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CAPITAL PIZE, $150,000.

¢ We do hereby certify that we supervise
the arrangements for all the Monthly and
8Semi-Annual Drawings of The Louisiana

manage and control the Drawings them-
selves, and that the same are conducted
with honesty, fairness, and in good faith
toward all parties, and we authorise the
Uun?onyto use this certificate, with fac-
fimiles of eur signatures attached, in its
advertisements,”

Commissieners.

Louisisna State Lottery Company.

Incorporated in 1868 for 25 years by the Legis-
:t&n lgﬁd:la?o:ld ard Charitable p
) of $1,000,000—to which a reserve
fund of over $550,000 has since been added.
v:’m‘:d o‘vurwhd'm::g popnhrsvpu iéa franchise
& & part of e present State Constitution
adopted December 2d A. D. 879. .

Its Grand le Number D 1
take aoen?g::ghly. It neves m;:aw el

or post-
pones. k at the followingdistribution
176th Grand Monthly

Bxtraodinary Semi-Annual Drawing,

1M THE ACADEMY OF MUSIC NEW ORLEANS,
UM«}!}. peno{ﬂ auptvl::ito):l;mlierﬁalnsgeﬁenc .
/ Gen. G T. BEAURBGARD, of Lomsiana, aud
Gen. JUBAL A. X, of Virginia.

Capita! Prize,$160,000

&F'Notice —Tickets are Ten Dollars
only. Halves, $5. Fifths$2 Tenths $1.
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2279 Prizes amounting to $522,500,
Application for rates te Clubs should be made
n\,lpo the Office of the Company in New Orleans.
or further information write clearly, giving
full address. PgsTAL NDTE% Ex{wress
Money Orders, or New York Exchange in ordinary
letter. t ncy by Expreu (all sums of 5 and
ot our 3d q

M. A. Dauphin,
New Orleans, La.

or M. A. Dauphin,
607 Beventh St., Washington, D. C

Make P. l?e Money Orders payable and wddress

ﬁgmmd tters to :
ew Orleans National Bank,
New Orleans, La.
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POWDER
Absolutely Pure.

This powder never varies. A marvel of purity,
strength and whol More ical
than the ordinary kinds, and cannot be sold in
competition with the multitude of low test, short
weight, alum or phosphate powders. Sold only in
;m;. Rovar Bakive Powper Co., 106 Wall-st.,

CURE

@ick Headache and relieve all tho troubles inci-

dent 10 a bilious state of the a{ntem, such as Diz-
ess, Nauses, wainess, Distress after eatin,
in in the 8ide, &c. While their most

tble success has been shown in curing

Sl

eadache,yet Carter’sLittle Liver Pillsare equall

Fnlnnble in Constipation, curing and re:gntinz
this annoying complaint, while they also correct
ull disorders of the stomach, stimulate the liver
tnd regulate the bowels, Even if they only cured

HEAD

Ache they weuld bealmost priceless to those who
suffer from this distressing complaint; but fortu-
pately their goodness does not end here, and those
who once try them will find these little ai:ll valu-
sble in 80 many ways that they willnot be willing
o do without them. But after all sick head

ACH

Is thebane of so many lives that here is where we
make our great boast. Our pills cure it while
others do not. r
Carter's Little Liver Pills are very small and
very easy to take. One or two pills makea dose.
They I;! -It,rit:‘tl:yi vegetable ul: do]not gri :r
It eir e action please all who
-’3."&@. nviallgsgscenu: five for $1. Bold

by druggists everywhere, or sent by m: 3
CARTER MEDICINE CO.,
New York City.

SAD IRONS.

RS. POTTS® SAD IRONS.
ain,

Polished and
Nickle-plated

For SALR AT LowesT PRICES BY
H. P. MARQUIS,
Cunard St.Chatham

NOTICE OF SALE

remark

To Onesiphore Turgeon, of the City of New York
in the State of NewYork,one of theUnited States
of America, and Margaret E. his wife, and all
others whom it may concern.

