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THE CASE OF « METAIRIE ». WISEMAN.”
(From the Tablet.)

More than ffty years ago—in the year 1797 —tle
T'rench revolution drove a certain Mathurin Carre, in
areat destitution, to take refuge in Englnd. e
settled in London, and supported himself as a teacher
of languages. Tn consequence of some services ren-
dered to him by the father of the plaintiff Hamilton,
he became intimate with the family of that individual,
and took up his abode as a lodger in their house in
Charlton-strest, Somerstovn, where he lived for a
period of eighteen years, down to the time of is
death. Tle occupied two rooms, miserably furnished
with a {ew articles of lis own j lis mode of life was
most penurious, and e devoted himself with the
tenacity of a strong will to the sole object of amassing
woney. He was successful in this, and in the course
of half a century he had got together no less than
£10,000, which he invested in the funds. Of this
sum, £7,000 was in the Three-and-a-Quarter per
Cent. Anauities, and is the subject of this litigation,
aud the remaming £3,000 was in the Three per Cent.,
Annuities. The plaintifls make it a peint of some
unportance to show—or rather to assert—that be was
wdifferent to religious duties, and that he had a great
antipathy to women, arising, it is said, from the rejee-
tion of an ofter of warriage he had made to one
Annette Delaybe. Towards the end of Tebruary,
1847, Carre Lod reached the age of seventy-seven,
und was etill persisting in his scholastic toils; at that
period, however, his health gave way—bhe undertook
one of his walks from Somerstown to a school in
Clerkenwell, hut he was abliged from weakness to
return when lie had reached King’s-cross.  On reach-
ing bome his weakness increased, and within a few
days it was evident the old miser was likely to die.
He expressed, according to Matthew Hamilton, great
uneasiness at not being able to go to the City Lo ve-
ceive his January dividends, as he had searcely say
money in the house.
medien} man sent for, but at length aliowed Hamilton
to coll one in. Hamilton selected a M. Gasquet, a
French medical man in the neighborboed, on the
ground that Carre wasa Roman Catholic. He says,
indced, that Carre was utterly indifferent to religion,
hut nevertheless ihis is the reason stated for bis
choosing Gasquet.  Gasguet called, found his patient
very weak, and recommended wine and nutritious
food, observing, however, says IHamilton, that ¢ the
poor creatire ” was not likely to be able to afford it.
iamiiton says he told Gusquet that the poor ereature
wag possessed of no less than £10,000, at which tie
doctor, he says, was greatly surprised, took lis leave,
and called fmnediateiy to inform the Rev. James
Holdstock, Priest of St. Aloysius®s Chapel, at Cla-
rendon-square, that there was an old Roman Catholie
possessed of that great sum, and in a dying state.
Hamilton, in his afidavit, observe, tries to make us
supposc that Gasquet knew nothing about Carre till
that time; is silent as to any acquaintance Carre
himself had with the Priest ; and states that ¢ he took

no iuterest in Roman Catholic schaols, or in any-

institutions conneeted with the Roman Cathelic form
of worship.”

On Sunday, Feb. 28, the Rev. Mr. Holdstock
called upon Carre, and had a private interview with
him. DMatthew Hanilton says that at this private
interview the Priest talked to Carre about his tem-
poral as well as spiritual affairs, that'Carre told him
of lis difficulty about receiving his January dividends,
that the Priest informed him that powers of attorney
would be required for ihat purpose, and volunteered
to bring a lawyer who would prepare such a document
for him, to which Carre agreed. We are led to
suppose by Hamilton (hat this was the business con-
versation that passcd, and no other, except that the
priest learned the names of Carre’s refatives. If you
ask why we ave to believe this, the reply is that
Matthew Hamilton told him so. Matthew Hamilton
says Carre told him so, and also informed him of # the
rest of the conversation,” which the witness passess
sub silentio.

