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NJURY to the skin

means a breaking of

the protective layer of

L epidermis and imme-

i diate liability to infec-

. tion from dangerous

germs ‘that cause fes-

tering, inflammation
and blood- péison.

Theretore, be ready

to apply at once a piece

of lint or clean rag

smeared with Zam-Buk

the great first-aid and
skin-remedy.

n“u.u"l : Vaal absolut:ly, ;o
shin trep) Zam-Buk kills - dis. ments and salves. Sir Edward Marshall.-Hall — If a .
t E
you oa ease germs and takes T (here was a conflict of will hetween The sallltal‘y Economlcal Permanent
Petier o ¢ ‘ A box of Zam-Buk shouldbe |*im and Mrs. Dennistoun?—He was " J? ol | i
trya somple all immediate danger ,'every home. Equally effi- | .qol in Mrs. Dennistoun’s hands, ! e Ep = A '
If::";'-.. out of any cut, scratch cacious An cases of eczema, |,)q0lute puity. He had no will; he " wall coatlng . .
Dul::“‘l.l‘ or wound. It ends pimples, psoriasis:l ninngo, RSl Tmere rag H
W ate on  pain and inflammation, ::;:m:;"’lg‘:v‘;'l:““d:" ::a“:fl:; The witness sa’d that at the time
rry draws off corruption, jeepseated skin and scalp f{f‘r;“‘},’;‘pg’(}“y"’,?‘age #e Coloriel: was Alabastine has decided advantages over any in-
i s. 50c., all d ts. | . ; E : ;
and poisonous matter, jroubles. 50c., all druges Couns:l. —— What has been his terior decorating material yet manufactured. There
sitate cf health during the whol= cf A . ? d roduet is foll
» the period since then? — 1 have are substitutes of course, Every good product is fol.
spent the whole ‘he 3 S S < a By
o » \J xlu; l&im.‘ TRt et o lowed by a host of imitators seeking to gain favor
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A touch of antiseptic ZAM-BUK
ljaké: away all pain and danger.

and qu'ck!y ends a peril
which even healthy
people have to face.

You can always be
sure of safg and rapid
healing in accident or
skin disease with a box
of Zam-Buk close at
hand Proved by scien-
tific test to be over
99% her al origin.

Zam-Buk contains no
rancid animal fats, or
zinc, mercury, or
other mineral drugs
found in ordinary oint-
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Pat Tralnor
Cahill Broe.
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N‘On Friday. his Lordsh/p said:—— 21-21b 51b

B N *|'The first question that 1 propose yater s 3 > "he Ceny el 75 o7
W THE OVEW ” o Irave to the jury.'s, ““Was the Hot, ‘tf.. subbainte: \\.h(.n package 10c package c
”fl”” 7]7[ 0V[ly ’0 yp Woged agredmmprti i adeth mixed with cold water it is ;

THIN ZEPHYR BISCUITS _ _/ The second question that T pro- better than any cold water

After a strenuous day at the office —
Invigorating as a sea breeze !

\ d
These Charlottetown Dealers Scll Thin Zephyr Blscults:

Retall Thomas Michael
Joseph Shama

I, 1. Webster S0

D. C. Robblee
K. L. Day

Jenking & Son
Cudmere Bros,

‘|'t mean?”

The Dennistoun
Case
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|£1:l¢i on bhehalf of the defendant.

question was ever before a Judgejon account of this dcbl of 1913, H and the question for the jury is:
and a jury, for if refecton be glven the payment was not a paym:nt on'“Did she pay that, or -any other
ito the character of the alleged account, but a-mere gft irrespec-|sum. on the defendant's behalf?”
|enezs, then the question of damages tive of the alleged debt, then it did the point again be!ng whether the
is one of considerable difficulty. |not operat to revive the debtipayments we<re loans or gifis

5 twhich was otherwise ext,ingulshcdf That concludes—and the = jury '
:by the Statute of Limtations. That may think that they are enough
question, I think, should be a sup-A-.mcstfons—v—hha ma.n queztions, ex

