
~ 

— 

4, 1922 

JURY DISAGREED AND WAS DISCHARGED 
IN THE FAMOUS CASE OF JOHN PARIS 
CHARGED WITH SADIE McAULEY MURDER 

Ni 

court," 

ry Was Out Three Times and Were Polled on Final Re- 

turn to Court Room—Four Ballots Were Taken Witke 

out Change—Nine Jurors Decided Paris Was Not 

Guilty of Crime, Three Declared He Was the Murderer 

—Fifth Trial Established Record in Criminal Proceed- 

ings in Canada—Four Disagreements and Only One in 

Favor of Prisoner—Demeanor of Paris Cool and Cheer- 

ful Throughout—Announcement by Attorney General 

as to Another Trial to be Given Soon. 

J. Gordon Likely 

Almon L. Crosby 
William H. Winchester 
H. Wa'ter Emerson 
Mark F. ‘Leighton 
Warren 3. Purdy 
Louis T. Gard .. 

Charles S. Holder 
Frederick A. Watson 
William D. Earle 
John G. Coles 

Thomas H. Danaher 
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HOW THE JURORS VOTED 

Not 

Not 
Not 
Not 
Not 
Not 
Not 
Not 
Not 

Guilty. 
Guilty. 

Guilty. 
Guilty. 

Guilty. 
Guilty 
Guilty. 
Guilty. 
Guilty. 

Guilty. 
Guilty. 
Guilty. 

) After extending over a period of seven 
fifth trial of the famous case of the King vs. 

murder of Sadie McAuley, came to a Cc 

day 

J 

ys, the proceed 

ohn Paris, 
lose at 

charged 

1.15 o'clock last night, 

in the 
with the 

when 

lings 

the jury, sworn to consider the evid ence, returne # to the court room and 

their foreman announced that 

in the matter of a verdict, thg vote 
three for conviction. This finding 

trials, in that the preponderance is 

record of the four previous trials sh ows 
the preponderance in viction and three disagreements, 

viction. The jury were 
McKeown, and the prisoner was 

General Byrne, Crown prosecutor. 

discharged from duty 
remanded 
The latter announced, 

in favor of 

from: those 

acquittal, 

widely 
of an 

one unanimous 
which 

by His Honor 

to jail, on motion 

verdict for 

stood 

last night, 

they had been unabie to reach an agreement 

standing nine 

differs 
in favor 

acquittal and 

of the other 

whereas the 

con- 

for con- 
Chief Justice 

of Attorney 

that he 

would make known in a few days the decision of the Crown as to whether 

Paris will be again placed on trial. 

The prisoner received the finding of the jury in the same calm manner 

which he has 
albeit a pleased, 
his countenance when he realized th: 
given a new lease of life, the finding 

Before leaving in the patrol for the 

county jail, he chatted brightly with 

his counsel, G. H. Vernon, K.C,, of Tru | 
“ro, who has conducted his defence on | 
all the trials, From the time the jury | 

went out at three o'clock until they re | 

turned to the court room for the first! 

time at’ 5.15, Paris remained in the 

suilding in eharge of the constables, 

and, during that period, displayed the 

utmost cheerfulness. Smoking cigar 

sttes in one corner ot the hail, he 
liste, ed with evident relish to the 

cheery conversation of the officers 

and others nearby, laughing now and 
then at some sally he heard, and even 

injecting a word occasionally to show 
his appreciation of what was going 
pn. 
Only once «did he appear to sh 

sffects: of the strain under which 

was no doubt laboring. When the | 
jury filed into the court room for the | 

first time since being sent out to con-, 

sider the evidence, furrows made! 

their appearance on his brow, and h 

gerutized ‘the jurors carefully 
xious to peer into their minds 

read the decisions written there. 

The jury retired at yesterda) 
afternoon, returning to the court room 
at 5.15. When asked by thé court 

they had arrived at a verdict, the fore 
man, J. Gordon Likely, 
that they had disagreed. His Honor ! 