Matthew Hamilton goes on to say that the Rev.
Mr. Holdstack afterwards went to Mr. Jolm Atha-
nasius Cooke, a Roman Catlolic barrister, and told
him that Carre, a French Roman Catholic with
£10,000, was dying, and that he (the Priest) wanted
Coole’s advice about M. Carre’s disposition of his
property, and that Cooke prepared a will, by which
Carre was made to leave a part of his money to
Roman Catholic purposes (the Catholie girl’s school
of 8t. Alaysius, Somerstown). Hamiltou’s object.is
to show that whereas Carre only spoke to the Priest
about the powers of attorney for the Janvary dividends,
the Priest, withont Carre’s instructions, caused a will
to be made for purposes of his own. - We shall soon
see what value.is to be attached to Matthew Hamil-
ton’s testimony, but we go on with the next part of
the story in Flamilton’s own words. He says:—

On Monday, (1st March, 1847, the day after the

He refused at first to havea

Sunday on which M. Carre had first secn the Priest)
the Priest and Mr. Cooke repaired togetlier 10 the
abode of M. Carre, and weut into his room, and one or
the other desired me 1o jeave them, which I did, leav-
ing them alone witlh M. Carre. Mr. Cooke produced
a will which he had prepared, and the Priest strongly
pressed M. Carre to excemie a will, or some other
paper, but M. Carre refused to do so, and he informed
me that he told the Priest that all he had waunted a
lawyer for was to prepare the powers of ettorney, und
the Priest then promised to have prepared the requisite
powers of altorney ; and the Priest or Mr. Cooke said
it would require tirte to prepare sucl powers of attor-
ney, and promised to have them ready by Thursday

+next, and 10 bring them to him o sien. [The witness
? k=] o

goes to say that two rersons well known o the Priest
called at the house whilst this was going on, and that
when lie went up stairs to announce them] I found the
door of the room imperfectly closed, and I heard
cither the Priest or Mr. Cooke say to M. Carre, ¢ Well,
Sir, but you had better sign this;? and I heard ‘M.
Carre answer, “No, I shall sign nothing, there i no
neeessity for it.”” [ entered the room, and informed
the Priest that two persons below wanted him, and that,
they said they had directions to come up to him;
whereupon the Priest hesitated and reflected for a few
seconds, and then requested me to say to the persons,
¢ Never mind now, I do not require them;** and to
tell them 1o go, and say that he would be with them
direeily. 1 conveyed the message 1o the two persons,
and they went away. I bave no doubt but that they
had come to attest the execution of any will which the
Priest might indnee M. Carre to execute, and he dis-
missed them because M. Carre would not consent.
The Priest and Mr. Cooke went away together, and
immediately after I Jet them out 1 weunt to M. Cane’s
ruom, and he said to me, ¢ Who the Devil conld those
pe_o!.)le be? what the Devil could 1hey want here?>? ]
said 1 did not know, but I wisked I had been present
while the Priest and Mr. Cooke were with lim, and
‘he said, 1 wish you had.”” He then told me all that
passed, and that the Priest had pressed him to have
his will made for him by Mr. Cooke, but that he had
refused to do so, and said that he wished to sign nothing
but the power of attorney ; and M. Casre told mae they
Lad pressed him to make his will in a way te aveid
legacy duty, but he had refused to do so. He then
said, 1 suppose you and I can make my will at any
time without a lawyer.” [ answered I thought we
could do g0, and he replied, ¢ Very well,”” that will do;
then all I shall want of him (Mr. Cooke) is the power
of atturney for you to feteh my money.”

Hamilton goes on to say that Mr. Cooke, without
instructions to do so, prepared a will, leaving the
£3,000 to relations of Carre, and to other legatees,
and also powers of attorney to transfer the sum of
£7,000 stock to the names of M. Carre, Dr. Griffiths
(the late Vicar-Apostolic), and J. A. Caoke, for the
purpuses of St. Aloysius® School, Somerstowsn. Ha-
milton wishes usin this statement, and what follows, to
draw the inference, that as Mr. Holdstock and Mr.
Cooke had been disappointed in getting Hamilton to
sign the will the day before, they now proposed to
make kim sign the powers of attorney transferring the
£7,000 into their hands, under the impression that he
was only signing the powers of attorney which he
himself wanted for the January dividends. A distinct
and wicked fraud is thus laid to the charge of the
defendants.

