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Try It. 

THE GREAT NORTH SHORE 
ROUTE ! 

‘The Best, 8»- ,. Jafest, 

Quickest Route by which 

to each purchasers in the 

North Shore Counties of 

New Brunswick, is via 

THE REVIEW. 

The rezular news express 

to the homes of all the 

people, and most direct 

line to the pocketbooks of 

buyers everyvhere. 

s@ See that your Advertisement is 

ticketed via THE REVIEW. 
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Bill Nye's Dinge. 

When Artemus Ward vanished the 

London Spectator placed upon his tomb 

a few verses whose tender reechoing music 

may well serve as Nye’s dirge:— : 

Is he gone to a land of no laughter, 

The man that made mirth for usall? 

Proves death but a silent hereafter 

From the sounds that delight or appal? 

Once closed have the eyes no more duty, 

No more pleasure the exquisite ears? 

Has the heart done o’erflowing with 

Beanty, 
As the eyes have with tears? 

Nay, if aught can be sure, what is surer 

Than that earth’s good decays not with 

earth? 
And of all the heart-springs none are 

purer j 

Than the springs of the fountain of 

mirth, 
[e that sounds them has pierced the 

heart’s-hollows, 
The place where a tear chose to sleep: 

For the foam-flakes that dance in life’s 

shallows 
Are wrung from life’s deep. 

He came with heart full of gladness, 
From the glad-hearted world of the 

West, : 

Won our laughter; but not with mere 

madness, : 

Spake and joked with us notin mere 
jest; 

For he man in our hearts lingered after, 

When the merriment died from our 

ears , 

And those that were loudest in laughter 

Are silent in tears. 

6 Lines On' K. and L. 

I find the people around here prefer Dr. 

Chase’s Kidney-Liver pills to any other I 

have in stock. They are a wonderful pill. 

Send three dozen at once I am nearly out. 
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Nothing affords me greater pleasure 

than to listen t | Doric ie ) 

the hon, men 

he appears to me 

are rome of his statements so obvi- 
| 4b y fallacious, that I must enter my pro-- 
test and my dissent to them, hefore I go 
any further, The hon. gentleman has 
said that there was no time in the history 
of the United States of America when that 

| country was more prosperous than during 

the time when they had the lowest tariff, 
“|'Now, Sir, T think that a man must have 

| read American history in vain who can 

coolly and deliberately make such a state- 
ment as that, Every one of us who has 

read che history of the United States, and 
who is acquainted with recent events in 
‘that countfy, must certainly come to a 
conclusion opposite to that at which the 
hon. gentleman has arrived. We all re- 
member that when the reform tariff party 
headed by President Cleveland, gained a 
recent victory iu that country, what a 

panic seized upon the industries of the 
United States, Banks failed, business 

houses collapsed, industries of every char- 

acter’ underwent a terrible depression, 
Coxey’s aimy, representing the highest 
possible type of depression, marched al- 

most across the continent to Washington. 
At no time in the history of the United 

States had that country come to such a 
deplorable financial pass as during the time 
when the party pledged to the reform of 

the tariff, held power for the last time in 

Washington. 
had been rapidly paying off their national 
debt under protection, but we find now 

that, under the referm tariff policy of 

President Cleveland and the Democratic 

party, the gold surplus in the vaults of the 
United Siates treasury has almost entirely 

disappeared. Only the other dav Mr. 
Carlisle, the Secretary of State, had to 

make a bond issue of two hundred million 

dollars in order to bring back to the 

treasury the old that had been taken from 

it during the depression. I claim there- 

fore that the hon. gentleman is obviously 

wrong when he states to the House that 

at no time in the history of the United 

States was that country so prosperous as 

during the time when the tariff was lowest. 