Notice is hereby given that under and by virtue
of a Power of Sale contained in a certain Inden.
ture of Mor! bearing date the twenty second
day of April, in the year of our Lord one thousand
eight hundred and eighty fonr, and made between
the said Onesiphore Turgeon, then und therein
described as formerly of Bathurst in the County
of Gloucester, but now in the City of New York,
in the State of New York, and Margaret E.Turgeon
wife of the said Onesiphore Turgeon, of the one

and the undersigned John Windsor of Petit
her, in the Parish of Beresford in the said

County of Gloucester and Province of New Bruns-

wick, Merchant, of the other part and which

Mortgage is duly recorded in Volume 30 No. 395,

wu 571, 572, 873, 6574 and 575 of the Gloucester

unty Records, there will,forthe purpose of sat-

Istyiog the moneys secured by the said Indenture

of Mortgage, default having been made in the

yment thereof, be sold at Pubiic Auction in
t of the Court House in Bathurst in the

County of Gloucester, on Saturday, the third day

of January next, at the hour of 12 o’clock, neon,

the land and premises mentioned and described in
the said Indenture of Mortgage as follows, viz: —

“All those certain lots pjeces or parcels of land

“‘and premises situate, lying and being in St

*‘Peter’s Village, in the Parish of Bathurst. afore-

“said, being lots number thirteen (13) eight (3)

“‘seven (7)8ix(6) in Deputg Ellis’ survey plan

“‘dated 25th day of July, A. D. 1876 and containing

*“one hundred perches more or less, said pieces or

“parcels of land were conveyed to the said

& t E. Turgeon by Elzear Matle by Deed

“‘bearing date the nineteenth day of October A,

“D. 1883 as by reference thereto will more fully

appear ;" together with all and singular the build-

ings and iwprovements thereon,and the privileges
to the same belonging

Dated the twenty-eighth day of October A. D.
1884,

JOHN WINDSOR.
Mortgagee

BUSINESS NOTIOE.

@The “MIRAMICLL ... aNCR” 8 published at Chat-
ham, Miramichi, N. B., evex THURSDAY morning
in time for despatch by ® earliest mails of
that day

(t s sent to any address in Canada, the United
States or Great Britain (Postage prepaid by the Pub
sher) at the following rates ;:—

One year, in advance, = - - <
After 6 months, - - - -

Advertisements are placed under classified head
ngs

Advertisements, other than yearly or by the sea
on, are inse at five cents per line nonpareil, (or
sixty cents per inch) for 1st insertion, and two

nis per line (or twenty cents per imch) for each
continuation.

Yearly, or season, advertisements are taker. a. th
rate of $6-75 an inch per year. The matte
n space secured by the year, or season, may b
changed under arrangement masde therefor with th
Publisher.

The ““ MiRAMICHT ADVANCE” having 1ts 1&rge circu
lation distributed principally in the Counties of Kent

or 1and, G an ig: (New

runswick), and in Bonaventure aqd Gaspe (Q_ue-
bec), among communities en in Lumbemgg,
Fishing and Agricuitural pursuits, offers superior
nducsments to advertisers. Address

Editor ¢ Mi h

$1.50
.00.

N B.

i Ad

)

Mivamichi Ddvance,
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The Bathurst Grand Jury Matter.

As promised last week, we have made
the fullest possible enquiry in reference
to the facts on which we based our
censure of 13th inst., of the Gloucester
grand jury, at the recent County
Court Circuit at Bathurst. The grand
jury’s alleged failure to do tneir duty
was thus presented in our regular
Bathurst correspondence,—

The Queen vs. Fabien Hachey. .

The grand jury ignored the Bill in this
cause and made presentment to the court
that justices should be cautioned against
sending up such trivial cases for trial and
on such slight evidence, thereby causing
expense to the Counnty.

