiations,
! down to 1887, when the situation had
i become so acute, owing to the Ven-
| ezuelan demands for an evacuation of
i the disputed territory by Great Britain,
| that the British representative at Car-
! acas received his passports, and diplo-
| matic relations were declared by Ven-
i ezuela to be suspended. He says that
i no steps have been taken by the
British authoriti's to exercise juris-
diction beyond the Shomburg line, nor
to interfere with the proceedings of
the Venezuelans in the territory out-
side, although, pending a settlement,
Great Britain cannot recognize these
holdings as valid or conferring title.
The question, he adds, has remained in
this position ever since. Great Britain
has from th= first held to the same view
as to the extent of her territory, waiv-
ing a portion of its claims however,
and being willing to arbitrate another
portion, but as regards the rest, within
the Schomburg line, they do not con-
sider that the rights of Great Britain
have been diminish-d, and she is unwil-
ling to surrender to foreign rule control
over her subjects who have gradually
colonized the country. The discrep-
ancy in maps is not accounted for by
the British government, which cannot
be made responsibla for publications
made without their authority. In con-
clusion he says:

‘“‘Although the negotiations in 1890,
1891 and 1893 did not lead to any re-
sult, her majesty’s government have
‘not abandoned the hope that they be
resumed with beeter success, and that
‘when the international policies of Ven-
ezuela are settled on a more durable
basis than has lately appeared to be the
case, her majesty’'s government may
be enabled to adopt a more moderate
and conciliatory course in regard to
this question than that of their prede-
cessors. Her majesty’d government
are sincere in their desire to be in
friendly relations with Venezuela, and
certainly have no design to seize ter-
ritory that properly belongs to her or
foreibly extend sovereignty over any
portion of her population.
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NEW ANNOUNCEMENTS.
32 DAYS TOUR OF

MEXICO

Leaving ¢ hicago and Dubuque January 29,
1806, in Pullman private cars, and including,
on the return, the far-famed

¥ARDI GRAS AT NEW GRLEANS

But $275 forall expenses of the round trip.
Send for illustrated pamphlet givingali par-
ticulars,

FOMESEEKERS’ S ﬂ u T H

EXCURSIONS

At one fare for the round trip, plus $2.00, on
January 13-27. February 19 and March 9.from
certain I. C. R. K. stations west of Fr.Dodge.
and on January 14-28, February 11 and March
10, 1806, from stations east of Ft. Dodge 1o
Cairo. to all stations south of Cairo on the
line of the Illinois Central and the Yazoo &
Mississippi- Valley Railroads, except Mem-
phis and New Orleans.

LORIDA

Renched quickly and direct by the Holly
Springs Route of the Illinois Central R. R.,
via Holly Springs, Birmingham and Atlanta,
with connections for Montgomery, Augusta,
Aiken, Charleston, Savannah and other
southern points.  Throagh sleeping-car
reservations to Jacksonville, Fla.

Tickets and full information eoncerning
all of the above can be had of agents of the
Central Rouie and counecting lines, or by
addressing A. H. HANSON,

Gen’l Pass'r Agent, Chicago.

Chicago, Milwankee & St. Panl Railroad

Ly—ST. PAUL—AT

t~
*

Chicago “Day” Express..
Chicago “‘Atiantic’’ Ex...
Chicago “Fast Mail”’_ ...
Chicago “Vestibule' Lim.
Chicago via Dubuque ...
Dubuque via La Crosse. ..
Peoria via Mason City -
St. Louis & Kansas Cit pm
Milbank and Way. ......[48:20 am| +3:30 pm
Milbank, tFargo and Ab-
erdeen ........o.........1*3:15pm| *3:10 aia

llinois CentralB.R

transacting business in St. Paul.

PN TN LN

AMUSEMENTS.,

Metropolitan, Sixth, near Robert st.

Grand, Sixth and St. Peter streets.

Straka’s Tivoll, Bridge square, Concert
evenings and Surday matinee. Ad-
mission free.

Bodega, 148 East Sixth street.

Ol'ympie, 174-178 East Seventh street.

AUCTIONEERS.
Kavanagh & Johnson, 22-24 E. Tth st.

ACCOUNTANTS.

—=DIRECTORY<—

OF THE

PRINGIPAL BUSINESS HOUSES

OF ST.