Again, the hon. gentleman has stated what 

appears to me to be obviously wrong, that 

the farmers of this country derive no bene- 

| fit at all from the National Policy, and 

that they are the only class in the country 

who derive no benefit at all from it. I 

am prepared to show that there is no class 

of the population of this country that has 

derived greater benefits from the protec- 

tive tariff than the farmers of Canada, 

which I will endeavor to show later on 

from the few notes 1 have prepared on 

that subject. Does my hon, friend from 

Huron think it fair, in discussing a ques- 

tion of this nature, to compare farm prices 

in 1878 and previously, with farm prices 

in 1896 7 When he shows, as he easily can, 

that the prices of farm products have in 

that period fallen to a certain extent, does 

he think that that pointsa moral, or that 

it makes a conclusion in favor of his argu- 

ment? I rather think not. My hon. 

friend, with his knowledge of farmirg, 

knowing the large amount of agricultural 

implements and the low price at which 

they can be bought, with the cheapness of 

labour, with the large farming areas that 

have been lately brought under cultivation 

and which have access to the markets of 

the world—my hon, friend should know 

that i* is no argument whatever for him 

to say that because the value of the farm 

products are less to-day than they were 20 

years ago, therefore the farmer is not in a 

prosperous condition. I will endeavour 

to show that the farmers derive more 

benefit from the National Policy than any 

other class of the population of Canada. 

Some hon. members, Oh, oh. 

Mr. McIneruey. Ihave mademy state- 

ment, and if I fail in demonstrating the 

proyosition laid down, it will be so much 

better for hon. gentlemen opposite. I 

state the proposition, and I will at the 

proper time undertake to prove it.s I ap- 

prehend, Mr. Speaker, that the Budget 

debate offers anbecasion for the discussion 

of the financial standing of the country, 

that it is rather a stock-taking time, in 

which we look at the means we have on 

hand and judge so far as we are able of the 

result of the plunge we may take into the 

future. But the hon. gentlemen on the 

Opposition benches bave during this de- 

bate entered into a discussion of nearly 

"every subject under the sun. They Fave 

talked about the divisions that have taken 

place in the Goyernment ranks. Onehon. 

gentleman even dropped into poetry om 

“occasion, and with him the wish' was 

't ther to the thonght when he said that 

Jan) dering, as I have been led 
¢ 7 ws TT tae carly opportunities that 

when the brains were out—meaning that 

the hon. gentlemen who had left the 

Cabinet were the brains—he thought the 

“indeed. But, | Government would die. The hon. gentle- 

Sir, the nts and the | man was quoting, I think, from a very 

most 0 Ribabeis b. pall {iwi ert production by the greatest poet 

upon one’s ear at 11 o’clock at night, and | of any age. But he should have finished 

we have been listening to them for nearly | the quotation. The hon. gentleman was 

“the brains were out the man would die. 

.well that such well known truths should 

Why, Sir, the United States | 

tly of Macbeth, 

The hon. gentleman should have con. 
tinued further in the wonderful scene in 

which Macbeth sees Duncan rise before 
him, and with a stricken conscience, being. 
the cause of hisdeath, he says : 

The times have been that when the brains 
: were out, . 

The man would die, and there an end, 
But now they rise again— 
And push us from our stools, 

The hon. gentleman will find that the re- 
constructed Government, like the ghost of 
Duncan, will trouble him in his dreams, 
and push him from the fancifully erected 
throne that he has established for himself. 

I wish during the remarks I intend to | 

offer to the House to direct my * attention 

to the different subjects which I think 
legitimately come within the four corners 
of this discussion. For woat I have to 
offer I do not claim any particular origin. 
ality. The statements I have to'put before | 
the House have often been placed on 

“ Hansard ” and delivered in this Chamber 
but like many an old story,.I think it is | 

be dinnec. into the ears of the people, and | 
now particularly, when the two grea! 
parties in this country are going to ask a 
verdict from the electors of Canada. But | 
l intend proceeding on the main lines of | 
the financial state of the country, to in- 
stitute a comparison between the regime 

of hon. gentleman opposite and the regime | 

of the Government which I have the 

honor to support; and in doing that I 
wish to call the attention of the House te | 
the public debt, to the interest paid on the | 
public debt, to the public credit, the an- | 
nual expenditures, to the several deficits | 

we have had and to the trade returns for | 

the different years since 1873. I wish to | 

institute a comparison between the periods | 

from 1873 to 1878, and from 1878 to 1896; 
aod I tnink I shall conclusively show to | 

every unbiased mind, to every fair-mind- | 

ed man in this country, as I shall show to | 
every fair-minded man who reads what I | 

say, that by the record, and by their fruits | 

we should judge them, the party of hon. | 
gentlemen opposite stands condemned be- | 

fore the bar of public judgment, and the | 
party of my friends stand before the bar | 

of public judgment deserving of the ver- | 
dict of the people of Canada. We have 