Next, Hamilton tells that Carre got weaker and
wealeer 5 that on Wednesday, the 3rd, lie thought e
had not much longer to live; and that he cailed
Hamilton and made bim take down various instructions
for a letter to be written to his sister, Julie Carre, at
Laval, in France, alter his death. Tamilton was to
tell her that she was to come to England and take
possession of all his preperty, £10,300; that he
wauld have made a will if he had been strong enough,
and would have left ITamilton some considerable
benefit in reward for his kindness. As he conld not
make a will, however, his sister was to fulfil his wishes
in this respeet, and he would die happy. Hamilton,
moreover, says, that Carre ordered him not to admit
the gentlemen to see him on Thursday, (the day they
had arranged to call again) but to leave the docu-
‘ments with him, (Hamilton) as Carre was too ill to
see them.

On Thursday afternoon, we arc told that Mr.
Holdstock called, aceoinpanied by Mr. Cooke,a Miss
Clarke, and a Mr. Hay, formerly a clerk in Wright’s
Bank, in Henrietta-strect. Some friend of Hamil-
ton’s, a Mr. Brown, happened to be in the house at
the time. Hamilton says that he gave the Priest
‘Carre’s message, that he became ¢ fiercely angry ™ on
liearing it, forced his way into the house, and rushed
up to Carre’s room ; that he (Hamilton) along with
M. Brown, followed the Priest shortly after, and found
him talking “very earnestly and seriously,” in a
foreign language, to Carre, seeming to press him to
do something he (Carre) was unwilling to do; that
the Priest at length said, Carre would settle, and
ordered the other parties to come up; that Carre
then said decisively, he would sign nothing that day ;
that Mr. Cooke wished the matter to be deferred,
but that Mr. Holdstock angrily ordered the business
to be proceeded_ with, and that Mr. Cooke then began

to read a deed, dated March 4th; that whilst Mr.

Coo}:e was reading the deed, Mr. Ioldstock kept
talking to Carre in a foreign language. Our Catholic
readers will doubtless be surprised with what follows :

Mr. Cooke did not say the engrossment was a deed,
nor explain it ; and when he cune to that part giving
£50 to Mr. Holdstock, the Priest pansed, so tiat M.
Carre might hear it, and he read the words, T give
lo the Rev. James Holdstock, my Priest, £50, lo pray
my soul oul of purgatory.” My, Covke had read these
words, the Priest resumed his reading, and did not
pause till Mr. Cooke had finished. The Priest then
took the engrossment from Cooke, and placed it on the
bed, supparied by a book under, and having lifted up
M. Carre in bed, the Priest put a pen with ink in it in
his hand, and directed M. Carre where to sign, M.
Carre then said, «1f I had kuown I should have had
all this trouble, I would not have seni to you about the
power of attorney. ¥t will remain just the same. I
can alter it any time I like. My money will not go
from me, will it,1ill after my death?” and Mr. Cooke
then answered and said, i will remain the same—it
will not be touched tiHl after your death, and you can
alter it any time, if' you like;” und T believe the
Priest said the same. M. Carre then signed the
engrossment, as I believe because he thought it wonld
not prevent his disposing of it by will; and alse, be-
cause he was very weak, and hoped by signing to
obtain freedom. I believe he did not know the eflect
of whet he had signed.  Mr. Cooke then handed to the
Priest 4 power of attorney for the transfer of the £7,000
into the names of M. Carre, Mr. Cooke, Mr, Griffiths ;
and either Mr. Cooke or the Priest said at the same
time, “this is a power of attorney,’® and the Priest then
presented it to M. Cane for his signature, while the
pen was in M. Carre’s hawd, and he signed it. 1 be-
lieve M. Carre thought the document was the oue he
wanted for transferring the dividends. While the
Priest was prosenting” the power of altorney to M.
Carre, Mr. Cooke was rapidly reading a paper, giving
bensfits e M. Carie’s fElmily, which I'kuow now to
be the will, and had finjslied it by the time the power
of aitorney was executed, and immediately afterwards
presentd the will to M. Care, who sighed it. .

