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Paritime Farmer, 
FrepgricTON, N, B., December 14, 1887, 

Mr. Gregory's Chrismas Box. 

It is in the shape of a judgment of 
the Supreme Court of New Brunswick, 
deliverd to Mr. George F. Gregory on 
Saturday at Fredericton. 
The matter was one between the 

said Mr. Gregory, alias Ruel, and Mr. 
Temple, member of Parliament for 

York County. 
The action arose because the con- 

stituency of York declined to elect 
Mr. Gregory to Parliament last Febru. 
ary in preference to Mr. Temple. 
When Mr. Gregory couldn’t get there 
by the people votes, he resolved that 
Mr, Temple shouldn't enjoy the honor, 
even though Mr, Temple had the large 
majority of 404. 

Mr. Gregory first tried coercion. 

He had Mr. Temple charged and 
brought before a magistrate nomina- 
tion day, for bribery. He tried to 
make the electors believe that it was 

no use to vote for Mr. Temple, for he, 

(Temple) would be unseated and dis. 
qualified. Mr. Gregory's newspaper 

organ went out to the country with 

the remark on February 17th,” 1887, 

that “ when the law is done with him, 

(Mr. Temple) he will be done with his 
rights of citizenship for a while.” The 
arrest of Mr. Temple was declared in 

the same article to be ** a bombshell,” 

and it was said, that, * he, (Mr, Tem- 
ple) knew when he saw it (the bomb- 
shell) that he was doomed.” Mr. Gre- 
gory’s organ also threw out the com- 

forting hint, that ‘ if he (Mr. Temple) 

is not guilty, he will come out of the 
legal proceedings with flying colors, 
and those who are responsible for 
them will be confounded.” 

In view of these preliminary state- 
menis by Mr. Gregory, and in view 
of the judgment of the Supreme 

Court, which on Saturday dismissed 

the petition against Mr. Temple, we 
beg leave to suggest, that the time has 

now arrived when Mr, Temple may 

“come out with flying colors,” and 

they are hereby displayed at the head 
of this article, not at Mr. Temple's re- 

quest, but merely to carry out Mr. 

Gregory’s suggestion. The assump- 
tion is fair that Mr. Gregory is ‘‘ con- 
founded,” although we never remem- 

ber observing Mr. Gregory in that 
condition before, at least he never 
gives visible evidence of it. 

It has been a cold day for Mr. Gre- 

gory right through the piece. See 

(1) he was unmercifully beaten at the 
polls, (2) the charges trumped up 
against Mr. Temple in the County 
Court were unceremoniously hustled 
out by the grand jury, (3) the petition 

filed against Mr. Temple's election 
was unanimously kicked out of the 

Supreme Court. 

Mr. Gregory is a man of great re- 

sources, but he seems to have reached 

the end. Mr. Temple will now sit in 
Parliament in spite of Mr. Gregory, 

his pre-election dirges, his bribery 
conspiracy, and his election petition. 
There is just one other point to be 

noted in this connexion. When the 
grand jury threw out the bill of in- 

dictment against Mr. Temple in the 
County Court, Mr. Gregory editorially 
charged the Attorney General with 
legal bungling. Will Mr. Gregory 
now direct his editorial pen against 

ono George F. Gregory on the same 

charge? It must have been legal 

bungling that prevented the petition 
against Mr. Temple from coming to 

trial. Mr, Gregory had charge of the 

petition, and it did vot get to trial. 
Last March when the grand jury ex- 

onerated Mr. Temple, Mr. Gregory's 
organ, boiling over with rage at the 
Attornoy General, announced that 
“the Liberal party are justly indig- 

nant, that the prosecution should have 

80 miscarried, and anxiously inquire 
how it happened.” That is just what 
we Liberals and Tories want to know 
now. How has it happened. How. 
Why has the prosecution in the 
Supreme Court miscarried? We 
“ anxiously inquire.” Has somebody 

“ bungled” the indictment, and if so, 
who is the * bungler,” and whyfore 
did ho “ bungle,” We were promised 
that Mr. Temple would be unseated, 

disqualified, disfranchised, disabled, 

disgraced, damned. The “ boys” met 

down at Mr. Gregory’s office one even- 

ing and put ap their money to do the 
business. But it is not done. Mr. 
Temple is still a member of Parlia- 
ment, and Mr. Gregory is still 

probably taxing the costs. 
The FAarwer wishes Mr. Gregory a 

Merry Christmas. Ie has labored 
hard, and deserves his Christmas box. 

The FarMer begs leave to present its 
compliments, and to praesent Mr. Gre- 
gory too, with the fassuranca of its 
its most distinguished consideratic?; 
should ho ever again appear as a can- 
didate or a * bungler.” 
i iE — 

A Petition Collapses. 