]
The Most Famous Matrimon- z

jal Case Since Charles 1I's The Money Claims

¢ +he money claimed. and T take first was the ffcet of the biil of sale? c:nt moment to :ndicate’ my notes
Had you formed a view with re- f all paragraph 2 of the statement whether it was genuine or not”, be- upon- that matter, bug I hop2 that
gard (0 money and seltlement?—I ¢f cla'm, wheheby the plaintiff cause the defendant says that the|counsel for the plaintiff and fo:
had most decidediy. laims £616 as having been paid real point of the paym'nt of £616!the defendant will considir ere the
What happened?—Ag the time I by her to the use of the defendant by the p'aint {f was that he had|close of this case th> points that
had hoped that the day would come.|in 1913—is: “Did the * plaintiff given her a large quantity of VulUAI:nfs", vpen - that counter-claim I
There 'were no means available by make payment of £616. or any less able furniture, ‘t ¢i:iil stands, there must be a c'ear
which I dould in any way provide alsum, on behalf of the defendant, in /Passing from the subordinate|iormulation of points at issue be !
selitlement which would enable Col|this sense, that she was makimg-questions of No. 8, the mixt’ques-|iween the partiis. The questions
onel Lomnistoun to have even a few!those payments as loans to him tion is under paragraph 1 of the|l have indicated, however; will|
pounds that he could look upon as and not as gifts?” 1If the jury think tatement of claim This relates tojcover the points in issue betweer

Ms own, unless it were that 1 was ihat those paym:nts were gifts, nojallegéd payments by the plaintiff in!th:m. ¥
able to sell a centain amount of pic-|further question arises on -th13|1920-21 The question 's: “Did thel ‘Mr. Birkett said that he agreedl |
tures, * head, bhut if the jury think that thelplalntift lend the defendant £336 w'th the questions. i
‘Phere was a covenant with the bus-| £616, or any part thereof, was an in those years, or any and 'what, Sir Ellis Hume-Williams said that ¢
hand to pay £100,000 before March,|advance, then prima facie the claim!part thereof?” 1 lay emphasis on there was one other question, and i
1924, Was there any concealment|of the plaintiff to those moneys is the word “lend” in contradic- that was ithe intirest on u“-{
.f the fact that the £100000 was to|barred by the Statute of L'mina-ltion (o the word “give” And T £1,000, i
be provided by you? — Not the|tions because six years have elap- must also remind the jury that,
«l'ghtesy I would have been glad to|sed. Then, if the plaintiff were tojapart from the main defence that a queston of law for him. after the
¢l that he had the money, for Iisucceed. she must show that thereithe defendant has raised on the jury had found as to the facts
inew his sensitive. refined nature.'his been a payment on account,| £616 and the £336, th re are also S'r Ellis Hume-Williams
Rightly or wrongly, do' you agree|and she so alleges in her very ably m'nor points as to the actual pay-
with the character which has been|drawn statememt of claim, ‘Thus.ments made 2 .dlﬂputed,
given to your husband by my learn- tho plaintiff has to satisfy the jury, The tenth question arising in un- © His TLordship said that in con |

I

said

minable. of £100—and the defendant has claim The plaintiff alleges that indicated there would be other and
H's Lerdship—The suggestions|admitted that he paid that sum— between 1919 and 1920 she paid grave considerations upon ‘funther

againgt his character aro nat cor-|—— r P e et 7 S
¢ut, ‘They are absolutely withoat

one scrap of foundation. He was a

asimple soul, and that describes him

Has there ever been a pont when
you 'would have settled this action?
—Nuver, for a single solitary mom-

ant, s18
Sir Ellis Hume-Williams.—1I have Inslel
no question to ask you, Lady Car-
aarvon.
The hearing was adjourned.
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The Questions for the Jury Mixed with water

Alabastine is better than any

pose to leave- is, “If ‘yes,” what did N
i : substitute,

In that conmexion there is the

:ase of - Stollery v. Nuskolynol

(1898). which is reported only in;

The Times Law Reports (15 The|

'
1. T, Crockett & Co |

~ NO SUBSTITUTES

Times LR, 79). and confirmed in
the House of Lords (16 The T'mes
L.R., 97). There the jury put their
ywn ‘int:upretation on the contract,

had wished to do.
| capacitated h'm entirely,
that the amount-of interest was'no!{circumstances. he hoped the
£ would gra

d friend?—I¢ is wicked and abo- that the defendant made a payment der paragraph 5 of ths statement of nexion with the questions he had that they all regretted Sir Edward ‘n The Times.
$arshall-Hall’s illness.

e

through the prestige of the original product.

will be pleased to supply you.
information. decorating suggestions and color cards
or write us for booklets.

wspeets of the case, Thore would the jury and .the court adjourned
e the question of the rc lationships  Sir Hume-Williams on Monday
yetween the plaintiff and the defen- addre ssed the jury on b'e|h.\lt of
lant and Sir John Cowans, as bear- Mrs. Dennistoun. ‘ln deal'ng yvht‘h
ng upon the questions generally. the evidence, he sa'd that his friend

Mr. Birket said that, owing to had had the great advantage of
inexp:cted (11ness ' his leader, Sir shorihand notes of the procesdings,

His Lordship said that that was, Edward Marshall-Hall, could not be which were quite beyond the means

yresent to address the jury as he of Mrs. Dennistoun, bmAhe was g0
His illness in ‘ing to read from The Times report
In those of the case, which he had found ex-
jury traordinarily accurate.

nt him some indu'gence | His Lordship ugreed that the
Hume-Will'ams  said case had been admirably reported
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n
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7. Mr. Birkett procceded to-addr:ss (To be Continued)

The dealers listed below
Ask them for further

on Alabastine.

