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PRICE FIVE CENTS

HE DID NOT LIKE THEM.

COUNSFL L. A, CURRFY OBJECTED
TO PRUGRESS’ SKETCHES.

Sccnes at the Conclusion of the Nase ‘ Prog-
 ress” Libel Sult—Imprudent Fpectators
Called Down—tHow the Jury Agreed

Upon the Damsages.

When ProGress went to press last
week the suit of Mrs. Susan Nase against
this paper was still before the circuit gourt.
The case did not go to the jury until Satur-
day morping and the verdict was returned
at noon that day.

In the meantime & good deal that was
iuteresting bappened. In fact ‘he liveliest
sort ot evidence was given in the last few
hcurs. The decision of the judge, retusing
to allow the defence to put in any evidence
except as to what transpired in the
police court necessanly under the
old plea prevented the admission of much
of the testimony that this paper bad
secured.

Then the fact that the police magistrate
bad made no minutes of the case when it
came before him in the police court &nd
also the judges ruling out the daly news-
papers containing accounts of the trial and
proceedings there necessarily narrowed the
defence down to a fine point.

Then it was that the gentlemen con-
ducting the defence added a fourth plea
josti'ying that portion of the articles r.-
ferring to the ‘‘brcom and dust p:n war,”
and which was the cause of the suit be-
gan by the Smith's against the Nase’s in
the circuit court. Mr. Mont. McDonald
had given evidence of this and shown just
when the writ for assault and abusive
language were served on Mre. Nase and
when notice of trial was given. He also
spoke ot the settlement and of the fact

that it bad been mainly arranged by friends

of both parties.

Friday afternoon was largely taken up
by the evidence under the new plea and
Mrs. John Smith was placed upon tbe
stand. Mrs. Smith isa wcman of nearly
gixty years of age and bas a pleasant,
motherly appearance, When she wis on
the stand on Thursday, the nature of the
que¢stions which prevented her from stating
anything except what she had told the
magistrate a year ago in the public court,
seemed to bother her, and she could not re-
member much, but when Mr. Skinner asked
her to tell her story on Friday she weat
ahead at a rapid rate, sometimes too much
20 and thas ¢fforts ot the lawyers and the
judge to keep her within the bounds of
what she had & right to say caused not a
Jittle amusement at times. But the evidence
she gave under direct examination, as
taken by Stenographer D.Vine (with the
objections where noted stricken out) is

given as follows.

Q. I want to ask ycu now if any d:ficulty took
pl.ce between you and Mrs. Nase with regard to as.
sault and 1f so state what it was? A. Have I got tv
tell from the first start when we first commenced ?

Mr. Currey—She cannot tell anything only what
is stated in the plea.

Court—1I will let Mr. Skinner go on and state
what took place there from which he alleges that

plea is proved.

Q. You need mnot go back to the past bistory ?
A. I will just commerce where it took place

Q. Yes? A. Wellit was July 13ih a wear ago
this July I was at work in my kitchen doing up my
work quietly and saying notbing to nobody. Me and
my daughter were alone all atonce I beard my
back door, wood house door open and I walk d out
—as I went to go to meet my daughter she met me
half way. She says *'Ma’’'—

Mr.Skinner—Yon need not say any conversation
with anybody but Mrs. Nase? A. She says ““Our
back door i+ cpen” and I started to go

Mr Skinrer—Ycu need not ssy anythirg you
daughter said? A. As I weut Isaw the dirt that
they had carried to my door.

Q. You did not see who did it? A. I saw Mrs.
Nase. She swept the dirt out of the backhouse into
my woodhouse and swept my mat into wmy wood-
house. I:tood for s moment I says ‘I will go out
x1d throw that dirt cut.” I said thatto my daughter.

Mr. Skinner—Do not tell anything you said to
your dsughter ? A. Mrs, Nase was in her own
apartmert then. She did not hear this between me
and my daughter. :

Mr. Skinner—I do not want any conversation be-
tween you and your daughter? A. I went to the
door and Yook.my broom and du't pan to sweep the
dart up snd as I was sweeping it up ¥rs. Nase oper-
ed the door dressed with nothing on but her chem-
ise snd petticoat. She was hali naked ; she came in
on me and she says **Now sweep up your d—dirt.’