The petition against Sir John A. 
Macdonald's election in Kingston, col- 
lapsed in the court Thursday. Judge 
Paterson, before whom the petition 
was tried, and who by the way was 
appointed by the McKenzie Govern. 
ment, said tho election was an excep- 

tionally pure one, that both parties 
acted nobly, and that some disreput. 
able characters had tried to sell their 
franchise, but he did not think they 
were successful. The county attor. 

ney was advised to prosecute Dough. 
erty and Smith (who claimed to have 
been bribed and then for reward turn. 
ed informers) for perjury, or for obe 
taining money under false pretences, 
both of which were made out by their 
own evidence. It is believed that Sir 
John will elect to sit for Kingston, 
resigning Carleton, which can be 
pasily carried for the Government. 

Mayor Fenety's Retirement. 

Mayor Fenety will not be a candi- 

date for re-election to the mayoralty 
of Fredericton. He publishes in the 

FARMER to-day his card of withdrawal. 

During pis lengthy term in the posi 

tion His Worship has discharged his 
duties with great zeal, and to the gene- 
ral satisfaction of the citizens, and he 
retires with the full knowledge that he 

possesses the respect and confidence 

of the people he has so long and faith- 
fully served. The FARMER did what 
it could to elect Mayor Fenety four 
years ago, and it rejoices to know that 
at the close of his official career it is 
able to sincerely commend the course 

he has pursued in the dignified posi- 

tion of Chief Magistrate of the city. 
—eene- 0 -D-O ——r—r——— 

The York Election Petition 

Dismissed by the Supreme Court. 

Mr, Justice King's able Judgment, 

Judgment was given in the Supreme Court 
Saturday,jdismissing the petition against Mr. 
Temple, M. P. for York County. The judges 
taking part were Allen, C. J., King, Fraser, 
Tuck and Wetmore, J. S., and the decision 
was unanimous. Following is the able and 
elaborate judgement delivered by Mr. Justice 
King in the case :— 

RuEL vs, TEMPLE: 

Upon the chief points in this case, I beg 
leave to read from my judgment (not hereto- 
fore read) in the Westmorland election case. 
The 32nd sec. of ¢. 9 R. S,, declares that : 
“ The trial of every election petition shall 

be commenced within six months from the 
time when such petition bas been presented, 
and shall be proceeded with from day to day 
until such trial is over ; but if at any time it 
appears to the court or judge that the re- 
spondents presence at the trial is necessary, 
such trial shall not be commenced during any 
session of Parliament; and in the computa- 
tion of any time or delay allowed for any 
step or proceeding in respect of any such trial 
or for the commencement thereof as aforesaid, 
the time occupied by such session of Parlia- 
ment shall not be included.” 
For convenience this section may be treat- 

ed as consisting of three clauses: the first, 
limiting the time for commencement of the 
trial to six months from presentation of the 
petition ; the second, providing that the trial 
shall not be commenced during any session of 
Parliament if it appears to the court or judge 
that the respondents presence at the trial is 
necessary ; and the third, providing that the 
time occupied by such session of Parliament 
shall not be reckoned in the computation of 
the time or delay allowed for the commence- 
ment of the trial or for any step or proceed- 
ing in respect of any such trial, 
The question is, whether the third clause 

is a general one, qualifying the first clause as 
well as the second, or is applicable only to 
cases arising under the second clause. In 
support of the former view, the seeming gene- 
ral language of the clause and the use of the 
words * time or delay allowed” etc., were re- 
ferred to; and in support of the latter view 
the counsel for the respondent referred to the 
expressions “such trial” and * euch session 
of Parliament” as relating to the trial and 
the session of Parliament mentioned in the 
second clause, 

It seems to me that when we have a gene- 
ral provision that the trial of every election 
petition shall be commenced within six 
months, and then have an exception of cer- 
tain cases where a session of Parliament 
takes place, and then find another clause still 
dealing with the subject of the session of 
Parliament, and connected with the excep- 
tion by words of conjunction, “and in the 
computation” etc., we are to consider the lat- 
ter clause as presumably relating to the par- 
ticular matter of the exception and as part of 
it, and as not extending to the general pro- 
position of the first clause ; and the more so, 
when regard is had to the use of the words 
“such session of Parliament,” inasmuch as 
these words grammatically relate to the ses- 
sion of Parliament before alluded to, viz., a 
session which interferes with what is ad- 
judged to be the necessary attendance of the 
respondent at the trial. If it was intended 
to refer to sessions of Parliament generally, 
the expression “ a session of Parliament” 
would bave been more appropriate. 
So much upon a literal view of the sec- 

tion : but this is not conclusive. In Haw- 
kins vs. Gathercole 6 DeG. M. & G. (cited 
with approval by Ritchie, C.J. in Valin vs. 
Langlois 3 Duval 27, Turner, L. J, said : “In 
construing Acts of Parliament the words 
which are used are not alone to be regarded. 
* * * The Courts have ever been guided 
by the intent of the Legislature, which they 
have always taken according to the necessity 
of the matter and according to that which is 
consonant to reason and good discretion. * * 
We bave to consider not merely the words of 
the Act but the intent of the Legislature to 
be collected from the cause and neccessity of 
the Act being made, from a comparison of its 
several parts and from foreign meaning and 
extraneous circumstances so far as they can 
justly be considered to throw light on the 
subject.” 