In replying his honor said he could not
endorse the presentment of the grand
jury, as the offence laid in the indictment
was oneof a very grave nature that of
maiming cattle being a felony under the
criminal law and liable to heavy punish.
ment. From reading the depositions he
had no hesitation in saying there was
ample evidence on which to commit the
prisoner, as they disclosed a full confes-
sion made before the justice and he re:
gretted that there should be such a fail-
ure of justice. His honor theu discharged
the prisoner who, while his honor was
addressing him, confessed to his guilt.

The above caused us to make the

following comment.
», Our Bathurst notes furnish evidence of
agrand jury contribating to a disgraceful
failure of justice. There is no crime more
cowardly and bratal than that of which
the prisoner in the case was guilty, and
yet the grand Jury, while failing in their
duty, attempted to censure the commiting
justice. Judge Wilkinson’s reproof was
promptly and none too severely adminis-
tered. This is not the first instance in
which the jury system has been brought
into contempt in Gloucester. The dull,
or corrupt moral perceptions of many men
who serve as jurymen both there, and
elsewhere in Canada, seem to disqualify
them for such sacred and responsible
duties.”

We publish, in connection with these
remarks,aquite fullreport of the proceed-
ings of the Court, as far as they relate
to the cases that were before the grand
jury. The remarks of his honor, Judge
Wilkinson, in reference to the Hachey
case do not, we are bound to say,
convey exactly the reproof which, on
13th, we balieved he had administered
and we may say that if the fuller report,
which we publish in this issue,had been
before &is on 13th we would not have felt
called upon to censure the grand jury
exactly as we did. Butthere was, un-
doubtedly, a positive failure of justice.
The prisoner had,maliciously, wounded
and maimed a dumb brute,and evidence
of the fact that he had admtted he
was guilty of the crime appeared in the
depositions that were laid before the
grand jury from the committing justice’s
court. The grand jury waited in van,
it appears, one day for a witness, but
they could not, from the testimony he
gave at the preliminary exmination,
have expected him te give material
evidence, and, in their wisdom, they
determined that they were warrant-
ed in not only concluding that the
prisoner was charged with a trivial
offence and ought not to be put on his
trial, but that the committing justice
should be censured. Itis quite evident
that on these points they made a mis-
take. The judge seems %o have been
under the impression that they really
hac sufficient evidence before them on
which to place the prisoner on his trial,
for after they had made their present-
ment he reminded them that it was not
their province to try the prisoner, but
only to determine whether there was
sufficient evi-'ence to raise a presump-
tion of guil:. Considering the gravity
of the crim: - charged ,the jury made a
great mistake in the form of their pre-
sentment, to say the least. It is also
difficult to understand how—with the
evidence submitted at the preliminary
examination before them—they could
feel justified in referring in terms of
censure to the committing justice.

Through his honor’s remarks, how-
ever, there was an evident desire mani-
fested not to wound their sensibilities
while administering the antidote neces-
sary to neutralise the moral poison of
their ill-timed and undeserved, though
indirect censure of the committing jus
tice, and the only thing to be done in
order to test the manner in which the
grand jury performed their duty is to
enquire into the extenuating assump-
tions with which his houor covered that
body’s evident mistakes.

In dealing further with this subject it
may not be out of place tb test the
competency of the grand jury. Wedo
not, for a moment, questien their ex-
cellence as citizens, in a gefieral sense,
but, as we are informed that 2 number
cf the “‘gentlemen of
very much incensed over our remarks,
we propose to show that they hardly
understood their position. It is claimed
in their behalf, that they did not mean
what they said in their presentment.—
That is, when they said the vffence was
a trivial one they meant that the evi-
dence on which the charge wassupported
wostrivial. That idea was kindly suggest-
ed to them by the judge,but nota man of
them made any attempt to change what
they had presented,and—in the face of a
hint which almost any other body of
men in their position weuld have taken
—they stood by what they now claim
was a clerical error, and letit go on re-
cord as the opinion of the Grand Inquest
of Gloucester that itisa trivial offence
to wound and maim cattle.