Mr. Currey—I conterd in poirt of Jaw Mr, 8kin-
ner is confiaed to the plea and this should be strick
en out.

Witness—As I was sweeping it up she came right
out and caught hold of me rightin my own apar -
ment. And I says“I do not wart to talk to you'’
gays I ““Ycu go in your own hcuie I do not want to
talk to you.” She says “Whe are you ?'> I says
- I am just what I am, I do not want to havg any
thing to say to you at all, just keep your cwn place,
lct me alone.” At that my daughter came cut and
told me to go into the house. I said to Mrs. Nase
« Hadn't you ought to be ashamed ot yourself to
come out here to fizht me an old woman cver 50
j ears old and your own aunt and oue that has dore
so0 much for you as I have, hadn’t you ought to be
mshamed of yoursel: 7 She says '*Who are you ?”

I says T am Jast who I am that is who I be.” I
says **You ought to be ashamed of yoursell.” Bo
she tried to get the broot stick away from me and
could not but she held onto me and pounded me
with one hand and tried to get the broom: tick away
from me, she shock me there uutil 1 was nearly
ghook oft my feet. I started to go in my home and
she bung on to me still yet and would not let me
go; then my daughter came out and took hold of
me and took me into the house and as I turned
round to go into the house there was a m:tshe had
swept 1o and ste picked it up and fired it into
my face snd she says *Take that, you d——d dirty
old slob.”

Q. When that ocenrred did that end it ? A.
Tnen my daughter took me into the house and I
was completely overcome. She shut the doer and
my d.uzbter ran and locked the door to keep her
out and she came to the door aad knocked agairst
it and kicked against it and swore as tight as she
ciuld lick and she says “I will knock the d——d
heads off the whole of you.”

Q. That was the asssult that took place ? A. Yes.

Q. Yonu said something about a dustpan ? A. I
bad a dustpan and broom and was in the act of
sweeping up the floor when she swept the dirt up
on me. My desughter is in Boston she has been
there ‘or two months and more.

The cross examination by Mr. Currey
was quite long but it did not alter the
statement of the witness in any degree.

Who hés Appeared st the Bar of New Brunswick
as one of the Counsel for Prof. Hesse in
His Suit A gainst the Street Ra:lway.

Her s ory was the same every time. Her
husbard, John, Smith was cn the stand
again too and told substantially the same
story as be did on the previous day.

Tten came the event of the trial and
that which bad been looked forward to by
the spectatort—the evidence of Mrs. Nase,
the plaintiff. She wss called to rebut the
evidence of Mrs. Smith. No witness was
ever more self possessed and cool than
Mrs. Nase. Her answers were short and
to the point. It is said that a lewyer lkes
to kear a witness answer ‘‘Yes” and ‘No”
and if that is the case Mrs. Nase must
bave pleased them immensely for her an-
swers were frequently of that nature. As
the principal witness for the plaintiff ProG-
RrESS secured a copy of her evidence from
the stren-grapher (minus obj-ctions noted)
which is as fcllows,

Q. You are the plaintiff in this case ? A. Yes.,

Q Who is ycur husband? A, Leonard Nase.

Q. What is his business ? A. Grocer.

Q. Where does he do business ? A. Indiantown
city of St. John.

Q. What is the name of the block his store is in ?
A. Court’s b ock.

Q Speaking of the months of last December and
Jsnuary, were you living there ? A. Yes.

Q. You have been in court during the progress
of this case ? A. Y's.

Q. You have heard the evidence of the different
witnesses ? A. I heard the evidence of Mr. S8mith
and Mrs. Smith.

Q. Reference was made to a certain matter be-
fore the police court, were you there ? A. No.

Q Were you served with any papers calling on
you to go there, summoas, skbpoensa or an) thing ?
A. No

Q You were not there and had no personal
knowledge of what took place there ? A. No.

Q. You say Leonard Nase is your husband ? A.
Yes,

Q Uoder what name does he do business ? A.
P. Nase & Sor.

Q Mr. George ¥. Baird—do you krow# him ? A.
Yes.

Q Is he a relative of yours ? A. Yes,

Q. Dr. Case over there ? A, Yes,

Q. Mr. Woodman ? A. Yes.

Q. M7, Skinver ? A. I do not know about Mr.
Skinper I do n t know whether he is or not.

Q Have ycu ever heard that ? A, Perbaps I
bave had.