Chief Justice McKeown told them 

that he could not accept such a find- 
ing at that early stage, and instructed 
them to return to their room for fur- 

ther deliberation. He also took oc- 

casion to point out that from the evi- 
dence of Dr. Abramson, it was for 

them to. draw inferences as to how 

the child met her death. The condi- 

tion of the body showed that she 
been violated in a most inhuman man 

ner. If the jury believed that the lit- 
tle girl met her death at the hands of 

the accused in his endeavors, even 

though the intent to kill was not 

there, yet, if death resulted, he would 

‘be guilty of murder. He then sent 
them back for a further consideration 

of the case. 
Supper was served to the jury in 

their room, and they continued their 
deliberations until 7.45, when they sig 
nified their desire to return to the 

court room. Arriving there, they were 
again asked if they had reached an 

unanimous verdict, and Mr. Likely 

as uu 

and | 

2 8k 
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"again informed the court that a dead 

lock existed. His Honor immediate- 

ly sent them back to the jury room 
with the instructions to remain there 

until he sent for them. 

A few minutes later, His Honor re- 
quested that the jury be brought in 

again, and then explained to them 

that they were not to misinterpret 
last statement. They were to remain 

out until he sent for them, K so long 

as a deadlock existed, but, in the event | 

of their arriving at a verdict in 
meantime, they could come in imme- 

diately after, and he would be present 

to hear their decision. A This was an 
important case, and he did not feel 

that the administration of justice, for 

which he was responsible, would be 
carried out properly if he accepted 

their finding at that stage. They had 

listened to six continuous days’ evi- 

dence, and they required more time 

than already taken to fully weigh the 
matters before them in order to ar- 
rive at a right conclusion. 
The Jury remained out until 11.15 

when the Chief Justice sent for them 
The foreman announced that a disa- 
greement still existed, the vote stand- 
ing nine for acquittal and three for 

conviction, Four ballots had been 

taken and they were all the same 
and the foreman did not think there | 
was any possibility of their reaching 
an agreement. The Attorney-General 

aot offering any objection, His Honor 
accordingly thanked the jury for their 
services and attention, and discharg- 
ed them from further service, 
Before they were discharged by 
court, Mr. Byrne asked that 

& poll of ‘the jury be taken 
and to*this Mr. Likely, or behalf of 
the jury; entered an objection. The 

‘however, ruled that the poll 

should be taken. After this was done 
the Crown Counsel moved that the 
prisoner be remanded to Jail 

For most of the afternoon and 
‘throughout the night until the culmi- 
nation ‘of the trial was reached, a 

1 

| 

announced | 
| 

pr | 
his 

the { 

large concourse of people gathered 
on Germain streeet in the vicinity of|in the river, 

exhibited throughout the entire 

and it might be said a 
4 

il, 

his time being in his f + 
t 

course of the 

relieved expression 

after the long grind, 

proceedings, 

appeared on 

he had been 
avor. 

¢ 

JOHN PARIS. 
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the eourt house discussing the prob- 

{lematical ending of th e case. The 

telephones in the Sheriff’s office, the 

police “station and th e - newspaper 
offices were kept busy with a contin- 

ual stream of inquiries as tq the ver- 
dict. 
The morning’s 

of the add 

jury 

morning, At 

his 
reviewing the ev 

proceedings 
had | day were taken up with the conclud- 

ing portion 

jury by Attorney-General 

the charge to the 
Chief 

address 

yester. 

ress to the 
Byrne, 

by His Honor 
Justice McKeown 

When court opened at 
yesterday 
Byrne continued 

jury, 

ten o'clock 
torney-General 

to the 
idence of Lau- 

ther Smith for the Crown 

had 
dence 
conflict on the 
prosecutor 

clothes 
those worn by 

Th learned counsel 
asked where there 

of bloodstains 
clothes. 

pointed © 
produced in court ‘were 

the gocused 

for the defence 
was 

or 

any evi- 
marks of 

The Crown 
that the 

not 

on the 

ut 

eventful August 2, those garments had 

‘disappeared. 
methods of fixing dates, 
the Cushing fire was as 

Speaking in regard to 
he said that 
good as any 

documentary evidence in that respect. 

the evidence 
Mrs, 
Byers. 

duced 
who 

He then took occasi 
given 

Mrs. 

