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thian nothing, for it was not proved that it bo-
loinged to Constance, or that the blood wzm
not natuiral, which, indeod, it would appear it
was, and titis accounts for its nover having
been scen again afler having been shown to a
miedical utan. Tire fact, indeed, that it wvas
foui.d seorcted downstairs, points rather, as
doos another faett not provcd in evidence, to
tho servants.

It is surprising that a person, should have
supposed for a nmoment that Constance shouîd
have clestroyod one bloody garment and secre-
ted another downstairs, in a place where it
must have been found. The evidence, indeed,
showed that she had not destroyed a night-
dress, for the housemaid proved that the one
which wvas missing was the orne seen and
shown to several persons on the morning of
the inurdor; and the two others werc found;
and the girl hiad but three. The detective,
whose blundering in the case strongly showed
the wvant of persons of sorne intellect to under-
takie suchi cases, had got an idea into his head,
just oue of those ideas which ignorant persons
takze Up s0 readily, and cannot brin- to the
test of caroful and enlarged exaniination of al
the fiacts. Hlis idea was that the nightdress
put into the basket was not the orne worn
during the bloody deed, but one put into the
basket in substitution for it, and witbdrawn
to put in its place--leaving the absence of a
third to L.e accounted for by a supposed loss
by the Iaundress.

It no doubt would hoc absurd to suppose
that Constance, a sharp, sensible girl, should
have put a nightdress which had been bloody,
into tho basket, or that she should at once
raise susplicion ngainst hierseif by withidrawing
one front the baskz£et the loss of which the

lu trv- qcullery a chiemie wrapped up in a tiîick brown paper
1 tool, it iti> the stablo In the, yard to examino il. andi whilo
ffleupa et!. police r-uperintendent Foloy camo. andi 1 -iowed
It to hlm. Th-3re was blooti on Ir. bIr. Foiov took It away,
aud eak bu wortid shajw It to a rnedl.s, gentlemnan. 1 bave
not & eu it Fînce. Tito blondi waa ou tite lower p)art of the
rIOiamse ter a gtt i o liaot. Thebiood
was on bot te fore anti hinder part. 1 do flot think that
there was any blond! ou the garmerit about lte shouides, part.
The marks of 1lood anti mears; uealy covereti tho iower part
ofthe dress. Thuy were hotu boforeo and beitint. I founid
the chitnise on tho Salurdav afternoon about four o'clock.'
Iiy ilr. ilodway: ' 1 don't knw of rny own knowledge.
iehether the cheinife wa ever bhown to a miedical mtan. 1
bave n..ver seau it sincs.'"'

tjI There la one tact whlcit ha* nneer vet corne to light
from first t0 fast. Iu tii ca"t. It will ho rueifmieret hat
the rn:n-servant and boys swore that witen titey cleancti tho
kulves anti forks In thtq pantry on Ibo unorning of the mur-
d1er, .JUne 30, til lthe kolves were titere, anti not ons wax

rnsîîg hortiy aItar the aisrovery of the ourder, the
local pblre, in scrutinising lthe ior-ilrty of the pautry, î-
peucti tn tatie p.trticîîlar notice of the knif.cr.f-ning machine.
They applii.d a turnscrew tn the screws. and foundtrimmo
eubiiv yild. -penet thte macitine, exantineti tite Insido, aud
a lhw.htdidpultry kuiftl, 'tlth spots as of blooti clea'iy
'cl-ild upu the Mlle, was dIF.cavered hiddten timere. Tis
circuntetance. lîke that of t, staîinet piece oflînen fontdin
tti huer iiue-wheter important or unîmporiant we do
not IIuy- wwaa kept 8trictly :ecrût, anti It was oniy ity a sirat-
aizenit hat the writer coniriveti to get an arkunrwledgntent,
that sncb a knife, wlth such atains as desurlitet upon thte
Mlde, hat! been round lu lthe 1cnife-cieRnin;; machine. Titis
kulfe. when last sen, viicit watt about fi tir yearg auo, wag Iu
tho poq.ce"~ion 0f lte pnlice. Wito knnwx. If titis hati been
producei a*' lthe dîne, witat aid il miglit have retidered ams a
link lu titi ciaint of ovidture la the elucidation of thte ntys-
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laundress was certain to discoveranii leclarc?
-as she did-that very <l:y ;nnd tii nl-
thoughi soveral %vitnesses itati setu hotu drùc-e.
and found nolhing ta observe tîpon tlieîî.
Thus sho wouid gratuitoîîsiy andiînîe-sn
rily have oxposed hiergeif to a fatal and1 iijc
niovable suspicion. If lier stateuîîent is trile,
the "detective" was wrong- uitogetiter; for
she says the tlress put hîto the basket was the
orne worn while sire did the bloody deed. ()n
the probable truth of this it is enoughi to nh.
sprvo that it was too absurd evel l'or the
detective to suppose; and no one, sureiy, can
beliove that, suplpos;ing the nighituress lînti
sucb traces tlîat she shoîild have feit it neves-
sary to withdraw it anI incur the cortaiutv of

* novable suspicion, the persons, maie aînd
fen.ae, wbo had examinod it on the înornitug
of the rnîrder, i-oid not have observeul thoqe
traces. Four the prescrit, however, it is enouzh,
to notice that if the confession is truc the
detectîve's theory w-as ivrong; and that the
undoubtod facts in tire case are not to ho
reconciled with either the one or the othier.
llowever, there was orne fact w-hichi lad a fiatal
eWfect upon the girl-tlie niglitdress, beyoudl a
doubt, w-as missing. And that fitet ruimed
honr. It was a fact wviich couid not, w-e think,
be expiained on any credibie theory of lier
quili. But, on the other hand, it coîîid not
ho explained on any theory of bier innoren-e,
except upon this, that some one olso, iîuipli-
catcd in the crime, and an inniate of the
bouse, had withdrawn, the drcss froin the bas
ket, in order to divort suspicion and throwv it
on Constance ; an d it is obsorvable that abnut
a week after the munden, the nurse, beiuug
thon hersoîf under suspicion anti surveillance
of the police, renîarked upon the fact that
thoc nightdress was mnissing as coe-tain to
Icad to a disciosure of the guilty party ; and
went so fan, according to two witnesscs, as to
state that she hierseif hiad seen the drcss put
into the basket, wvhich she nt onlce denied ;
but they, on their oath, asserted that slhe h:îd
said so, and it was one of tc fluets given in
evidence against ber.

Tis shows that it might have occuirred to
any ininate w-ho w-as conscious of guilt or sus-
picion, to sook to throw te suspicion off ia
ir. this w-ny. Snicb a course bas been known
to ho takien by a person suspecte(], thoîîgh not
guilty ; and, once talion, of course could neyer
ho acknow-iedgcd ; for, on the other hand, it
would ho deled, iii ail likelihlood, a fiLai
proof of guiit. So that the more fact that the
dress w-as Missingr proved î'othingr against the
porson to w-bon it beiongod, as othens in Lhe
bouse hiad ',le opportunity of removing iL, and
on the othor hand, of course that person nitust
a1lvays romain open to suspicion, unicss its
remroval was brought home to any one cisc.
The act of abstracting the dress, whoeve- did
1t, was secret, and no one w-ould ho iikelv to
confess w-bat it w-ould ho probably fatali to
acknowiedge. An litternpt w-as mnde, on the
hcaring of the case against the nui-se, to con-
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