Q. You heard Mrs. Smith"s evidence this moro-
ipk as 10 ce: tain difficulties that you had ? A. Yes

Q Wil you tell us what tcok place with refer-
cnce to some ¢ fliculties that you had over there
alorg the lines ste spoke of—what was the whole
thing? A. As far as I know about it I was wash-
ing geting resdy to go out and asked ber what
was the maiter and she commenced jawing about
the back hall and *‘she wculd sweep 1t when she
got ready, I said *‘Autend to .t then, tbai is :1l I
want you to do.” She says * You go mn1 do not
want to talk t> you.” Of course I did not go and
she raised the broo « stick as f she was goiug to hit
me and I caught hold of it and her diuguter was
coming cut and there was a mat lying on the floor
and 1 picked up the mat and threw it at her and
went in to my own part. I said “Y_u are no
worta talking to.”

Q. Did you mske use of such an expression as
a liar or old lisx ? A. No.

Q. Orold buggn:? A. No,

Q. You have a distinct recollection of thai? A,
Yes,

Q. Had you any other difficulties on any other
occasion ? A, No that was a1 there was.

Q. Did you ever on any occasion to annoy her or
ring her bell ?—A. No.

Q. For any purpote? A, No.

Q. Place any placards or «fli.jes or anythi g in.
sulting or annoying to her? A, No.

Q. At no time? A, No.

Q. What you said is that you were washing
and went out in the hall and had seme talk about
keeping the hall way clean and bad some words
azd she raired the broom stick and you went back
to ycor spartments snd picked up the mst and
threw it at her ? A. No I did not go back. I pick.
ed the mat up from the floor and threw it at her and
then went back.

Q. Do you know whether it struck her or not ?
A. No, I do not know.

Q Did you not strike ber with your hands or
fist ? A. No.

Did yoa hear Mr.John Smith’s evidencs ? A.
Yes.

Q What has been yeur relations with Mr.
Smith for the last few years, have you been on
speaking terms ? A. No I have not spoken to
him for ever 2 years.

Q. Did you hear the statement he made that on
one occasion you and Mrs, Leary were on the sta'r
way and you referred to him as an old buggar ?
A. Yes I heard that.

Q. Is that correct? A. No,

Q. Did you ever do that or make use of that lan-
guage? A. No.

Q. Neither in his preserce or Mrs. Leary’s. A,
Ne.

Q. Was there or was there not on that or any
other occasion any broom or dus: pan war between

you snd Mrs, Smith? A. No.

Q. Mr+, Nase chased her aunt into Mrs. Smith's
apartment—Did you chase her into her apartments?
A. No.

Q. Where was she when you left the haliway?
A. Iotne back nhall, when I went ioto my apart.
ment she was still there.

Q Were there any dustpans or other deadly
wespons burnished or juggled on that occasion or
any other? A. No.

Q. Were there any mops there or any carpets
use- ? A. No.

Q. Mrs. Smith madesome statement with refer-
ence to puttiog out the lamps, was this or not &
common haliway? A. Yes.

Q. Between and saxongst whom? A. The three
families Mr. Smith’s, Mr. Leary’s and ourselves.

Q. What was your arrangement with reference
to this common hallway ? A. Esch was to take a
month about keeping it clean and look after the
lamp.

Q. Whst abcut putting cut the lsmp. A. I
might have put the lamp out becavse it was usual
for whoever came in last to putthe light on’.

Q. Did you or did you not put the lamp out for
the purpose of inculting or annoying Mrs. Smith.
A. No I pever did it to annoy her.

Q. W hat was the practice of you three tenants a8
to puttisg out that lamp. A. Whoever came in
last put the light outaud I might have pat the
light cut thivking they were all in. I did not pat it
out to annoy Mrs. Smith.