Crown, he 
less than 
Paris in St. 

Gerow, 
The 

no 
saw 

by 
Byers 

review 
Craft, 
Alfred 

had pro- 

witnesses 

on Aug. 

on to 

Mrs. 

and 
said, 
six 
John 

3, fixing the date by the Brittain shed 
fire 

breast 
from his 
Aug. 

will 
reasonable 
want to go to the scene of the 

the 

T 

What question was 
of the accused 

bed on 
“Did I cover 
find it? 

to believe it 

3? 
they 

morning after it 

ted? 

up 
on that morning 

the 
sider 
when being 

Paris 
the 
How 

ferce 

reason 
ne 
t 

ed. 
ough, 

given 

behalf of the 
at 

money to produce a 

St 
Truro 
men 

Humphrey had 
etc., 

the stand. 

Ernest 
a boil, 

Campbell had 
so-called, 

The 

for 

(§) 

it 
a 

marks, 
what 

was 
little 

choked a 
his evidednce, 

child weighed 60 
would he know 

The learned counsel 
had up to t 
for 

eses by 

he funds at 
Why had not 

resident of St. 
at the 

prisoner, 

Did the 

in 

set 
not 

mentioning 

a 
evidence 

this trial? 

John? 
not 

afraid 
The jury 

Why was 
produced? 
to take the 
could believ 

had 
If this were 

because he 

burning 

the 

Would 

child 

or 17 

that? 

producing more 

3€ 

John, 

ma 
Mr. 

stolen boards, 

SWOrn 

the 
rose 

morning of 
up that kid? 

it not be 
he would 

crime 
commit- 

in 
when he 

hat 

was 

told of tieing 
n Paris’ arm 
jury had seen 
them to con- 

would do 
strangled. 

said that 
1] 

nd 
had 

for the 

he jury their 

the fact 

orge 

who had 
third trial 

not 
defence 
n resident ‘in 

Moxon of 
Were these 

stand? 
e that Walter 

butter, 
to it an 

the case could 
they not be expected to believe his 
other statements? 
model citizen, 
not attempt to cover up. 

casion, 

but, at 

when His Hon 

He might not be a 

least, he did 
On one oc- 

or had asked 
him if the lumber stolen was floating 

the winess s had replied. 

Tie Your Honor, 
that.” 

Why did Paris take Humphrey into 
his confidence? “Crime makes cow- 
ards of us all,” said the Crown prose- 
cutor. He was afraid to go back 
alcne to the park but the desire was 
there and he blurted it out. 
Norman Green, one of Paris’ own 

witnesses at a former trial, said that 
he saw the accused in Truro on Aug. 
4, while the latter maintained he ar- 
rived int. John on that morning. 

The jury had seen Mrs. King on the 
stand, Did not her evidence show a 
remarkable knowledge of the child's 

appearance and condition on the part 

of the accused? The mere production 
of witnesses to prove an alibi did not 
necessarily raise a reasonable doubt. 
If it did, there was no protection of 
life and property. © 

it was worse than] 

was the man. Did the jury think, as 
had been insinuated, that she had 

| been coached to say those words? 

It was within the province of the 
jury, in murder cases, to bring in a 
verdict of manslaughter, but it was 
better to let Paris walk out of the 
court room a free man than to bring 

in such a verdict. 

In conclusion the Attorney-General 
thanked the jury for the attention 

they had given the proceedings, ex- 
pressing his appreciation of the sacri 
fices they had been called upon to 
make. Did they see In the evidence, 
in the gloom surrounding Paris’ ac- 
tions, any flash of light which would 
raise a reasonable doubt as to the 
guilt of the accused? The law did 
nct require guilt to be proved be- 
vond the possibility of a doubt. The 
Crown asked that the guilty one 
should be punished, and that the jury 
weigh the evidence in fairness to the 