heard very much about the public debt, | 

and I admit that for a population only 
amounting te about five millions we have 
a large debt ; but not a debt larger than | 
the resources of this country, than the | 

hopes in the great future of this country | 

justify. But how has that debt been in- | 
curred? To hear hon. gentlemen speak, | 
une would imagine that all that debt was | 
incurred by the Conservative party. That | 
is very far from the truth, and still in| 

every schoolhouse in the country where 
hon. gentlemen opposite get an oppor- 

tunity of addressing the people they con- 
stantly ring the changes upon the immense 

debt of the country and upon the fact that 

the Conservatives have incurred this tre- | 
mendous debt in Cavada. The debtdown 

to June 30, 1895, amounted to $253,074,- | 
927. That debt was made up in the fol- 

lowing way. The provincial debts we as- 
sumed in 1867 amounted to $77,500,000. 
In 1870 we took in Manitoba, in 1871 

British Columbia, in 1873 Trince Edward 

Island, and with the readjustments made 
during those several years we assumed the 

debts of the provinces amounting to $20,- 

452,340. In 1884, 1885 and 1886 there 

were further adjustments, adding $11,477,- | 

808 to the debt. So that the total public | 

debt arisirg from the provincial debts | 
which we had assumed at Confederation | 

and the readjustments that took place sub- 

sequently amountel to $109,430,148, 

leaving otherwise incurred a debt of $143,- | 

644,779. Of that we incurred for the pur- 

chase of the North-west Territories $6,- 

043,294, for the Intercolonial Railway 

about $50,000,000, for the Canadian Pa“ 

cific Railway $63,000,000, for our canals 

and river improvements $42,000,000, or a 

total of $161,043,294, exceeding the 

amount as given before by about $18,000, 

000 paid out of the accumulated surpluses 
of the different years when the Couserva- 
tive party have been in power. I wish to 

compare the increase of the debt. The 

debt jucrease from 1890 to 1895 was $15, 

544 880, and to hear hon. gentlemen op- 

posite speak one would suppose that mo | 

| and having, as I think, conclusively shown 

| to the year 1895 was $8,784,542, 

| cheapness of money at present. 

posite were in power, and the years while 
this Government have been in power; 

comparison with regard to the increase of 
the national debt, I wish 10 compare the 
years from 1878 to 1896 with the years 

from 1873 to 1873. On the 1st of July, 

1878, the net debt of Canada was $99 848, | 

461, but on the 1:t of July, 1878, that debt 

had increased to the then enormous figure 
of $140 362,069, or an increase during the 

years from 1873 to 1878, of $40,513,608 

being a yearly increase during that period 
of $8,102,721 Now. what are the facts 
with regard to this matter, between the 

years 1878 and 1896. In these eighteen | 
years the increase of the national debt has 

been $112,712,858, or, during the eighteen | 
years, an annual increase of $6,261,825, as | 

compared witha yearly increase during the | 
Liberal regime of $8,702.121. In the last 

#ix years from 1890 to 1895, we have added | 

to the debt, an inher ease of £15.544,880, or | 

an annual increase of only $2,590,814, as | 
compared with an annual inerease of over | 
$8,702,121, between the vears 1873 and | 

1878. Sir, having finished with the debt, | 

that on the record, as far as our debt is | 

brought before the pnblic, the Conserva- 

tive party stands in a much better position | 

than the Liberal party of this country ; | 
having proved that, I wish to proceed to | 
the next subject I have to deal with, | 

namely, the interest on that debt. 

In 1887-88 the interest paid on the pub- 

lic debt per annum was $8,801,288, and 
the average interest from that time down | 

The per! 

capita interest paid in 1887-88 was $1 90, | 

while the per capita interest paid in 1894- 

95, was $1.83, or a reducticn of 7 cents 

per capita between the years 1887 and 
1895. The per capita interest paid in 1873 
was $1.31, rnd in 1878 it was 81.58. or an 

increase between 1873 and 1878 of 27 cents 

per head of the population. Therefore, 

whilst from 1887 to 1895 the per capital 

payment of interest decreased 7 cents per 

head, the increase per capita during the 

years of the Liberal regime from 1873 to | 

1878 was 27 cents. The rate of interest in | 

1878 was 3.68 per cent., but the rate of 

interest in 1890 was only 2 £9 per cent. 