Q. Or any other tenant ? A. No.

Q. Your husband keeps store cpen in the eveL-
ing ? A. Yes.

Q. About what time does he generally get in ?
A. Half-past ten or eleven.

Q. Did you or not put it out before your husband
come ? A. He sometimes came the frontway.

Q. This unpleasantness you might tell us a little
more fully between you and Mre. Smith what gave
rise to it and what took place as to words ? A. It
was sweeping and keeping the back hall ciean that
was a'l,

Q. You had your month ana Mrs. Leary hers?
A. Yes.

Q. Was obj-cticn made to the hall in anywsy by
you or anyone ? A. No, but when it came Mrs,
Smith’s month to keep it clean she did not do it,
and I suppoze I spoke of it and asked her why she
did not do it.

Q. That was what gave rise to the d:ffi ;ulty ?
A. Yes.

Q. As to Mr. Bmith, I understand you t> sav
you bad no talk with him st all for some years ?

A. No.

JAS. W. FLOWER.

Formerly in the Currie Business College in St.
John and one of the Victims of the steamer
Portland Disaster.

Q. Did you tslk at bim for the purpose of insult-
ing him berore sy other person? A. No.

Q. Either Mrs Leary or adybody el-¢ ? A. No.
CROSS EXAMINED BY MR, £ KINNER.

Q. How long has the diffica ty bct #ecn you and
the Smith family been ruoning ? A. Mrs. Smith?
Q. When was the first diffi ulty between you and
ber? A. Thut day.
Q. There had Leen difficulty between you and
Mr. Smith for a long time before tha ? A. Yes.
CoNTINVED ON FovrTH FPA E.

NOLIGHT ON HER DEATH.

THE FRANC/SLERE INVESTIGATION
IS UNSATISFACTORY.

The People of Halifax Awnited the Result
but They Were Doomed to Pisappoint.
ment—Some Strange Features of the Case—~
No Direct Evidence Given,

Havuirax Drc 8—Medical examiner
Finn has filed his report respecting the
death ot Francis Lee, the young New-
foundland girl, whose sad demise Proa-
rESS told of some weeks ago. The report
which is not a very voluminuous one, was
made up this week, and is now on fils st
the office of the Prothonary. He says she
made no snti-mortem statement, and that
she refused to allow sn examination, or
give any history of ber case at the bospital.
He is ot the opinion that her death wes
due to asthenia brought about by her in-
ability to aesimilate nutritious food, exag-
gerated by nervous depression and futher-
more th re was no evidence of any crim-
inal action found. He also states in his

WILLIAM FUGSLEY Q. C.

Connsel for the St. John Strect Railw¥ay in the
Hesse Cace.

report that the youug woman was well
cared for at the residence of George Em-
merson, Bedford.

Hitherto in cases of accidents from which
dea'h resulted and in cases where deaths
occured from suspicious circumstances an
cfficial inquiry was always hald to ascertain
the true cause, but for some reason or
other all these formalities in this case haive
been overlooked. No person seemed to
interest themselves in this caze to sce that
everything was carried out as it should be.
Al the public have to go by, are ths bald
statements contained in the above para-
graph. No person seems to be respons-
ible tor her sudden death, and the true
facts of the case will probably never be
gotten at. Some six weeks have elapsed
since she died, and it would look as if it
took the medical men all tlis time to find
out what really caused her death.

Who knows that she received proper
treatment at the house she was stopping at,
or under wbat conpditions she was living
there ? It is a clear matter for investiga-
tion, and there sre many who have express-
ed the opinion that eviderce should have
been taken under cath, so as to get at the
bottom ot the whole matter. There are
many suspicious circumstances in connec-
tion with the case that the report does not
cover. The hospital authorities it was at
first thought knew something about the
case, as they were very reticent abeut mak-
ing any statements public, that had any
hearing on it but the report shows they
knew little about her or her condition.

The investigations made by the pelice goes

tor nought, and the pocr girl is beyond
giving evidence, while the living witnesses
will not be called upon to do so.

The Fet of The Office.