living, the dead and the prisoner at 

the dock: - The welfare of society, 
the safety and security of life de- 

manded that the. perpetrator of this 

| crime be punished. If Paris were in- 
nocent, then it was the prayer of the 

Crown that God might show the light 
to the jury in the perf®rmance of 

and | 

pounds | 

de- | 

wit- 

that | 

their disposal were limit 
Scarbor- | 

on | 

appeared | 

need | 

their duty. Further, the Crown 
prayed that, if the accused were 
i found guilty and sentenced, sometime 
| bofore the eventful day was reached 
|in his life, he would see fit to make 

iar. open and - public confession of the 

| crime. 
The Judge's Charge 

Chief Justice McKeown commenced 
charge to the jury at 11.45, con 

tinuing until one o'clock when court 

{took recess for lunch. The charge 
| was resumed at 2.30, and the jury re- 
itired to their room at 2.55. 
| In his opening remarks, His Honor 
| pointed out that the accused was in 
|the jury's charge, on an indictment 
| charging him with the murder of Sara 
{Jane ‘McAuley, on August 2, 1921. 

| This was the fifth trial, and it had 
been perhaps unavoidable that allus- 

should have been made by coun- 
to evidence given at previous 

trials. ‘But the jury were to be gov- 
| erned only. by the evidence testified 

ito in the witness box'at the present 
trial. There was probably not a man 

in this community to whose attention 
the circumstances of this case had 

inot been called. This was bound to 

create some impression on a man’s 

mind. 
Wholly, if you can, said His Honor, 

but certainly to the utmost you’ can, 
you must blot out those pre-conceived 
opinions jn this matter, and come to 
a consideration of this man’s guilt or 
innocence without having regard to 

previous trials, 

The learned trial judge pointed out 

that they were sitting as a jury in a 

capital case, and the utmost import- 

ance must be given to the under- 
standing of the narrow limits to the 
exercise of their minds in their con- 
sideration of the case. The evidence 
given before them must only be ¢on- 

sidered, all pre-conceived opinions be- 

ing wiped out of their minds. It was 

the, only and ultimate safe-guard of 

justice that a verdict should be ar- 

rived at, on the evidence adduced 

only before the jury weighing it. 
The prosecution alleged the guilt 

o’ the accused and it was their duty 

to prove it; he was not required to 

prcve his innocence. In the perform- 

ance .of that duty, the Crown had put 

forward certain evidence, and that 

| was testimony of a nature which, if 

there was nothing brought forward 

to answer it, would seem to ‘be con- 

clugive. The evidence of the Crown 

disclosed that the accused had been 
seen near the scene of the murder at 

different times. 
By the evidence of the companion 

of the murdered child, the guilt of the 

accused, while not absolutely positive 

to the actual commission of the 

crime, was nevertheless strongly pre- 

sumptive, The jury had heard her 

under examination and cross-examina 
tion, and it was within their powers 

to draw an inference from her demean 
or on the stand, and attach some 

weight to the manner in which the 

evidence was given, and this principle 

was applicable to all the other witnes 

his 

ion 

as 

Hattie Levigne had sald that Paris] 

ses called on both sides 
Mattie Levigne, according to her 

evidence, was the one from whom the 

deceased had parted company on the 

fatal day. They met a man, who, ac- 

cording to the testimony, made cer 

tain advences, and finally the man, 

and the two girls parted at the wire 

fence, near the vacant lot, the man 

and Sadie going one way, and Hattie 

returning to where the men were 

working near Douglas Avenue, Hattie 

‘said that the man who met the girls 
wag the prisoner in the dock. 

The accused has set up the defence 

that he was in Truro on the day of 

the murder. Witnesses have 8WOIL, 

with as much certainty as any on be- 

half of the Crown, that he was seen 

in Truro on that day. 

The jury were ito determine whe- 

ther the accused was in St. John or 

in Truro, as he sald. In considering 

this matter, even if they should come 

to the conclusion that he was in St. 

John on Aug. 1, 2 and 8 and the wit- 

nesges from Truro were mistaken, 

the minds of the jury must not lead 

automatically to tbe conclugion that 

he was gullty. 