In looking at the section, we see that what 
I have called the second clause declares that 
the trial shall not be commenced if certain 
things happen, but makes no provision for 
going on with the trial, and so another clause 
was deemed necessary to provide for the trial 
being commenced in cases where its com- 
mencement had been interfered with by the 
session of Parliament. Inasmuch then as 
what follows is deemed negeseary in order te 
complete the exceptional provision, does it 
not seem that all which follows is to be re- 
garded as part of the exception ? Besides, 
when the reason of the thing is regarded, 
there is obvious reason for excluding the time 
occupied by the session of Parliament, when 
by including it the necessary presence of the 
respondent at the trial would interfere with 
his attendance on parliament; while there 
seems no good reason why this time should 
be excluded when it occurs at a stage of the 
proceedings when it cannot interfere with 
the trial or with any step or proceeding in 
respect of the trial, for the proceedings prior 
to the petition being at issue can as well be 
carried on during the Session of Parliament 
as at any other time. 
But there ia another reason that seems to 

me conclusive of the question. The second 
clause of course assumes that the court may 
adjudge that the respondents presence at 
the trial is nof necessary, and that in such 
case the trial is to be commenced the same as 
if there was no session of parliament ; but if 
80, thie would be repugnant to the third 
clause, if the third clause is to have the 
meaning that the petitioner seeks to put 
upon it. Besides, if the time occupied by a 
session of parliament is to be deducted in all 
cases, what is the use of the second clause 
which provides that in certain cases the trial 
shall not be commenced during a session of 
Parliament ? That provision of the statute 
and the adjudications under it are rendered 
superfluous and worthless. 

It is clear therefore that the grammatical 
construction is, in this case, the correct one, 
and that notwithstanding any seeming gener- 
ality in the words of the third clause, and 
notwithstanding the use of the words * time 
or delay allowed” etc., (upon which I think 
Mr. Powell placed a fairly satisfactory mean- 
ing) the clause is to be limited to the particu- 
lar cases referred to in the exception, I 
therefore entirely agree with the judgment of 
Wiican J., in the Kingston election case, 30 
C.P., U. C. Mr. Gregory thought that the 
remarks of Wilsoo J., were obiter dicta as in 
his opinion the facts upc? aby view showed 
that the six months had elapscd: It seems 
to me otherwise, for as I recollect tus facts 
the six months had not elapsed by about two 
weeks, provided the session of Parliament and 
the terms of the court were to be excluded, 
and upon the act at that time in force the 
terms were held by Wilson J., in the Ad- 
dington case to be excluded. 
The couneel for the petitioner contended 

that it is still open to the court to enlarge the 
time for trial, notwithstanding that the six 
months from the presentation of the petition 
have elapsed, and made formal application 
therefor supported by aflidayits. It was 
contended that the court has the power, either 
under that part of Section 2 which says that, 
subject to the provisions of the Act, the 
Court shall have the same powers, jurisdic- 
diction and authority with reference to an 
election petition and the proceedings thereon 
as if the petition were an ordinary cause 
within its jurisdiction, or under Sec. 33 or 
Sec. 64. It was held in Maude vs. Lowley 
L. R. 9, C, P. 165, upon a section of the Im- 
perial Act, in words the same as the part of 
Sec. 2 referred to, that the like power of 
amendment as existed in the case of an ordi- 
nary civil cause in the court did not exist in 
the case of an election petition, as the Act as 
a whole showed that the petition to be tried 
was to be the petition that had been pre- 

sented and filed. So here, the Act having by 
ec’ 33 made specific provision for enlarge- 

ment of the time, that is one of the provis- 
ions of the act to which the general words of 
the 2nd Sec. are expressly subject. Then 
as to the 64th Section, it is a general pro- 
vision authorizing the court or a judge upon 
sufficient cause shown to extend]from time to 
time the period limited by the Act for taking 
any steps or proceedings ; and upon well set- 
tled principles of construction this would not 
apply to a case where, as by the 33rd sec. 
special authority had already been given to 
the court or judge to order an enlargement of 
the time for the commencement of the trial. 
Then as to the 33rd sec., it was contended 