So much for a matter affecting the
jury’s competency as tested in open
court. Now, let us enquire into the
probable means by which they arrived
at the conclusion that no crime had
been committed. In the first place

the jury” are

LANDRY & O’BRIEN

Bolicitors for Mortgagee. Lyl

they had before them the depositions

taken by the committing magistrate.
These informed them that certain wit-
nesses had sworn that the prisoner con-
fessed to them that he had maimed
the animal as charged in the indict-
ment. Two witnesses to whom the
prisoner had thus confessed went before
the grand jury and gave testimony.
One of these (was the the prosecutor.
Was ke muzzled or browbeaten or sup.
pressed? The grand jury had befere them
also,a witness who, according to the de-
positions, had sworn that he had heard
the prisoner threaten to commit the
crime charged. Of course, we are not
in a position to say what these witnesses
proved when before the grand: jury, but
if they did not perjure themselves when
before the committing justice,they must
have had very convenient memories and
been encouraged in indulging them be-
fore the grand jury, or that body could
never have arrived at the conclusion
they did. Having some grand jury ex-
perience we know what a lever evidence
taken ata preliminary hearing ‘is in
bringing even unwilling witnesses to
book, and we cannot escape the con-
viction that there are few grand juries,
which, under the circumstances, would
have allowed themselves to go on record
as that at Bathurst did in this case. At
all events, it is to be hoped that in the
interest of law and humanity the magis-
tracy of Gloucester will not be intimi-
dated by the jury’s uncalled for censure
from doing their duty in auch cases as
that of Hachey who, even while being
acquitted,admitted his guilt.

Gloucester County Court.

The fall circuit of the Gloucester Coun-
ty Court met on Tuesday, 11th Nov. inst.
The grand jury answered to their names
and having been sworn and chosen their
foreman stood as follows,—

John E. Baldwin, Foreman.
Thomas Hall, Richard Smyth,
James G. Arceneau, Hilarion Doucet,
Thomas Leahy, Wm. L. O'Brien,
Colin Nevins, James Thomson,
Albert Carter, Bernard Commeau,
William Rodgers, Peter F. Godin,
George R. Hachey, Fabien Arceneau,
Antoine S. Hachey, Joseph J. Melancon,
Alex. C. Doucet,  Joseph H. Mann,
Michael Power, Thormas L. Smith,

John Calnan.

The Judge said he was pleased, as he
always was, to meet, at ‘the autumn Cir-
cuit of the County Courts, a Gloucester
Grand Jury, for, as usual, he had to com-
pliment its members oo their full, pune-
tual and regular attendance. He need
not say, again, what an important factor
the Grand Jury made in the administra-
tion of the Criminal law, and how impor-
tant it was that such a body should be a
fairly representative body of the intelli-
gence, the property and law-abiding
character of the County ;'and he was glad
to see on the jury many whom he person-
ally knew as possessing these qualities,
and from his frequent visits to the Coun-
ty he had grown familiar with the faces
of most of them. From those he knew he
doubted not the whole might fairly be
clagssed as men well suited to compose a
Grand Jury. He thought the Sheriff
might well be congratulated on the selec-
tion for the present occasion.

At this autumnal season of the year,
His Honor said it seemed a fitting occasion
to note the returns of the agriculturalist
for his labor, and the products of the
fisheries; and although these returns were
not, perhaps, greater than usual in this
County —possibly not so great—we had
yet great cause of thankfuluess. ' If our
blessings were always the same in these
regards we should be less able and, per-
haps, less likely to observe God’s provi-
dences. It is only by observing the ups
and downs of life—its smnoothness and its
roughness,ite shade and sunshine—that we
are able justly to estimate the many
blessings we enjoy and to recollect the
great Source of goodness from whence
they all spring.