Turning their attention to the ques 

tion as to whether the accused was 

here or io Truro, the jury have heard 

the evidence of Mrd. Calvin and Alice 

Brown, who said they saw him io the 

park on Aug. 1. Mrs. Craft, a neigh- 

bor of Paris, testified she saw him in 

Carleton on Aug. 1, 2 and 3. Mrs. By- 

ers sald she saw the, accused leaning 

on the window-®ill of his own house 

on the evening of Aug. 2. Her hus- 

band came along and spoke to the ac- 

cused. John Best had sald he saw 

Paris on Aug. 3. 

Either one set 
mistaken or were 

not true. If the jury, 
aside the testimony of either gide, 
was not necessary to find that they 

were lying, as the human memory 

was frail. 
Stanley Humphrey, lesee of the Brit 

tain shed, which was burned on Aug. 

3r said he saw the accused that morn- 

ing and talked with him. Ernest Camp 

bell said he tied up & boil on Paris’ 
arm on Aug. 3. John McDonald had 

given incidents in. regard to seeing 
Paris on Aug. 2. Mrs..Gerow, William 

Sweet and Walter Humphrey had all 

given evidence to the same effect. 
The Crown witnesses have all giv- 

en incidents, dates and time of day, 

and left the matter in such a way as 

to leave no doubt, if no evidence were 
forthcoming on the part of the de- 

fence. 

For the defence, there had come for 

ward, Gordon Hayman, a respectable- 

looking man, who said he saw Paris 
in Truro on the night of Aug, 3. The 

testimony of Mr. McNaught, Miss Mec- 

Kenzie and Mr. Ogilvie, spoke with 
certainty as to Paris’ transaction in 

Truro, and McNaught went so far as 

to say there was no possibility of his 

being mistaken in the man. Certain 

ocuments, supplementary to their 

evidence had been produced. If the 

jury believed the 90 cent transaction 
took place in the hat company’s of- 

fice and that Paris was the man asso- 
ciated with it, they should acquit him. 

George Hill, a man of standing in 
his community, said the accusegg had 

come to him for permission to pick 

mushrooms, and that Lester Conley 

was present at the time delivering a 

suit of clothes. Conley, in his evid- 
ence, said it was. on Aug. 3 he took 

the suit to HiN's farm and saw o 
colored man there. Isaac. Allen said 
that he drove Paris into Truro on 

Aug. 3 and fixedsthe date by the fact 
he delivered a load of dead meat at 
the time. Norman Carter, his partner, 

said that his books showed he had 
received a load on that dats. DD: Mec: 
Curdy said he had seen the actus. st 

the Clyke house on Aug. 

In regard to the books submitted 
in evidence, said His Honor, a jury 

of business men, such as he believed 
this jury to be, could draw their own 
conclusions in a proper manner re- 

garding these oxjtries. It was wholly 

for them to decide The attorney-gen- 
eral had taken the stand that the 
entry of Aug. 2 in Dr. McCuray’s booi! 

was manufactured, and this was for 

the jury to decide for themselves. 

The jury must consider whether 

there is an honest mistake or a dis- 

of witnesses were 

telling what was 
however, cast 

it 
il 

0 
in 

| honest mistake in regard to the dates 

in the evidence, 
cumstances into 

taking all the cir- 

consideration. It 

isn’t for you to lie down before this 

thing, said the learned judge, youl 

duty is to thread your way through 
the contradictory statements until you 
each can arrive at some conclusion. 

If there was an honest doubt, the 

prisoner was entitled to it. The word 

doubt should be understood in this 
connection. A man could work himselt 
up until he could doubt anything, said 

His Honor, giving an example of 

what he meant, but such doubts were 

all reasonable. By the woal doubt 

was not meant a fanciful doubt nor 

a doubt conjured up to avoid coming 

to a conclusion, but rather it meant 
a doubt growing out of the evidence. 

The jury must give the prisoner thé 

benefit of any reasomable doubt bul 
they must not evade their duty. 

In coming toa conclusion they 

were entitled to ask themselves which 
of the two sets of witnesses were inf 

better position to know where ‘thé 

accused was. Which knew him best 
and were less likely to be deceived 

\ 

a 

as to his whereabouts on the dates 

in question. 