that as there is nothing in it which in terms 
limits the exercise of the power to the period 
fixed by law fer the commencement of the 
trial if no order is obtained, such order may 
be made at any time. The general rule, 
however, appears to be that orders for en- 
larging time given by statutes for the doing 
of acts have to be made during the period 
allowed by law for the doing of the act in 
the first instance. We were not referred to 
any express authority on the point by either 
side. The cases cited by Mr. Gregory and 
Mr, Chandler do not support what they were 
cited for, because, as pointed out by Mr. 
Vaawart, the orders or rules upon which they 
were decided gave express authority to en- 
large the time even after the expiration of 
the time so limited. See also Burke ws. 
Rooney, L.. R., 4 C. P.D. 226, Oa the other 
hand the cases cited for respondent are also 
distinguishable. They are cases like King 
vs, Davenport, L. R. 4 Q. B, D. 402 where 
the action had been dismissed for want of 
prosecution before the order for enlargement 
was made, and so the action was clearly at 
an end. Cases where an action has been dis- 
missed and it is sought to go on afterwards, 
and cases where the enlarging orders are pre- 
liminary to a Court of Appeal possessing 
jurisdiction of the appeal, as where they are 
made by the Court from which appeal is 
taken, may be distinguishable from cases 
where the Court making the order has gen- 
eral jurisdiction of the cause. 

Still, looking at the absencs of direct au- 
thority, and at the fact that in the cases re- 
ferred to express provisions were deemed 
necessary to the exercise of the power; and 
noting that by Sections 41 and 42 of the 
Supreme and I¥xchequor Court Act, chapter 
135 R. S., to which Mr. Vanwart referred, 
the Legislature has,in effect, declared that, 
in the cases there dealt with, a power to en- 
large (substantially similar to the one in 
question here) is not to be exercised after the 
explration of the time first limited, in the 
absence of special power so given, I am forced 
to the conclusion that the petitioner's counsel 
have not made out that we have the power 
which we are asked te exercise. 
There is one other point in the case now 

before us, viz., as to the effect of the six 
months expiring in term. The 32nd sec. 
(as already quoted) declares that the trial 
ehall be commenced within six months from 
the presentation of the petition, while sec. 
33 (2) declares that no trial of an election 
petition shall be commenced or proceeded 
with duriug any term of the court of which 
the judge is a member and at which such 
judge is by law bound to sit. 
Thus the law by one sec. says that some- 

thing shall be done within a limited time, 
and then by another section says that the 
same thing shall not be done during the 
pendency of something that may occur at and 
before the close of the limited time. These 
provisions of law are to be read together, and 
I am of opinion that the latter provision sus- 
pends the lapse of time mentioned in the first, 
to the extent that the term of the court really 
interferes with the commencement of the 
trial within the limited time. 

In such case I do not think it was neces- 
sary expressly to give a rule of computation 
as in the 32nd section ; for subject to the pro- 
visions of the act, the cause is to be treated 
as an ordinary cause in court, and by the set- 
tled practice of courts, the petitioner could 
not be required to commence the trial when 
the court was by law closed against him. 
The rule is thus stated by Erle C. J., in 
Hughes vs. Griffiths 32 L. J, CO. P. 47. “1t 
seems to me that the distinction is where 
the party has alone to do the act and where 
the act is to be done also by the court. In 
the former of these cases the party may use 
his time as he pleases, but if the act is to bs 
done by the court, and the court makes holi- 
days during the time within which the Act is 
to be done, the party is to have given him 
the first day after such holidays on which the 
court will act. * * * TI think a party 
who is prevented from having the last of the 
seven days because the court will not act on 
that day bas the following day allowed him 
to issue the capias,” See also Mumford vs. 
Hitchcock 32 L. J., C. P. 168, 
But while this is so, it is only the com- 

is thus relieved from, by the last day of the 
six months falling on a day in term. He 
is not discharged from the necessity imposed 
upon bim by the Act of getting all necessary 
orders and giving all necessary notices, as for 
instance tho fourteen days notice of trial ; 
and hence, where he is not in a position to go 
to trial on the last day of the six months by 
reason of necessary orders or notices not hav- 
ing been obtained or given, there is nothing 
in the provisions of Sec. 33, (2) or the rules 
of law to which I have referred, which ad- 
mits of the extension of the time by operation 
of Jaw. One illustration of the effect of the 
section I think would be, that a judge called 
upon to make an order for trial to be held on 
the last day of the six months, and finding 
that such day would fall in term time, might, 
without any application for enlargement of 
time under the first part of Sec. 33, fix the 
day for trial on the first day (not being Sun- 
day) after term, thus treating the last day of 
the six months as suspended until the close 
of the term, The first part of sec. 33 relates 
to extension by application of the parties; 
the sccond part of sec. 33 relates to extension 
by operation of law. 