. MissClarke then signed the paper, as also did Mr.

nsked Mr. Cocke to leave the papers with him ; that
Mr. Cooke said the will might be left, but not the
deed and power of attorney; that Carre demanded
to Liave “1he power of attorney lie had ordered for
Hamilton to feteh him moncy (the Janvary dividend
deeds) with;” that Mr. Cocke was confused, and
said that-he would call on Saturday moring to get
Carre to sign them; that then he (Hawmilton) ex-
pressed his surprise that therc was no mention of
himself in the will, as e tliought e was 1o be the
executor, and have all the money and goods in the
house ; that Carre assented to this, and said such was
his wish ; that he first said this might be added in a
codicil ; that then Mir. Cooke went awny, carrying
with Lim the papers; and that Mr. Holdstock tlien
drew up a codicil, giving £50 to Mr. Cooke, which
was signed by Carre, and attested by Miss Clarke ;
that the parties then went away, and that after they
were gone, Crare said to him, (Eamilton) «all they
wanted was to rob e of my money; they have done
just as they liked, contrary to my will, but I shall make
a new will 3 and that li¢ then said he would give him
(Hamilton} £500, and the January aud April divi-
dends. Carre died on Saturday, March Gth, and
shortly beforé his death the £7,000 stock had been
transferred to the names of the trustees specified in
the deed of gift.

SBuch is Matthew Hamilton’s account of these
transactions in March, 1851. TLet us now bear the
sume Matthew Hamilton’s account of them in a Ietter
whicli he addressed to Carre’s velations in April, 1847,
which letter he gave to Francoise, an interpreter,
who attended the relations to England, expecting him
to translate it for nothing. 'We make no apology for
giving this document in eztenso, and we beg the
mpartial reader diligently to compare it with the
details given above :—

¢To Julien Carre, or brothets, 5¢, Charlton-
street, Somerstown, April, 1847.

¢ Madam—TI beg leave to explain the reason why I
have not written to you before, since Mr. Cooke, the
executor, by my request, wrote to inform you of the
death of your beloved brother, that took place on the
6th of March, in his 77th year, from decay of nature,
at my house, was from daily expecting to'see some
branch of the'family in this country, as that would
have afforded me a better opportunity of explaining all
about his affairs, through a French gentleman, a
countryman of his, that came to visit him; but as I
now understand it is likely 1o be some considerable
time before a settlement of his affairs is likely to be
completed, I wish to communicate with yeu on the
subject, by giving you a full statemert, by his particular
wish and desire. A short time before he departed this
life, he instructed me to inform you of Lis last wish
and desire, being too weak and exhausted o be raised
from the bed to commit it to paper, but felt confident
of your complying with his last desire, as he then conld
die happy, and very soon after expired, with his wish
and desire in his mouth. I now give all the particnlars
relative to this affair. .I have been acquainted with
the deceased abaut forty years, and he has lived in my
house neatly twenty upon the most friendly terms

Brown. Hamilton goes on to say- that Carre then.

L\

with me and my family, enjoying zood health up te
Christmas Tast ; but on returning to his professiona!
. S i o
duties after the holydays, he found himself incapable,
and returned home, telling me he should decline going
back, for he found himselt very weak and poorly. 1
advised him to cornfort himself at home, as he could
do so without teaching, having plenty of money to live
on. I offered him my sociely and services to wait npoi
him, also my wife ; this he'accepted, and toak it as «
great Kindness, and I was with him from that time all
through his illness, and at the moment of his death, ax
he would not allow any ather person to wait on him.
He beeame daily weaker, and I proposed his having
medical advice, but he refused, saying it was of no
use, as he was not in any kind of pain.” 1 got him all
kinds of nourishment to regain his strengthy, but 1 per-
ceived it was of no usc, and Legged him to allow me
to send for a doelor 3 and afler my repeated advice, he
consented. About a fortnight before he died, and by
his wish, I called on Mr, Gasquet, a conntryman of his.
also conversed with him about his aflairs, telling him
of the propriety of making his will. The doctor
informed his Priest, Mr. Holdstack, of his illness, and
he came to visit him, and arranged about liis affitirs,
and on Monday, March the 1si, he brouglt a Mr.
Coolke, a barrster-at-law, and they took his instruc-