But if the returns of agriculture and
the fisheries, and the state of trade and
commerce, generally, in this County, were
not all that could be desired, he thought
adverse seasons were felt less in an agri-
cultural district like Gloucester than in a
purely manufacturing district. In the
latter case pecple were thrown out of
work and they had few resources, living
too often from hand te mouth. It must
not be forgotten that these changes and
vicissitudes were almost incidental to
trade and commerce. Those who have
lived long and been close observers noted
no doubt, from time to time, the succeed-
ing waves of prosperity and adversity, or,
as we say, of good times and poor times,
The present state of depression was not
peculiar to our own country. It prevailed
in the Mother Country, in the United
States and, more or less, all over the
world. It was not peculiar to any par.
“ticular system of trade policy, for it
affected the whole and might be said to
be a rule, or, at all events an incidental
law of trade snd commerce. We must
only hope that the adverse wave is well
vigh spent and with the new year and
the Caraquet Railway completed—as
there was every probability it would be,
as far as Caraquet, at least, by this time
next year—a general season of prosperity
was in prospect for the County.

In regard to the special duties which
had called the grand jury together he re-
gretted to say there were two cases of
felony to be presented to them—the first
in order of time, a case of fargery ; the
other a charge of maiming and wounding
cattle.

In the first named case, the offence
charged divided itseif into two branches,

‘| viz—the forgery itself—which might be

defined as, lst, the making of a false do-
cument with intent to defraud ; and, 2nd,
the uttering, disposing of, or putting off
of the forged paper, knowing the same to
be forged, with intent to defraud. The
charge against the accused i the present
case was that he had, on or about lst
May last, forged a4 promissory note for
$50, payable to himself or order at the
agency of the Merchants’ Bank of Halifax
in three months after the date, and had
forged the names of thres mnakers to it ;
that he had endorsed it and, afterwards,
passed it off and had it discounted at the
Bank, as a genuine note, kno wing it to be
forged. If the evideace should satisfy
the jury that the accused had been guilty
of both, or either charge, it would be
their daty to find a true bill, according
as they should determine,

So far as the false making or forgery
was concerned. it was seldom that the
crime could be proved by a witness pres.
ent at the forgery, for crime in general
secks secrecy aud it is, comparatively
speaking, seldom that direct-personal evi-
dence could be adduced of a person pres-
ent at the forgery and, to establish the
forgery the jury would have to be satis-
tied—that the note was written and false-
ly made by the accused. To prove for-
gery, the handwriting has to be proved, as
in other cases, by persons having seen the
accused write, knowing the hand-writing

7
writing to be that of the accused, if, of ‘ look at the matter in the most favorable \ whois to be
itself, unexplained would be prima facie way possible, with the hope the prisoner | justice or the grand ju!

But if it should | had learned a lesson which he would | further say that a gran
be proved to the satisfaction of the jury | never forget. The sentence was thatL

evidence of the forgery.

that the accused wrote a letter to the!
Bank enclosing the note and pointing to |
the position, character and property
standing of the alleged makers of the note
as an inducement to the Bank to discount
the note and accept it as genuine, and the |
note was in fact not made by such pre-
tended makers, unexplained, this
would be very strong evidence of buth the
forgery and the uttering. The judge read
the section of the law bearing on the
subject, 32 and 33 Vic., ch. 19, section
25, and observed that it was of the
essense of the offence, that it sheuld be
done ‘‘with intent to defraud.,” But, if
they should come to the conclusion that
the note was forged and negotiated by the
prisoner, in the way and for the purpose
described, the inevitable conclusion of
law would be that it was done ‘‘with in-
tent to defraud;” and it would make no
difference, in point of law, as to the com-

of the off gh there was
0o one present in the mind of the accused
that he intended to defraud ; or, in fact,
that he did not intend to actually defraud
any one, but intended to pay the note at
maturity, or that he actually paid the
note after it became due—if the legal
offence were complete at the time of the
uttering.

th

As regards the other charge, namely,
maiming and wounding cattle, it was
made against an individual residing in the
Parish of Beresford. Though happily
with us not a very common offence, it
was, nevertheless, a ‘serious one and had
to be dealt with. His Honor read the
section under which the indictment was
framed—32 and 33 Vic. ch. 22, sec. 45.