I therefore think that further proceedings 
herein should be stayed. 
———l OS > VO 

Canning, Nova Scotia, this season, has 
shipped 55,000 bushels of potatoes to the 
States. 

The sixty-third anniversary of the marriage 
of John and Sarah Burnham was celebrated 
the other day at Essex Massachusetts. 
Rev, Dr. Uniacke, formerly rector of St, 

Andrews, died at Halifax, Friday, aged 81 
years. He was ordained over 50 years sgo. 

Last week Mr. A. G. Beckwith, C. E.; of 
the Public Works Department, paid an offi- 
cial vicit to Kent County, inspecting seyeral 
bridges thet require repairs, 

The English mail train last week mada the 
run of 700 miles from Halifax to Montreal, 
in the short space of twenty hours and fifteen 
minutes, about the quickest time on record. 

Judge Ritchie of Halifax, has taken the 
view of the New Brunswick court that the 
election petitions must be brought on within 
the six months, This disposes of the Halifax 
petitions, 

A. Cameron, Jas. McKenzie, C. E. Gilmore, 
Dr. Blair, Samuel Hyslop, Henry Todd, J. M. 
Stevens, and J. G. Stevens, jr. have been 
elected skips of the St, Stephen Curling Club 
for this season. 

Mr. R. H. Edwardes, the popular proprietor 
of the Victoria Hotel, at Truro, N. S., for 
several years past, is about to retire from its 
management, but he will remain a citizan of 
Truro, for some time at least, 

J. J. Stewart, editor of the Halifax Herald, 
read a paper before the Ilfalifax Historical 
society Friday night showing that the first 
newspaper in Canada was established and 
published regularly in Halifax. 

Printers ink can out-talk any salesman. 
It can out-argue any obstinate buyer. It 
can’t be talked back to, and comes up smiling 
every day and brings conviction and custom- 
ere with it. Yes, cir, It pays to advertise 
all the time. 

Edward Harrington, M. P., has been con- 
victed of publishing in his paper, reports of 
meetings of suppressed bratches of the na- 
tional leegue. He was sentenced to a 
month’s imprisonment. There are now five 
Irish members of Parliament in jail. 

The Canadian Pacific Railway is taxed to 
its utmost capacity to haul the zurnlus wheat 
crop of Manitoba. The country is fairly 
choked with grain and farmers are jubilant 
over the immense yield and fair prices, wheat 
gelling at 55 cents, 

A sensation was created at Ottawa Batur- 
day, by the return of Mre. W, H. Middleton, 
who was alleged to have eloped with [Fenwick 
Hamilton, a couple of months ago. She de- 
clared the charges against her to ba untrue, 
She will press for a diyorce from her husband. 

The Oatario government has appointed 
Hon. T., W. Anglin, Wm. Houston, provin- 
cial librarian, end Deputy Attorney-General 
Jobnston commissioners to enquire into the 
working of the municipal systems of other 
countries and sugges} sny improvement tiat 
may be applied to Ontario statutes. 

Clinton Crawford and Thos. Gutro, work- 
men in the Springhill mines, N. S., were 
killed Friday by a fall of frozen clay. The 
mass of clay hurled them ten feet down a 
slope, and they died of internal injurys while 
being carried home. The two men had been 
warned of the danger and ordered to work 
at another place 

mencement of the trial which the petitioner. 

THE SUNBURY BLONDE, 
Arrested at New York for Swindling, 

The chequered career of Marion Grass, 

Who hails from Waasis, 

“ Madam La Touche” a female banker and 
broker was arrested by Inspector Byrnes in 
New York last Wednesday for swindling so- 
ciety ladies by bogus investments in stocks. 
She is undoubtedly the cleverest and most 
successful female operator and confidence 
swindler in the country, and is well known 
to the poliee of half a dozen cities. Fortune 
has favored her nearly always, and she has 
seldom paid the penalty of her misdeeds, 
while she has realized probably over $100, 
000 by her * crooked” transactions in the 
past few years alone. She has half a dozen 
aliases, but her true name is said to be Marion 
Grass, and she is a daughter of Jacob Grass 
of Lincoln, Sunbury county, N. B. She was 
well known in Boston about 1870 under the 
name of Warren, She and her husband were 
arrested there at that time for several swind- 
ling operations, but managed 