It's economical

WILL DO.

A. Haszard

Brawders
. Mchonald
B, Flemming

y8

Duffy

Wihine

D) Kays |

W, C. Wright

J LA, Ritelip & Co.
T

L. ¢. Worthy J. ¢
A. R. Wise R
L, W. Crabbe
Joun Kennedy
¢, H. Foster

Coftin & Co.

Wholesale
N, Rattenhury, Ltd

DeBlois Bros, Ltd.

Carvell Bros,

BLACK TWIST CHEWING

MILLIONS OF FIGS USED YEARLY

HICKEY & NICHOLSON

Feoossosssssostootrsssefocsast 0*0-00400—0“““0—0”0

HICKEY'S

TOBACCO.

The next paint is, “Was the alleg-}
od agreement too vague to be en-!
forceable in law?” In re Vince (8
The Times L.R., 334; (1892) 2 Q. B.|
1478), If the Court is of opinion thntl
the alleged agreement was 80 va-i
gue in its terms that the Court Isl
unable to place. an ‘intelligible in-
tenpretation upon it, it ‘will not en-
force it
v The next question I propose to
put is, “Was there any, and what,
cons:deration for the alleged agree-
ment?” That may or may not be
a question wholly for the jury, but
in connextion with that it will be

- ALABASTINE

IS THE ONLY SANITARY WATER COLOR. FOR WALLS

A sanitary wall coating is imperative for use on Prince Edward Island. The moist air
on the Atlantic Coast plays havoc with decorating materials when they are manufactured
from ingredients that are impure or become unsanitary from exposure to 2 damp atmos-
phere.

WHY? 3 |necedsary to consider the effect of
S ! tLll:e l"rf(zlnch code, and the eff:ct of g 3 % . t d-
BEQAUSE .|T 18 THE, BEST Bl s SLE1° MRS tme el Alabastine can be found in hundreds of Island homes. If applied according to dir-

000

here.

The fourth question will be, “Did
the parties mutually intend that the
words alleged by the plaintiff to be

ections it has not cracked, chipped, peeled or rubbed .off ,and is absolutely odorless and

sanitary. i

TOBACCO COMPANY, LIMITED used by ‘the defendant should con- i 3 X o : i lt
‘ stitute a logal and binding bargai i i i stitute has been used the results.
Manufacturers, ‘hlrlottetown beftweel;l -tﬁg:n‘.’?’n Th:t ggemalon l: On lnsDeCtlng IS]and homes where an ll\fel'lor sub
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A Large Lobster Pack Predicted l

Are You Prepared to Handle and

Care for thc; FISH the

Sanitary Way ?
Have Us Make Your

METAL SUPPLIES

based upon the obsernvations of the
Court of Appeal in Balfour v. Bal-
four (356 'The Times L.R., 476, 609;
(1919) 2 K. B, 571).

The fifth question that I propose
to put to the jury is, “Was the al-
Iged agreement a collusive agree-
ment, in the sense that it was pant
of an arrangement between the par-
ties for a collusive divorce?” That
will give nise to the meaning of the
word "collusion’ 'as employed in
English Courts of Law. 1T hope that
counsel will consider that point. be-
cause there has not as yet been a
clear, full, and authoritative defini-
tion of the meaning of the word
‘“collusion” as used in the matri-
monial Courts in this country. But.
as at present advised, I shall follow
and apply the views expressed by

are wholly unsatisfactory: Musty, smelly rooms are found, turped lpouldy by both the
damp climate and improper, unsanitary ingredients. Many testlmor_uals have _beel} re-
ceived from users praising Alabastine who have also tried a substlt_ute clalmmg.ltself
sanitary but found lacking when put to the test of long s.ervice. This, after all, is the
convincing argument for the superior qualities of Alabastine.