Discarding for a moment the theory 
of the attormey-general and I don’t 

tell you to discard it, said the judge, 
that the books, submitted in evidence 
by the defence, have been arranged 

for the occasion, then someone exist? 

around whom the 90 cents transac- 
tion involves. Could it have ‘been 

someone other than the accused, 

about whom these witnesses were mis- 
taken. It was for the jury to decid® 
from the facts in evidence. If it was 
not the prisoner, the evidence went 
for nothing, and the same principlé 

applied to the Crown witnesses. 
Would the jury think that Miss Mc- 

Kenzie, Mr. McNaught and Dr. Mc- 

Curdy or any one of them would be 

in a better position to spEak with 
certainty regarding the identity of the 
accused than, for example, Luther 
Smith. The latter said that to the 

best of his judgment and belief tiie 
prisoner was the man he saw on 

Douglas Avenue on Aug. 2. Miss Me- 

Kenzie and Mr. McNaught never saw- 

the accused before the trangactiofl 
took place in their offsce in Truro, 
neither had Mr. Smith before he saw 

him on the avenue. Which of thes¢ 

two classes of witnesses would Be in 
a better pggition to speak with cer- 
tainty regarding his identity? 

The Jury could place the evidence 

of Conley and Hayman, who did not 

talk with the accused against that 
of the Crown witnesses who said they 

ter in their own minds. 

The prisoner had given evidence 

on the stand, and the jury were en- 

titled to treat his evidence fairly, 
regarding him as a witness, and give 

him whatever credit the whole cir 

cumstances entitle him to. They werd 

also entitled to take into considera: 
tion his demeanor while giving evi- 

dence. They must take into considera- 

tion, in this connection, the rebuttal 
evidence of the Crown. There they 
would ‘get a direct conflict between! 

the testimony of the accuséd and that 
of Mrs. King and her daughter. That 

was a matter for them to decide in 

| their own minds 

{ In closing his address, 
instructed the jury 

not to hurry to a conclusion in th€ 

matter. A crime, atrocious_ beyond 
words, had disgraced this e¢ity, buf 

that fact should not influence the tem? 
per of mind in which they approached 
their decision. They must remember 
tN\at, unless the evidence produced a 

conviction in their minds that the ac- 
cused was guilty, they must give him 
the bait of any reasonable doubt 
that might exist. He then sent then® 

to the jury room to consider and 
weigh the evidence in the case. 

“Do you think 
new party ?” 
“No,” replied Senator Sorghum. ‘If the 

old parties keep on modifying their plat- 

forms for a few more years, they'll “offer 
all the political novelties anybody could 
reasonably desire.””— Washington Evening 
Star. 

His Honof 

that they were 

the country needs a 

DISORDERLY HOUSE CASE 
Lottie Hornett, 35 Long Wharf was 

arrested last evening, charged with 
being the keeper of a disorderly 
house. Eva (Morrell and Lizzie Nor 
mandy were also arrested, charged 

with being inmates. 
EROS 2 

TAKEN TO HOSPITAL 
A woman was taken to the Gen- 

eral Public Hospital last evening suf- 
fering from a cut on her 

sustained in a fal near the unien 
depot. The woman was suddenly taken 

by a weak spell and two stitches were 

necessary to close the wound. 

Died 
CORBET—At his residence, 

Wright street, on October 3rd, 

George Corbet, leaving two 

and two daughters to mourn. 

Funeral on Thursday, from his 

residence. Srv at 

179 

19 
SO 

late 

2.30 o'clock. 

Obituary 
Qalige Corbet 

Friends of George Corbet will learn 

with regret of his death which oc- 

curred at 7.45 yesterday morning at 

his home on Wright street. Mr. Cor- 

bet who was 81 years of age, hac 

been ‘in poor health for the past year, 
but was able to be about the house 
on Monday. His death comes as a 
great shock to his many friends, He 

leaves two. daughters, Mrs. Charles 

Moore, at home, and Mrs, A. Nice, 

West Side, also two sons, Dr. G. G. 