TO ESCAPE CONVICTION, 

Warren died a few years after that, and 
Marion married a man named Dow, who did 
not long survive the marriage. In 1875 un- 
der the name of Dow, she kept a lodging 
house at the South End. She got into seri- 
ous trouble by depositing a raised certificate 
of stock of the Michigan Central railroad in 
a Boston bank. The certificate was raised 
from one share to sixty shares. She attempt- 
ed to negotiate a loan on the certificate, when 
its true nature was discovered and she had to 
“jump” to St. John. There she was arrested 
for trying to pass a forged check for $1,700 
on Messrs. Simeon Jones & Co. The jury 
disagreed on the first trial and she was ac- 
quitted on the second trial and went soon 
afterwards to Chicago. There she took the 
name of Mrs. Ware and opened a bearding 
and lodging house. She is accused of having 
sold mortgaged furniture and having enticed 
girls from their homes for immoral purposes, 
She did other “crooked” work while there, 
Then the idea of swindling women by means 
of the banker and broker business occurred to 
her, and in 1880 she opened a women’s 
brokerage office in Union square, doing busi- 
ness under the name of Marion E. Warren, 
Carrie R. West and Carrie R. McDowell, 
She managed to secure $40,000, and when 
things became a little warm for her she 

PULLED UP STAKES 

and went to Philadelphia. There she re- 
sumed her old Boston name of Dow, and on 
Dec. 1, 1881, opened handsomely furnished 
apartments in Girard avenue, a semi-aristo- 
cratic section of the city. She dealt exclus- 
ively with women, dressing expensively, 
keeping a carriage and “cutting a dash” 
generally. Her elegantly furnished parlors 
were well supplied with stock indicators and 
all the necessary and convenient adjustments 
of a broker's office. 
sively by circular that she would guarantee 
her customers against loss for one-half the 
profits of their transactions. Every man who 
saw the circular knew at once she was a fraud 
but she succeeded in snaring more women 
than did Mrs, Howe in Boston. Finally the 
crash came and many single women and wid- 
ows awoke to find their little store of money 
gone forever, The sums deposited with her 
ranged from $50 to $2,500, and she realized 
$20,000 out of her enterprise. Mrs. Dow, 
who claimed to be a widow, wes arrested and 
lanquished for several months in Moyamens- 
ing prison, and finally, through the efforts of 
Mr. Geo. W. Biddle, a prominent lawyer, she 
was released on a technicality, and at once 
left the city. At that time she was con- 
stantly attended by Royal La Touche, who 
now appears as ker husband. La Touche 
had just got out of prison and in 1883 he 
was sentenced in New Yosk to three years 
imprisonment at Sing Sing for bigamy. She 
returned in January, 1883, and attempted 

TO PLAY A BOLD GAME 

upon Garr & Gerlach, a leading firm of bank- 
ers and brokers in New York. She claimed 
that she carried on her transactions with 
them for her customers, and brought suit to 
recover $20,000, on the ground that .as 
neither a married woman nor a minor could 
bs held to a contract, she was entitled to all 
the money she bad deposited with the firm, 
As it was necessary to have a husband in this 
case, she produced Jas. E, McDonald as her 
‘poorer half.” This scheme failed, and in 
1884 the woman again appeared in New 
York and opened the * Ladies Investment 
Bureau,” under the name of Carrie R. Morse, 
Mrs. Mary A. Brouk was one of her victims 
this time, the amount being $950. Mrs, 
Morse told Mrs. Brouk that she owned three 
houses in Boston, and as many in Philatlel- 
phis, and was noder heavy bonds for the 
faithful performance of her business, She 
advertised for a lady at $15 a week to look 
after her stock indicator. Miss Hattie M. 
Herder applied for the place, and Mrs, Morse 
said she must have $1,000 as security. Miss 
Herder got Mrs. Helen Wilson, a Newark 
dressmaker, to put up $600, and Mrs. Morse 
agreed 

TO PAY SIX PER CENT. INTEREST 

on this advance, and told Miss Herder to re- 
port for duty on a certain day. The young 
woman was never able to find Mrs, Morse’s 
office. To Miss Herder she had previously 
stated that she represented a syndicate of 30 
ladies acd that she had been running the 
bureau successfully for three years. Another 
of her victims wae Mrs. Mary E. DeWitt, a 
widow with four mall children, who kept a 
shoe store at No. 274 West 175th street. 
Mrs. Morse called upon her and wanted to 
hire a room, claiming that she was the cap- 
italist in a big book concern. Soon after- 
wards the boarder borrowed 8600 of her 
landlady, giving her as security a counter- 
feit mortgage on a house in Boston. Mrs. 
Morse next advised her to sell her shoe store 
and invest her money in stock, which she 
foolishly did. Tken Mrs. Morse got posses- 
sion of the whole of it, and Mrs, DeWitt, 
after putting her children into a charitable in- 
stitution, went to work by the day. For 
these last mentioned * operations” Mrs. 
Morse served three years’ time in prison and 
has only been out eight months. She is 
described as a tall, handsome blonde with 
bright blue eyes, always dressed in the height 
of fashion, 