|¥ions about his property, and ordered me out of the:

yoom.  After they went, ho told me they had got the
instroetions, and Thursday was fixed for settlement,
but he regretted the small sum therein mentioned for
me ; that he promised to give me the dividend of £112
that would Dbecome due on the 5th of April, of whiclk
circumstanees I told the doctor the next moming, ax
well as what money and goods might be in the lionse
at the time of his death; and fiuther added, for my
very great. kindness and attention to him a1l throusd,
his 1llness} he should make a much greater provision,
for he had the greatest confidence in me, and esteeme!
me his dearest {ricrid, taking the part of those friends
he had so many years been exiled from. From this
time he tuok to his bed, aml never got up again, he
felt himgelf so ilLand weak. OuN\?ednésday he told
me he feqrscin savald notlivo 11l the followin g-'ﬂ%,‘_
(the tirie %A tosettle his wifoirsyund inihe oveil 6
dying before that {ime, he instructed me to inform his
sister, Julien Came, at. Laval; in France, of ail his
affairs, which he made me fully acquainted with, and
his Jast wish and desire for her to see me very hand-
somely provided for, as was his intention; but he
rallied, and on Thnrsday settled his affaire, and while
the documents were being read he expressed his regrot
at the small sum mentioned for me, but should alie:
it. 'This was in the presence of all parties. After
they left he was very communicative with me and one
of the witnesses to the will, and then proposed 1o add
a codicil to the will in my favor to lake o share in that
which he had left his relations ; which T named to M.
Cooke, the excentor, on Saturday morning, when he
called on him by appointment, but could not stay to
sce him then, having nrgent business to attend (03 he
advised me not to call iy person to make the cudicil ;
bit whon he called in the afternoon he was ne morc.
Neither the doetor or myself considered him so near
death ; but, alas! Death took him 1o his arms before
he could complete his last desire up to the moments of
his death, and 1 have now to leave myself in the all-
protecting hands of Providence, to influence yon to do
for me that which was his iitention and order for you
to do as he died, and that I may yet bo considered
worthy ot your sympathy and generosity, in accord-
ance with the last sacred wish and desire of your he-
loved Lrother. When you come to this country io
seltle the business, f shall be most happy to sec any
of the family, to introduce them to a Freneh gentic-
man, his friend, who can speak of the deceascdss
attachment to me, and his intention of rewarding me
as before deseribed. T shall be most happy to hear
from you on the receipt of this letfer, and if you want
any {urther information on the matter, I shall be most
happy to give iL.

< With every respeet, [ remain, madam, your most
obedient servant,

“Marrnew Hamsrox,”

As was justly and forcibly observed by one of the
counsel for the defence, this letter “ affords the most
perfect comment on the aflidavit of Hamilton. <1t
evidently contains the truth of the case, so far as he
was capable of telling the truth. 1f there had been
any such a transaction—if he had suspected any such
a transaction, as he now pretends, how ready would
he have been to have disclosed his suspicions, and
claimed the merit and reward of his disclosare. The
letter displays the one low grovelling hope or expee-
tation that he should be able to extract a {ew pounds
from the charity of M. Carre’s relations, at a time
when the validity or invalidity of Popish gifts or
endowments had not entered into the imagination.”

In fact, we might safely leave any unprejudiced
reader to characterise the whole affair after compar-
ing this letter and the evidence concocted by this
same Hanmilton, since the rabid fear of Popery in the
public mind has afforded scamps and sharpers of all
kinds such an excellent capital.

We proceed, however, to give some details as to
the transaction, derived from the affidavits of Mr.
Holdstock, Mr. Cooke, M. Angier, and others. The
question very much comes tathis. Here is Matthew
Hamilton, swears to one story—the defendants swoar’
to another ; which is to be believed—Matthew Ham-

dton, the greedy, disappointed, vulgar-minded man,