Having left that branch of the subject, 

I come to speak of the credit of the country 

and, after all, the debt of a country cannot | 

be large, when it can, as this country has | 

done at a recent date, put a loan upon th 

market at such a wonderfully fine figure. | 

The credit of Canada stands pre-eminent. | 

ly fine’ in the markets of the world. In 

1894, the present Finance Minister put a 

loan of £2,500,000 sterling upon the Lon- | 

don market, and that loan was taken up | 

at 3 1-6 per cent., and very much more 

than the amount of the loan was sub- | 

scribed by the capitalists of Great Britain. 

Now, Sir, hon. gentlemen on the Opposi- 

tion side say : We admit that it is true, 

but the price of money has fallen in late | 

years throughout the world, and it is not | 

due to the Conservative party that the 

credit of Canada is higher now than it was 

some years ago. but it is rather due to the | 

That ar- 

gument finds its answer in this statement, 

that almost immediately after our Finance | 

Minister had placed that loan of £2,500,- 

000 upon the London market, the United 

States, with a population of over sixty 

millions of people, and with all the re- 

sources which hon. gentlemen in opposi- 

tion are never tired of advertising—the 

United States put a loan of sixty millions 

upon the market, and, Sir, what did they | 

get for it ? That United States loan was 

taken up at 33 per cent., while ours went 

at 3 1-6 per cent. 

Let us compare the loans that have been | 

put upon the market during the Liberal 

regime in this country, with the loans that 

have been put upon the market by the 

Conservative Government, and I will do | 

that in order to establish a fair comparison 

between the credit of the covntrv during 

the y -ars from 1873 to 1878, and the cre: it 

of the country during the years from I878 

to 1896. In 1878, Sir Richard Cartwright 

then Finance Minister, floated a loan in : 

London at 43 per cent,, and, in 1894, Mr, | 

Foster, the present Finance ‘Minister 

floated a loan at 3 1-6 per cent. | 

Mr. MacDonald (Huron). Would you | 

allow me to ask you a question, How | 

were these bonds of the Uuited States to | 

be paid ? / “ 

what do we find? The 

ments— President Cleveland under his own 

hand —that these bends would be redeem- 

ed in gold. It was, therefore, known to 

financial men throvghout the world that 

the United States would redeem these 

bonds in gold, and "it. makes little or mo 

difference, consequently, whether upon h: 

face of them, they stated they were to be 

paid in silver, because, if the credit and 

the standing: of the United States in the 

financial markets of the world were to be 
| 
| 

| 

part of the award wlich was got at Hali- 

fax 1 

Mr. Forbes. By a Liberal Government 

Mr. McInerney. 1 care not by what 

G yvernment it was obtained, It was nc® 

obtained by a Liberal government. My 

hon. friend is wrong there again, It wea 

obtained by a Conservative Government 

on Conservative plans. 

Mr. Forbes. No. 

Mr. McInerney. My hon, friend is per- 

waintained, the bonds would nave to be fectly ignorant of the matter if he says it 

red. emed in gold, as was stated by Presi- . was obtained under a Liberal Government, 

dent Cleveland and by John Sherman, the | The gentleman who was defeated in 

leaders of the two great parties in that | Northumberland the other day always 

| took the credit of having obtained that 
country. I think, therefore, the hon 

gent leman (Mr. Macdonald) cannot take | award. He said he prepared the plans for 

much comfort out of the interruption that | it. 

he made. 

Now, Sir, in 1679, Canada 4 per cents 

were worth from 89 to 91 per cent.. and in 

1895, Canada 4 per cents were worth from 

110 10 112, or an increase of 21 per cent, 

in the values of these bonds. Similar 

bonds of the United States increased, dur- 

ing the same period, 13 per cent. ; similar | 

bonds of the colony of Victoria increased, 

during the same time, only 10 per cent. ; 

| and similar bonds of New South Wales in- 

creased, during the same time, only 13 per 

cent., as against an increase of 21 per cent, 

in the 4 per cent, bonds of the Dominion 

of Canada. Now, Sir, having shown, as | 

think. conclusively, that the credit of this 

country has not only been maintained, hut 

considerably advanced by the Conservative 

(Government under the present Minister ol 

Finance, I propose to take up the annua 

expenditure. We are told by the Finance 

Minister, from what he knows and esti- 

mates, that the ¢expendituie to t'e end of 

June, 1896, will amount to $37,000,000, 

and the estimated revenue to $37,000,000, | ; 

| T will stick to it.” 
So that we shall have no deficit for the 

present year, In 1878 we had an expendi- 

| 
| 
1 

| ernment which was in pewer iu 

| the year, 

Mr. Forbes, Does the hon. gentlemen 

know the year in which it was obtained ? 