ARRAIGNED IN COURT, 

When the Madame was led to thu bar of 
tho Jefferson Market polics court Thursday, 
she looked thunder and lightning at Inspec- 
tor Byrnes and detective Sergeants Adams 
and McManus. Her thin lips curled with 
scorn a8 timid little Mrs, Johnson came for- 
ward as the complainant. Lawyer Joe Sti- 
ner, all moustache, eyeglasses and bouquet, 
wrestled with justice in her bekalf. The 
prisoner had had a hard time of it. A night 
in Inspector Byrnes’ gloomy dungeon in Mul- 
berry street had stolen the roses from her 
cheeks. She had tried to pry into the mind 
of the great thief taker and beard him in his 
den, but she found him a ephinx. On her 
way over to the court the hard hearted de- 
tective had taken her into a photograph gal. 
lery and let a camera loose upon her. She 
had equinted and scowled and twisted her 
features to make the picture unrecognizable, 
but the detective ealnly waited until she 
was in a more composed frame of mind, and 
had secured a portrait which promised to 
turn out a work of art. Madame La Touche 
was a very unhappy woman. Her Fifth 
avenue clients would scarcely have recog- 
nized the haggard face that looked up defi- 
antly at mild old Justice Gorman, smiling 
beningly over bis spectacles. There were 
ladies on all sides, and some of them looked 
with unfriendly eyes upon the caged finan- 
cier. 

“ What's your name ?" asked Clerk Helm- 
berger. 
“I want to sea my lawyer,” 
“ Well, I want your name ; is it Marion L. 

Dow #7 
“I want to see my lawyer.” 
“Humph! (scratching his head.) ¢ You 

want to see him, eh? Well, now tell me 
where you live and what your occupation is.” 

** That's no business of yours. 1 tell you 
I want to see my lawyer.” 
That settled it. Lawyer Steiner trotted 

over to her side, and after a conference she 
gave her pedigree in a sharp tome. Mrs, 
Johnston’s complaint charged the prisoner 
with swindling her out of $150, 2ll the money 
she had in the world, 
The Madam pleaded not guilty, and was 

held for examination in $2,500 bail. The 
prisoner was attended in court by her hus- 
band, Royal La Touche, who called at the 
prison later on with ex-Senator Grady, who 
will hereafter conduct the case. A Herald 
reporter asked Mme, La Touche to give her 
side of the case, but she resolutely refused 
to be interviewed. 
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SHIRTS 

NO 

Largest Dry rood 
0) 

Oo 

Oo 

—FOR— 

CHRISTMAS AND 

JOHN J. WED 
AT 

FREDERICTON, December 7, I887 

ROOM FOR ALL! 

§ Store in the City 
CLIMBING UP STAIRS. . 

= All Goods Shown on the Ground Fleer = 

GRAND DISPLAY 

EW YEARS, 

DALL'’S. 
Notice of Sale. 

Glristmas Groceries ! 
W.E. MILLER & CO. 
W& will sell on and after December 1st, and 

until further notice, at a small fraction 
above cost a carefully selected stock of Grocer ies. 
We make a specialty of Teas in 3 1b., 51b., 10 

1b., Caddies, at 20¢. 25¢. 30¢. 35¢. 40¢. 50¢. per 1b. 
22 Our special offer of 5} lbs, of Tea, can’t be 

beat for strength and flavor, 

Also in store and to arrive: 

0,000 Bush. First Class Oats. 
ZF" Call and examine and you will find that 

We mean business, 

W. E. MILLER & CO, 

155 to 159 Queen Street. 
Fredericton, December 12 

1887 1887 

CHRISTMAS! 
A LARGE ASSORTMENT OF 

TOILET ARTICLES 
—AND— 

Fancy Goods, 
SUITABLE FOR THE 

GHRISTMAS SEASON, 
aa 

Wiley's Drug Store 
194 Queen St., Fredericton. 

December 14 

LANDING: 

ONE CAR LOAD SUGAR, 
Granulated and Yellow. 

65 Bbls. White Beans, 

100 Half Bbls. *‘ Peoples ”’ Flour 

76 Boxes P. Y. Soap, 
ALSO: 

Harvest Moon, Crystal, Kent, 

Peoples Flour, in whole Buls. 

A. 7. RANDOLPE & SON 
Fredericton, December 14 

ONLY 

51.26 A SUIT, 
All Wool 

——AND—— 

DRAWERS. 

ONLY 

$1.00 EACH, 

All Wool 

KIT] Jackets, 

b. H. THOMAS & C0. 
Queen Street. 

A lady from Syracuse writes: “ For about 
seven years before taking Northrop & Ly- 
man’s Vegetable Discovery and Dyspeptic 
Cure, I suffered from a complaint very pre- 
valent with our sex. I was unable to walk 
any distance or stand on my feet for more 
than a few minutes at a time without feeling 
exhausted, but now | am thankful to say, I 
can walk two miles without feeling tha least 
inconvenience,” For Female Complaints it 
bas no equal, 

Have you a Pain 
anywhere about you ? 