‘“Whosoever unlawfully and maliciously
*‘kills, maims, wounds, poisons or injures
‘‘any cattle is guilty of felony and shall
*‘be liable to be imprisoned in the peniten.
‘‘tiary for any term mnot exceeding 14 yrs.
‘“‘and not less than 2 yrs. or, to be im-
‘“‘prisoned in any other gaol or place of
‘“‘confinement for not less than 2 yrs. with
*‘or without hard labor and with or with-
“‘out solitary confinement.”

He explained that the charge in the
present case was for ‘‘maiming” in one
count, and ‘‘wounding’ in & second. As
applied to persons he explained that “to
maim” was to injure any part of & man’s
body, which might render him in fighting
less able to defend himself or annoy his
enemy, aod that ‘‘to wound” the contin-
wity of the skin must be broken. In
other words the outer covering of the
body, i. e., the whole skin, not the mere
caticle or upper skin, must be divided.

He said that they would readily be
able to apply this to the brate creation,
But if the same evidence c¢ame before
them as was given in the preliminary ex-
amination, they would have ne difficulty
in determining that there was a wouoding
at least, the wound being said to extend
5 inches and to reach to the bone,

As regarded the proof of the commis-
sion of the offence by the sccused, that
rested very much on the admission of the
accused, himself and the efforts made to
settle the matter. 1If, said his' honor,
you have the sume evidence that I have
read in the depositions you will have no
difficulty in finding a bilk. ~What you
have to do in these cases is not to try the
cause but simply to say if there is suffi-
cient prima facie evidenge, as adduced by
the Crown to put the accused on his trial.
If the accused can show any justification
of the act, or if anything can ' be =®aid 1n
mitigation of the offence it may properly
be done in defence on the trial of theac-
cused, but it isnot the province of the
graud jury to try the accused. And it is
to be observed that it is of the substauce
of the offence that it be done ‘‘unlaw-
fully and maliciously ’ and here the judge
said that malice must be presumed where
any wrongful act is done intentionally
without just cause or excuse; and that
though in common acceptation it means
‘“ill will” against a person, in its legal
sense it means a wrongful act done inten-
tionally without just cause or excuse, and
that if a man maims cattle without know-
ing whose they are, he does it of malice,
because it is a wrongful act and done in-
tentionally; and if, said his homor, the
same evidence comes before you as 1 have
read in the depositions, you will have no
difficulty in this view of the case, the ac.
cdyed having admitted that he had done
the act by throwing an axe at the cow &c,

The Jury found a true bill in the Forg-
ery case on both counts,

On Saturday 15th Nov. the trial com.
meanced and after it was proceeded with
aud the evidence of one of the principal
witnesses was given Mr. Landry, acting
for the prisouer, said that after consulting
with the prisoner he had assumed the
great responsibility of recommending and
now asking leave of the court to with-
draw the plea of not guilty, and the
prisouner stated it was his wish that this
should be done and that the prosecuting
officer of the Crown had promised to state
that, as a matter of fact, the note had
been paid by the prisoner (arranged be-
fore the proceedings were: taken.) The
plea was thereupon withdrawn. The in-
dictment was then read again to the
prisoner and after the judge taking pains
to awaken caution in the prisoner and to
ascertain that he fully understood the
import of what he was doing, the prisoner
pleaded guilty.