Mr. McInerney. Idonot know exactly 

Will the hon. gentleman tell 

us ? 

Mr. Forbes. Yes, by the Liberal Gove 

1878. 

Mr. McInerney. In 18757 

Mr. Forbes. In 1877. 

Mr. McInerney. The hon. gentleman 

had better stick to one figure or the oth- 

er. He first said 1876 then 1878, and 

now he says 1877. The hon gentleman 

reminds me—or rather he does not re. 

| mind me—of a witness [ once knew wh 

when he came on the stand, was bound t» 

stick*to what he said in the first 

He was asked the height of a horse, 

place, 

and 

he answered that it was seventeen fleet 

high. On cross-examination he said tha 

horse was seventeen hands high, *‘ Bus 

you said seventeen feet,” the cross.ex. 

aminer told him. ‘Did I say seventeen 

feet 1” he asked. “Yes.” “Well,” ha 

said, “if [ said seventeen feet, by George 

If the hon. gentleman 

| said 1876 he should stick to it, and not say 

ture «f about $24,000,000, so that. there | 

has been an increase in the annual ex- | 

penditure since 1878 of $13,000,000 a year. 

That has arisen fairly, 1 think, from in- 

creased interest and sinking fund, $4,600, 

| man in tis Honse, 

000 ; increased subsidies paid to provinces | 

$830,000 ; additional amounts spent on 

mental Farm, which did net exist in 1870 ; 

an additional amount spent on the Ad- 

ministration of Justice of $205,000 ; the 

government of the North-west Territories 

for which there was no expenditure in 

1878, $258,000 ; additional fishery brunty 

and protection, $280,000 ; the inspection 

of food, $19,000 ; the inspection of steam- 

boats, $12,000; Indian management’ 

I knowledyw 

railways canals and post offices, £4.000.. | 

000 ; an amount spent on the Expen- 

$450,000 additional ; penitentiaries, $138,- | 

000 ; superannuation, $156,000 ; militia 

and defence, $480,000 ; and mounted 

police, $166,000 ; or, taken altogether, | 

$11,594,000. Add to that an increased 
{ 

- expenditure for improved lighthouse ser- 

vice, geological surveys, immigration, Do- 

minion lands, Dominion police and legis- 

lation, and you will find that you have 

made up the total amount of $12,000,000 

of increase in the annual expenditure from 

1878. Now, Sir, let us compare the in- | 

crease in the expenditure from 1873 to 

1878 with the increase from 1878 to 1896. 

in 1873, found the expenditure $19,174,- 

000. When they left office in 1878, they 

left the expenditure at $24,488,000, or an 

| count for the wonderful lack of 

The Liberals, when they came into power 

increase in the five years of over $5,000,- | 

000, or an increase of over $1,000,000 a | 

Let us compare that with the Con- 

1878 to 1896, and 

Conservatives 

when they came into power in 1878, found 

the expenditure at $24,488,000. In 1596 

year. 

servative record from 

it had increased to $37,000,000, or an in- | 

crease in those eighteen years of $12,512 - 

000, or two-thirds of a million dollars a 

year, as compared with an increase of over 

$1,000,000 a year during the time the 

Liberal jarty were in power. Now, | 

would liketo ask hon. gentlemen opposite 

a question which’ they bave been asked 

before, but which they have never yet 

apswered. They were asked the same 

question the other evening by the hon. 

member for Pictou, the ex-Minister of 

Justice (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) ; 

they were asked “it last year by the hon. 

Minister of Railways (Mr. Haggart) ;'l 

asked it two vearsago in a speech which I 

made on the Budget ; and from that time 

10 this it has never Leeu answered, either 

improvements iad been carried out of any | Mr. McInerney. It is true that the | in this House or in the country. The 

nature, that was for the benefit of the | pited States bonds that were issued at | question is: upon what particular items 

people. Of that sum there was expended, 

as follows: On canals, $11,819,378 ; In- 
tercolonial Railway and connecting roads, 

$4,919,781; for the Canadian Pacific 
Railway, $754,142, or in all, $16,993,301, 

In railway subsidies we paid during the 

five years $5,867,748. And, Sir, I claim 

that the improvement to the country, in 

affording cheaper and quicker transporta- 

tion both for freight and passenger traffic, 

amply justified the increase in the debt 
during that time. 