Let the beautiful, lasting effect prove itself as a

Decorate a room or the whole house. ! 1
to apply and mixes in hot or cold water.

really sanitary wall coating that is easy

Here are the Dealers who Sell Alabastine---

L34 U'"'-v (5%, Al v--‘1 The next question (No. 8) that I plamental guestion, 8a. copt that, on the record, there is a
Iprcpos-e to ask—and I turnp mow to A further subordinate quesiion counterclaim in respect of furni J
The Marriage Settlement I“.‘he less imoprtant part of the case, that may arise under 8 is: “What ture I do not propose at the pre "
%
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D Lond St. Hellier in the well-known = H
BOILERS, TRAYS, STOVE PII E’ case of Churchward v. Churchward he anl ary a oa lng
SINKS ETC (11 The Times L.R., 69; (1895) P.,
y . 7. Q}Tlh‘[ re w{? be l'urnl\lefr 1quesix,ti’;‘)lrlm &
. on this question of collusion. The : i F. W. STRONG & CO., Summerside,
Made at Short Notice: question as to the French law upon J. H. MYRICK, Alberton, GUIDLIFEE & SU O st Y SINCLAIR & STEWART, LTD., Summerside, "
the matter ;'that will be for me. MRS. DAVID T. BOTTS, Bloomfield Station. REUBEN TUPLIN & CO., Kensington, ’ 4 ’ i
There may be questions as to the W. A. POOLE & CO., Lower Montague. C .C. CARLETON, Souris, i

MARTIN & ARSENAULT, Bloomfield Station.
ARTHUR J. PRATT, Bloomfield Station,

FENNELL & CHANDLER, Charlottetown,
ROGERS HARDWARE CO,, LTD., Charlottetown.
STANLEY, SHAW & PEARDON, Charlottetown,
WALLER & DOYLE, Charlottetown,

ARTHUR L. RENNIE, Elmsdale.

SCULLY. DELORIE & CO,, Georgetown.

THE J, J. HUGHES CO,, LTD,, Souris.
MATTHEW & MciEAN, Souris,
AUGUSTUS McDONALD, Souris. {
STERNES BROS,, LTD., Souris. |
STERNS SON & CO,, Souris, !
C. E. PRATT SON & CO,, St. Peters.

BERNARD MORRIS & CO.. Tignish, A
J. H. MYRICK CO., Ltd., Tignish,

effect of collusion upon this alleged
agreement in English law; and
thereon will arise questions as to
whether or not this alleged agree-
ment, if colusive, was against
French public policy. and therefore
void, or was against English public
pol'cy, and therefore void.
course, in connexion with English
public policy, counsel will reflect
upon section 30 of the Matrimonial
Causes Act of 1847 and npon sec-
tion 7 of the Matrimondal Causes
Act of 1860, which provides for the
intervention of the King’s proctor
in cases of collusion,

Question 6 which 1 propose to
leave to the jury is:—"“Had the con-
d'tions of the alleged agreement
been fulfilled at the date when the
writ was issued?” Upon that point.
of course, the jury will have to
consider the relationship between
the moneys alleged to be the de-
fendant’s and the fact that those
moneys passed from Lady Carnar
von, There will he several points
of facgt to id in i
with that. As T pointed out to the
jury some days ago there are far
more and far graver questions in
this case than many people mlnk.'

COOK & SON, Murray River,

RUSSEL C. CLARKE, Mount Stewart,
POOLE & THOMPSON CO., LTD., Montague.
KENNEDY & CO,, Ltd., O'Leary.
TURNERS LTD,, O'Leary.

BRACE. McKAY & CO., LTD, Summerside,
W. J. LIDSTONE, Summerside. .

FRED H. TRAINOR

Phone 303.J, Opp Prince Edward Theatre 80 Grafton Street

. P
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E. R. Brow

146 Richmond Street i
; Charlottetown
Fire, Life, Accident, Sickness and
‘Plate Glass Insurance at Lowest rate,

The Alabastine Company, Paris, Limited | |

PARIS, ONTARIO » i

CHURCH'S HOT or COLD A’I‘ER

Al

Ageht at Summerside, Lioyd Lewis.
Good Strong Stock Companies.
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L0004 404 0000000000040 The gevenith question will be: “If

[} g h illage con- * Voice (after a long pmue): the jury think that the alleged
t‘.m-tll)'m'::I‘:i:lal(ll';\ott :hmvv Ql:nslg con- * "Pain’t no use, We ain't both: | agreement was made, and if all tl‘m'
cert to proceed until i know who rin’ about, who called the singer a'other defences fail, then what is

- tton-head, but who called the the measure of damages?” TUpon
;.l‘::d" i s .‘m“r shui r;l:mon-hesd a singer.” that, to my mind. no more difficult