The following is published‘daily for the benefit of traveling sales-
men, strangers and the public generally.
professions, and cannot fail to prove of interest to all who intend

S ———
=

PAUL.,

It includes all trades and

N N T o~ o o v 0 e e D R S

AR A
GUNS, SKATES AND SPORTING
GOODS,

MérI:' Kennedy & Bros., Third and Rob-

HARDWARE, STOVES AND FURe
NACES,

P. C. Justus, 312-314 Rice. Tel, 1,069,

HARDWARE,

Wm. Waugh, 215 N. Y. Life Building.

BAKERIES,

J. H. Hayes, 423 West Sevimh street,

HOTELS,

Grand Central, cor. 7th and Wabasha,

Thauwald Bros., 353-355 W. Seventh st.
Horejs Bros., 463 and 1165 West Seventh

street, 15 ast Seventh street and 38
_West University avenue.

HAIRDRESSING AND DRESSMAK-
ING.

BIRDS AND SEEDS.

basha street.

BOOKS, NEW, RARE AND STAND-
ARD.

E. W. Porter Company, 100 East

Fourth street.

BUILDERS? HARDWARE AND GILT
) EDGE CUTLERY,

Schroeder Bros., 902'1?_213'11_? av.

BOOTS AND SHOES.

TElmauist Shoe Store. 229 E. Seventh st.

1
German Bird and Sced Store, 451 Wa- | INSURANCE

Mrs. B. Tayilor, 156 East Sixth street.

AND
AGENTS,

STEAMSHIP

J. S. Grode & Co., corner Seve E
St. Peter streets, A

JEWELERS,

Henry Bockstruck, 11 E, S;“TElh_s[—‘
O. H. Arosin, 187 East Seventh street
Simon Nelson, 189 East Seventh street,
Henry Jucke, 263 East Seventh street,
M. Albrecht, 225 East Seventh street,

LOANS ON WATCHES, DIAMONDS,
FURS, ETC.

Lytle's Loan Office, 411 Robert, Room 1.

BUTTER AND EGGS.

Wisconsin Dairy, 513 St. Peter street.
Tel. 821. ;

Milton Dairy Company, 772 Wabasha st.
Tel. 281,

CARPET CLEANING.

Schroeder & Dickinson, 16 E. 6th st.

LAUNDRIES,

| The Elk, 51 West Third; tel. 28.
| Merrill's, 407-409 Rice st. Telephone 747,

MEAT MARKET.

R. Spangenberg, Rice and Carroil.
L. Eisenmenger Meat Co., 135 Wabasha.

CLOAKS.

MERCHANT TAILORS.

Ransom & Hortoun, 99-101 East Sixth.

COMMISSION MERCHANTS.

Wm. Miller & Co., 263 West Seventh st.

McGuire & Mulrooney, 280 E. Sixth st

R. E. Cobb, 204-298 East Sixth street.

C. C. Emerson, 251-255 East Sixth st.

Geo. Thuet. 24 West Third street.

E. McNamee & Co., 249 East Sixth st.

Schierman & Co., 318 Robert street.

De Camp & Beyer, 129 East Third st

F. L. Parshall, 18 West Third street.

H. C. Hemenway & Co., corner Third
and Minnesota streets.

Dore & Redpath. 70 East Third street.

Knauft Grain and Produce Company,
338 East Seventh street. Tel. 574.

Hagstrum Bros., Arcade Building, 380
St. Peter street.

A. Peterson & Co., 231 E. Sewventh st.

Jos. Petzenka, 152 West Seventh street.

W. L. McGrath & Co., 166 E. Third st.

MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS.

A. Peterson, 418 East Seventh street.

MANUFACTURERS AND DEALERS
IN DYNAMOES, MOTORS AND
ELECTRICAL APPARATUS.

Northwestern Electric Co., 412 Sibley st.
John Gorman, 315 Minnesota st.

CATERER.

NEWS AND STATIONERY.

J. D. Ramaley, 403 St. Peter street.

COAL AND WOOD.

Casey & Norrie, cor, 7th and Willis sts.

S. Brand, coruer Wabasha and Park
avenue. Tel. 1033.

John Wagener & Co.. 450 E. Seventh st.

O. G. Wilson, corner 8th and Broadwar.

Independent Coal Co., 156 East 3d st.

: Harry Pomeroy, 468 Wabasha street.
Charles L. Neumann, 324 W. Seventh st.