“But, let me come to a comparison be- 
tween the years while hon, gentlemen op- 

that time were on the face of them to hey 

| paid in silver. 

Mr. MacDonald (Huron). Hear, hear. | 

Mr. McInerney. I thought the hon, | 

gentleman (Mr, Macdonald) would laugh, | 

but the hon. gentleman has laughed too 

soon. Sir, the hon. gentleman should not 

forget this, that while upon the face of it 

the bond was payable in silver, President 

Cleveland and Mr. John Sherman, at that 
time the greatest financial suthority in 
the United States, and leader of the Re. 

publican party in opposition to the Presi- 

dent, both these gentlemen made state- 

would the hon. gentlemen, if they got into 

power to-morrow, economize and reduce 

the expenditure of the country? Before 

they talk of economy, which is at all times | 

a very popular cry in the country, and 

which may be a misleading and unfair ery, | 

let them state to the House and to the 

country, if they wish to get an honest ver- 

dict from an intelligent people in their 

favour, on what particular items of ex- 

penditure they intend to economize when 

they do get into power. 

mize by reducing the fishery hounties paid 
to the hardy fishermen on the coast, as 

Will they econo- | 

1878, and then go back to 1877. The hon, 

gentleman perhaps thinks that he knows 

mara ahant thiz than any other centle. 

but that dots nt 

We may form an estimate of what 

whi t 

not from what Je 

[f hon. 

up| Osite get Into power, would®they re- 

duce the militia expenditure? The hon, 

teader of the Opposition and the hon, 

member for South Oxford have both ¢ m. 

mitted themselves in favour of largely in- 

creased militia expendit: re for the reser & 

year, su that in thatitem they cannot very 

well effect a decrease, Will they decrease 

the amount expended for the postal facil’ 

ties of the country { They ought to know 

and they do know, 1hat the country is in- 

creasing in population and improving 

count. 

the hon. gentleman knows from 

he shows, 

hinks he possesses, gentlemen 

1D. 

intelligence 

Mr. McShane, 

lation. 

Not increasing in popu- 

Mr. McInerney. There my hon. friend 

is wrong again. If the 

would read the census returns, he woul 

find that the population of the count 

hon. gentleman 

very largely increased during the last 

decade. 

Some hon. Members. No, decreased. 

Mr. Well, I cannot 

kn 

edge and information evitced hy thes» 

They will hardlv vuder- 

take to reduce the amount 

McInerney. 
IW i= 

hon. gentlemen 
grantod as 

railway subsidies to the different railway 
They 

hardly undertake to reduce the grants fu 
enterprises in the country. wil 

public works, immigration, lighthouses 

the expenditure on the Experinnmn:l 

Farm. Let me again call the hou. ge - 

tlemen’s attention to their record in 

gard to expenditure. A few vears ago 

of Liberal 

different provinces of Canada mt at Qn. - 

hee inder the leader<hip of Mr. Hono 

namber Premiers from thas 

Moererery, and there committed themselves 

of 

them, which was subsequently snbscribed 

toa ressluntion, cach and ev ryone 

to by the hon. leader of the Opposition 

That résolution woald have'taken out of 

the exchequer of this connnry every yea 

£1.721.476. Mr. Peters, the Premier of 

Prince Edward Island, who has laid a di. 

rect tax on every acre of land in that prov 

ince has boldly stated that of that increased 

amount he would obtain from 

E hward Island over $70,000 a year, 

Prince 

Now 

I would refer to what was said all through 

the West that wonderful mission 

undertaken by the hon. leader of the O - 

position and some other gentlemen who 

accompanied him, I should like to refer 
te what these gentlemen sail at different 

places along their line of travel as to the 

way they intended to veduce the expendi. 

ture. At Medicine Hat. Mr, Laurier said : 

I am not a Puritan or a saint, but simp- 
ly a man, ana 1 do not hesitate to say to 
you, that’ fu the west vou need pubiie 
works, 

on 

( Contenwed on Pas 6.) 
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| Children Cry for 

'Pitcher's Castoria. 