Corgratulations and regrets were
strangely intermingled ia ProGress cffice
last Saturday. No sooner had the curio: 8
decision of ths circuit court jury reached
this cffice than a small morsel of creation
in the shape of a kitten purred its way into
the building ard began to get acquainted
with the staff. l.canness, ugliness, and
neglect were stamped upon this diminutive
teline and it seemed as it it was in harmooy
with the libel wverdict that caused so
much te:lk. This must have occured to
one ttoughtful member of the force
who cetermined that this forlorn
.—Fancy Goods, Games, Toys, Dolls and

Annwuals, Lowest Prices, at Mo drthur’s
Book Store, 90 King * treet.

female of the cat species shou'd
not be permitted to stray from the
straight acd narrow path. Visions of what
might happen in the future—back docr
squablbles aud unscemly scenes and cater-
wauling with a belligerent sister floated
before the mind of the benevolent em-
ploye, and a desire to rescuejthe unfortu-
nate from such a fate, led to a resolve to
adopt and care for the animal that wan-
dered from family and friends. So, with
much ceremony and considerable interest,
she was given a name appropriate to the
event cotemporaneous with her arrival and
welcomed to the hearth of ProGress, and
now anybody who maltreats or insults the
pet ot the office, will ha¥e to reckon with
both a broom and a mop.

BOOTS FUOR FIFTEEN CENTS.

A Soteme to Get Foot Wear Cheaply—
¥For Some,

The men who live by their wits are
continually getting up romething new and
one of their latest schemes has struck ths
town within the last two or three weeks.
Tkhe idea is quite a novel one and is being
patonized quite extensively by s lot ot
peoplein the city. The initial proposal is
to get a pair of boots for 15 cents, such a
pair of boots as are sold in the city stores
for £3.50. This would seem to be quite
unlikely at the start, but when one has
looked into tte scheme it is quite appar-
ent. A number of small coupon books
each contamning five fi teen cent tickets are
sold at the start. They cost the purchaser
75 cents. Each in turn sells these tickets,
which all have the same pumber, to his
friends, and each of bis five friends are
supposed to go to the place where the
books are sold and purchase a similar
book for 75 cents. It will be seen there-
tore that when this is done the party who
sells the books has received $3 75, ard
when all the tickets belonging to the first
book are in his bands, be gives the pur-
chaser ot the book an order for a pair of
boots valued at $3 50.

It will be seen, however, that the four
books out bave twenty ti kets in them,
which the hclders of them will bave to dis-
tribute among their friends and tefore they
can get ap order for a pair ol boots, each
of them have to see that the parties to wko
ha sells a ticket goes and purchases a t ook
for himself at the cost of 75 cents. Then
tl ose twenty people who have each pur-
chased books will distribute 100 tickets and
it a'l of the 100 people buy bcoks in their
turn there will be 500, then, iIn
order to cerry out the scheme
thoroughly and ¢flectively and everybody
get the advantage supposed to be bad ard
nobody lose any ot the 15 or 75 cents he
bas expended there must be no break
whatevir among the parties who start in to
get the boots. However that is not human
pature and there is no doubt here is where
the prefit comes in. The right to werk the
idea in this city bas been secured by a well
krown young man who gives orders for the
boots on M:. Mitchell, the shoe dealer of
Charlotte street. y

HE WASN'T LUCATED,

A Funny Incident ia the Varian Case ix
the Cilty Court

The swit mentigped in PrRoGRESS last
week of * Roger &ian” against his form-
er friend and companion, Mr. Wheeler,
for a debt ot $34.10 was decided in the
city court Thursday, and judgment given
for the plsintiff tor the whole amount sued
for and costs. This was somewhat unex-
pected by those who listened to tlte evi-
dence, but the law is full of surprices tor all
parties. When Mr. Wheel r's perzon was
attached by the constable, he promp:ly se-
cured bail, but on the atiernoon
that judgment was delivered he ask-
ed the gentleman who went bis bail to de-
liver him up and then secured bis
liberty on the limits. The case as Proc-
rEss stated in a previcus issue brought
out some interesting facts snd may dc-
velop others before it is over. In his evi-
dence the plaintiff, who had been known
here as ‘" Roger Varian" swore that his
real name was Robert Rogersor, and the
reason he gave for changing it was the op-
position of his father to his marryirg a
catholic. Mr. Macrae who was acting for
Mr. Wheeler, tried to locate the plaintiff’s
place of residerca. The latter testified
thit he stopped at the Stanley
and Victoria, was often out of towa, and
wben Mr. Macrae tried to locate where he
bad spent the night previous, there was a
lively passage between him acd the
plaintifi’s counsel. Mr.. Mullir, and no de-
finite’information was elicited in the ¢nd.
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