OLD, NEW AND SCHOOL BOOKS,

G. Dunn & Co.. 22 West Sixth street.

PATENT MEDICINE MFGS.
P. Q. Medicine Co., 463 Temperance st.

CONFECTIONERS,

Horejs Bros.,
street, 15 East Seventh street and
West University avenue.

CLOTHING.

A. Peterson & Co., 231 E. Seventh st.
European Clothing Co., 282 E. 7th st.

CUT FLOWERS.

E. P. Holmes & Co., 336 St. Peter,
near Fourth Street.

CUT-RATE TICKETS.

George W. Frey, 282 Robert street.
Corbett’s, 169 East Third st.
Edwards, 173 Third st., 339 Robert st.

COMPOUNDERS OF DR. PAS-
TEUR’S CATARRH REMEDY.
The Stella Drug Co., 440 Wabasha.

DRUG STOCRES,

George J. Mitsch & Co., Corner Sev-
enth and St. Peter streets.

: PICTURE FRAMES,

463 and 1165 West seven;sg Lowe Picture Frame Co., 591 "Wabazha.

! PLUMBING, STEAM AND HOT
WATER HEATING.

McQuillan Bros., 183 Western av.

PLUMBERS AND GASFITTERS,

Geo. H. Kees, 473 Broadway.
John H. Shea, 128 Eighth street.
i C. A. Webber, 253 West Third street.

PLUMBING, HARDWARE AND

HEATING,

McDonough & Bowers, 747-749 Wabasha
street. Tel. 572

PORTRAIT ARTISTS,

N. A. Forseen, §79 Wabasha street.

RESTAURANTS,

Ed L. Murphy, cor. St. Peter & 10th sts.
| ROLLING SHELF LADDERS,

DYE WORKS,

New York Steam Dye Works, 16 West
Sixth street.

EMPLOYMENT OFFICE.

E. L. Larpenter, 51 West Exchange st.

E£XPRESS, PIANO MOVING, PACIK-
ING AND STORAGE.

J. B. Desforges, 154 E. 6th. Tel. 5

EXPRESS AND STORAGE.

Kent's Express and Storage Company,
211 W. Seventh st. Cheapest and best.

ELECTRICIANS.

G. A. Milbrant & Co., 148 E. Eighth st.

STORAGE,

The People's Storage Co.. corner Ninth
and Wabasha. Tel. 1028.

SECOND-HAND HOUSLEHOLD
GGGDS BOUGHT.

People'skl?{:r;l;{l'lr;_(“ofwlu‘isj\r\'
T METAL  WORKERS,
AND HARDWARE.

SHEET
STOVES

Karst & Breher, 18 West Third st.

TAXIDERMIS'T,

John Gorman, 315 Minnesota street.
FOR FUNERALS,

Carriages, $2; hear
ners’ Livery, tel.

FURS,

Ransom & Horton, 99-101 East Sixth,
Merrell Ryder, 33% Jackson st.

FURNITURE AND UPHOLSTERING,

J.“W. McDonell, 277 West Thind street.
Schroeder & Dickinson. 16 E. Sixth st.

FLOUR AND FEED.

H. R. Sheire, 505 Robert, tel. 531
Tierney & Co., 91 East Third st.
Capitol Flour Co., 21 East Third street.

FLORISTS,

Henry Krinke, 511 St. Peter street.

es, $3. Seven Cor- | Schroeder Bros.. 802 Payne av.

C. J. Gunston, :"-ff»\-\:eﬁsr&'\'«'r;m s

! TIN AND SHEET IRONJOB WOIIK,

UNDERTAKERS,

Thaung & Jacobson, 228 . Seventh st.
Thee bunker, cor. W. 7th and 6th sts,

WILLOW AXD RATTAN WORKS,

-"I‘_win City Willow and Rattan Works,

WESTERN LANDS,

E. H. Hobe, 20t East Seventh street.

WHOLESSALE! CONFIECTIONERS.

McFadden-Mullen Co., 101 E. Fifth st.

WHOLESALE GUM MFGS.

GROCERS,

Standard Gum Company, 461 Temper-
ance st.

John Wagener, corner Twelfth and
Robert sts., and 486-488 . Tth st.
Jno. A. Blom, 378 East Seventh street.

|

WHOLESALE WINES AND LIQUORS

GREEN VEGETABLES,

*Dnily. tEx. Sun., {Ex. Sat. YEx Mon.
For tull information call at ticket office.