Corbet and Alexander Corbet, to 
mourn. 

Mr. 

izen. Born at Aberdeen, Scotland, he 

came to Canada as a young man, and 
after spending some time in Nova 

Scotia settled in St. John, where he 
has been employed with the city for 
upwards of half a century. He Hrst 
served with the fire department for 

twelve years, then in June, 1882, he 
joined the police force and served 
faithfully for forty years, till April 

1st, 1922, when he resigned. At the 

time of his resignation he .was the 
oldest man on the force from poine¢ 

of service. During his long period of 

service on the force, he never had 

black mark against him. He enlistes 

a 

re newed will be 
cod—“RED ROSE.” 
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Suminer time brings many children 
back to the old home—among pleasant mem- 

the Tea, they used in 

| 
| | 

[ 

| 
| 
| 
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RED ROSE Crushed COFFEE 
pleases particular folks. 

did talk with him, and weigh the mat- 
1 

forehead! 

Corbet was a widely known cit-, i 

| on the force under Chief John R. 
Marshall and served under four  dif- 
ferent chiefs. He was appointed a8 

Acting Sergeant on the force, and 

did duty in the North End for many 
years. Mr. Corbet is also one of thé 

oldest members of the congregation 

of St. David's church, 

You are 
expe nett 
ing-when 
you use Dr, 
Chase’s Olnte 

ment for Eczema and Skin Irvita. 
tions, It relieves at once and gradu. 
ally heals the skin. Bample box Dr. 

Cnase’s APRs free - you AIO fhe 
paper and send 2c. stamp I10r posta, 
box all dealers or Edmanson, Bates & 6 & Co, 

tad, Toronto 
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| An Exclusive F ‘ur House Dealing in Distinctive Furs, 
H. Jont. Jones —and Furs — Chey Go Together. 

You need not be told of 

the splendid wearing quali- 

ties of muskrat pelts—pli- 

able as they are, they adapt 

themselves to the furriers’ 

art and these features are 

most strikingly brought out 

in our garments. 

This muskrat coat, in different 

lengths, has many stylish features, 
Its liberal sweep gives it easy flow- 

ing lines. The smartly cut collar, 

the deep cuffs, the double buttoned 

belt and the clever four stripe bor- 

der on the skirt, all help to make 
the garment most becoming. 

36 inch $210.00 

40 inch 225.00 

42 inch 235.00 

MUSKRAT COATS 
Style and Durability Combined 

H. Mont. Jones, Limited 
92 KING STREET 

Imperial, 

H. MONT JONES, St. John's Exclusive Furrier, 
Fashion’s latest decrees at the Movie Fashion Show at the 

Thursday and Friday evenings. 

will present 

dollar, and they're only 

Yes Sir, this is a beautiful range of Ties, the 

finest silks we've seen for years at such a low 

price as seventy-five cents. 

dollar ties, but our buyer took all the maker had 

and got a very special price on them. 

Here's one of the popular Paisley effects, 
then there's the dotted tie and those various 
stripe effects are taking strong. 

You'll take those six? 

mistake, they're equal to anything in town at a 

75 Cents 

Men's Shop, Street Floor. 

They are really 

You're making no 

the whole 

beauty and strength, 

artistic, 

the 

you sum 

economical and 

meritorious 

In a manner 

another. 

taste often 

I can only afford cotton. 

cash drawer. may be brought into 

speaking, some people 

differ. But 

to the 

Tastes 

has bow 

the magic lamp. Build your home 

of the Extravagance of Cheapness. 

matter up, 

taken 

claims of brick for 

when it comes 

pocket-book. 

Suppose, 

beauty:and economy all in one package, 

The Extravagance of Cheapness 
When 

for varied 

structural, 

can make 

or any other structure you plan 

we believe you 

from every 

sentimental, 

will find that 

point of view, 

no other material 

building your home 

like one thing and 

to paying 

some like 

out money, 
“I would like silk but 
that taste and the 

suppose you. could have 
you would have rubbed 

with brick—that is the secret 

however, 

line, 

Stephens Brick Co., Lid. 
ST. JOHN 