USE PERRY DAVIS 

“PAIN KILLER” 
and Get Instant Relief, 

BEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 
25 Cts. Per Bottle. 

Goons STORE. 

T 

| -
 

~ CHRISTMAS 

—— 

WISH YOU ALL 

We embrace this opportunity to return our sincere thanks for 
bestowed on us during the past year, 

, 1887, SREETING. 

Tennant, Davies & Co. 
A MERRY CHRISTMAS. 

the liberal patronage 
and also to intimate that our stock of 

DRY GOODS, FANCY GOODS, Etc. Ete, 
is one of the best in the city, from which to select your HoLipay PRESENTS. 

JACKET and ULSTER CLOTHS, in the Latest Patterns. 

OUR DRESS GOODS, 
include the Latest and most desirable in MATERIALS and CoLORINGS, 

——QUR DEPARTMENT OF—— 

"JUST REC 
ES 

FUR GOODS, 
is very complete. 

“Also, a complete stock of Ladies’ and Gent's Underwear, Hosiery, Gloves, and all . 
kinds of Wool Goods, as well as all other lines to be found in a First Crass Dry 

p==All the above will be sold at the LOWEST LIVING PROFIT. 

SNNANT DAVIES & Co, - - 202 Queen Street. 

HIVED 
—FOR THE— 

CHRISTMAS TRADE ! 
NEW RAISINS. 
Valencias, 

Valencia Layers, 
London Layers, 
New Currants, 
Citron Peel, 
Lemon Peel, 
Orange Peel, 

ALSO, 

CHOICE TEAS, 
in 12 1b. Caddies, and all in Original Packages. For sale at LOWEST PRICES, 

ee EE—— 

MONEY TO LOAN. 
$2,000 TE Ww 

i Freehold Seeu- 

CHAS, W. BECKWITH, 
Barrister, 

December 14, 1887—3in 

. ~ — 
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F jo [RST A 8w {= 
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NEW FRUIT PURE SPICES. 
Appies. Allspice, 
several varieties, Cinnamon, 

Oranges, Cloves, 
Choice Florida's, Mace, | 

Lemons, Nutmegs 
Grapes, AND A 
Figs, Mixed Spices. 
A LARGE LOT OF 

| 
| 
| 

| 

S. L. MORRISON, 
Corner York and Queen Street. 

87 CHRISTMAS AND NEW YEAR'S. "88 
A BEAUTIFUL LINE OF 

Fancy Goods and Novelties, 
HOLIDAY GIFT BOOKS and C 

OPENING DAILY. 
Also, Albums, Plush and Leather Goods, Bibles, Prayer Books, Hymns, Pocket Books, 

Purses, Work Boxes, Writing Decks, Boys and Girls Annuals, Toys and Games in great 
variety. Best value ever offered. Inspection respectfully invited. 

W. 1. HH FENETY. 
Bookseller and Stationer, 286 Queen Street. 

ISTMAS CARDS, 

Prices Uniformly Low on all goods. 

CHRISTMAS BUYERS DELIGHTED 
with our Great Display of BARGAINS in 

Curious, Useful and Ornamental Articles. 
If yeu wish to make few or many cheap or costly presents, 

THIS IS YOUR BEST CHANCE. 
All visitors welcome whether they buy or not. 

LEMONT & SONS. 

complete the services 
tender be not 
turned. —— 

— 

TO CONTRACTORS, 
J QEPARATE TENDERS (in duplicate) for sup- 
It 

Plies and services for the above corps, during 
Ce calendar year 1888, will be received by the . Minister of Militia and Defence, at Ottawa, until Monday, 19th instant. 
Tenders 10 be addressed to the Minister of Militia and Defence, at 0 ~— » at Ottawa, and marked 

For particulars and forms of Tenders, apply to 
Lt.-Col. Maunsell the School of I 
Fredericton. » nfantry, 
Each Tender must be accompanied by an accepted Canndian bank cheque, for an amount equal to five per cent of the total vai ® Of the contract, This cheque will be forfeited the party making the tender declines to sign a tract when called upon to do so, or if he fails 

contracted for. If the 
the cheque will be re- 

C. EUG, PANET, 
: Colonel, 

Deputy Min, of Militia and Defence. 
Ottawa, 5th Dec,, 1887. 

THE BEST 
— 

CHRISTMAS CARD 
for a friend, is a 

PHOTO 

HARVEY. 
Z3= Call at once ard Smgago your Sittings, and avoid the Christmas Rus 

—— — 

STUDIO : No. 164 QUEEN STREET, 
Next Door People’s Bank. 

December 7, 1887 

Coal Vases and Hods 
For sale low at 

NEILL'S HARDWARE STORE 

o
n
 