M. Lavansky, 3¢ West ‘hird st.
Tubbesing Bros., 100 East Third street.

B. Simon, zs7-299 East Seventh street,

WIND MILLS,

Gran Bros., 477 East Seventh street.

% Trains leave daily for Pacifie
GREIT N {Const 7:45 p. m.; Breckenridge

RT“EB Division and Branches.8:05a.m. ;
Nuwﬂ Fergus Falis Division and
Branches, £:3)9 a. m., ex. Sun;
e csemmen | W il Imar via St. Cloud, 4:00 p. m. ;
Breek., G. F'ks, Winnipeg, 6:4) p. m. daily.
For Duiuth and West Superior,

Eastern Minnesota Trains leave St. Paul
Union Depot daily, ex Sun,, 8:50 a.m,: daiiy
at11:20 a. m. Tickets 199 East Third Street
and Union Depot.

Trains leave St. Paul, Union
¥ Depot, as follows: Daily, 6:45
o p. m., for New York, Boston,
¥ Montrealand all Eastern points.
gs&d Dining en. and through Boston
]N E:‘: sleeper attached. Daily, 9:)5 a.
SR m., for Seattle, Tacoma. Port-
=== laud and Pacilic coast points.
Through sleeper to Seattle ut-
tached. Daily, except Sunday, 5:10 p. m,
for Glenwood from Minneapolis. From
Broadway station. except Sunday, Wiscon-
sin Div. loca), 9:35 a. m.; St. Croix Falls
ace., 6:20 p. m. 8

-

TICKET OFFIGE
_162—

East Third St.

Winnipegj—>T.
Leave.

Dining Cars on

aund Pacific Coast Trains. Arrive.

=== TICKET OFFICES
RN 335 Robert
=~ £t.,Cor.6th,
('Phonc 480)
and Union

Pacific Mail (daily) for Far-
ro, Jamestown, Livingston,
Bozeman, Helena, Bulte, l
Missoula, Spokane, Ta-
coma. Seattle and Portland
Red River Valley Express
(daily) for Fergus Ialls
Wahpeton, Crookston,
Grand Forks, Grafton, |
Winnipeg, Moorhead and
Fargo (to Jamestown, ex- ’
ceptSatarday) .. 5
Fargo Local (deil
Sunday) for St.
Brainerd and Fargo. .....

4:15 pm 5:55 pm

8:00 pm

except ;
Cloud. -
0:0% am|53:3) pm |

Pullman Firsi1-€'ass p1d Tonrist Sieeper

Leave Union Depot for
Chicago, St. Louis and
down-river points 7:3)
a. m : Arrives rrom Chi-
capgo 2:15 B m., except
Sunday eaves Union
Depot for Chicago and
St. Louis7:40 p. m.; Ar-
rives from same poinis
T:45a. w.. aaily,

Burlingtnn,
. Route |

A Trainsleave St. Paul 12:35
¥ p.m.and 7:40 p. n. daily
A for Milwaukee, Chicazo
and intermediate points
B Arrive from Chicago 8:15
a. m.auwd 3:45 p. m. daily
City ticket office, 373 Rob.

{

ertsireet,

! #11:00 pm!.. Duiuth and Superior..

+10:55 am|..Duluth and Ashland..

15:4) am|...Omnha, Kansas City.

+£:40 am(Su Cy. Sn Falls, Pipeste
18:40 am|Stoux Falls and Mitcheli.
+12:25pm{Mankato, N. Ulm, Tracy.
1 5 pm| Watertown, finzon, Pierre
*7:55 pm|Sh City. Omaha, Kan. C'y
*7:55 pmi~*California in 4 Days™. ..

STERN

F ROUTE. TicketOfices: Cor. Robertand 5th
Stz. and Union Depot Trains leave Union Depot, St. Paul,
at 7:30 P.m. D. 3'. and 7:30 A.m., Exceg& Bunday, for
Dutuque, CHICAGO, Waterloo, Cedar Fails, Marshal'town,
Des Moines, St. Jotonh, Teavenworth and KANSAS CITY.
Dodge Center Local 1eaves a5 4 P, m. Daily,

—
'Trans trom Ty arTive aci:20 A.m.and 2:30 P.m,

Daily, and 7:28 P. m., Except Sunday, and from Chicago a
7:20 A.m. 0 P.m. Daily, and 7:28 P, m., Exc

and 2:3