The Judge thereupon said that in view
of what had just taken place—he felt that
the responsibility of the prisoner’s counsel
had been wisely exercised iu the prison-
er’s behalf, for in view of the evidence
which had already been given. and the
strong evidence ' against the prisoner
which he felt certain from reading the
depositions weuld be given, it would be
impossible for any Jury to withstand its
force and the legal crime of forgery must
necessarily be established. The mitiga-
ting circumstances would be more likely
to be favorably considered than by a per-
sistant endeavor to escape punishment at
all hazards. While it was perfectly clear
to him that the legal crims of forgery had
been committed, that the act was done by
the prisoner and with the legal intent to
defraud, yet he felt he could read between
the lines and he was satisfizd, from the
evidence and from the letters and conduct
of the prisoner that he, in fact, never in-
tended or expected that any one would be
called upon for the payment of the note,
and that but for unseen and untoward
circumstances and sickness, the prisoner
would have taken up the note fully and
promaptly when due. All this, however,
did not make the false making and utter-
ing of the note any the less forgery. But
he felt that in the large discretion given
him, it was his duty to look at the mo-
tive of the prisoner and what he did,
apart from the legal intent of the Act to
defraud. It was clear to him that so far
as the individual was concerned all forg-
eries were not equally heinous and im-
moral, though as regards society they
were equally dangerous, and the grada-
tions were easy and very perilous.

The crown officer prayed that sen-
tence might be passed.

The judge therenpon said that under

and, from such koowledge, believing the | the circumstances he had endeavored to

prisoner be confined in the County goal
of the County for one year from this date.

Ap regards the other case, one of the
wituesses who gave evidence on the pre-
liminary examination did not appear be-
fore tbe Grand Jury. After waiting a
day in vain for his appearance the Grand
Jury ignored the Bill and broughkt into
court the following presentment,

To His Honor Judge Wilkinson, Judge

Co. Court—

Sir,—We the Grand Inquest of the
County of Gloucester for the County
Court November term, beg to present
that Justices of the Peace for the said
County should be cautioned against com-
mitting for trial persons charged with
such trivial offences as that contained in
the Indictment of the Queen vs, Fabien
Hachey—there not being any evidence
whatever before us of any such offence
being committed, thereby putting the
County to unnecessary expense.

(Signed) Jor~ E. BALDWIN, Foreman

Grand Jury Room, Nov. 5 1884.

The judge, after reading the present-
ment said he could not agree with the
grand jury, that the charge was a trivial
one and he thought they, probably, meant.
only that the evidence failed to support
the charge. The charge itself was a very
serious one and, by the act,made a felony,
subjecting a party guilty of the crime to
severe punishment in the interest of the
brute creation, and to prevent cruelty to
animals who, even though they might be
trespassing, were only following their
natural propensities and had no power to
distinguish right from .wrong. In such
cases the fault was with the owners of
the sattle or the owners of adjoining
lands who failed to keep up proper fences.
Of course, without knowing what evidence
had been before the jury, he was unable
to say how far the charge was supported,
but he begged to say that in the depo-
sitions which he had read—if the same
evidence had come before them—he
thought there was evidence for the finding
of a bill. It rested mainly on the ad-
mission of the accused. He thought he
ought, perhaps, to have emphasized more
particularly in his charge to them that a
man’s own admission or confession of a
crime was evidence against him, and was
material to the issue. He then read an
authority pdinting out the import of a
confession, &c.

He agreed with the jury that in cases
where offences could as well be disposed
of summarily or on summary trials, it was
very undesirable to bring the matters be.
fore & grand jury, for by doing so great
expense was caused to the County and
Province in keeping in attendance at
court & large numbec of jurors and wit-
nesses —often from a-great distance -and
with no more satisfactory results. Oa
the other hand, there was some danger
that the presentment might discourage
the bringing to justice some matters that
ought properly to come before the court,
and he could only hope that the magis.
trates would wisely and rightly distin-
guish between the cases which should
and should not be brought before the
courts. And with this caution and sug-
gestion, which he hoped would appear
with and accompany the presentment, he
knew not how better the justices could
Jearn the suggestion of the grand jury
than by having the presentment then
publicly read. [Which was done.] The
judge then dissharged the jury, thanking
them for their preseutment, aiming as it
did at the gemeral interest, and the
avoidance of any unnecessary expensefo
the public.

It was then moved that the accused
and his bail might be released from their
recognisances.

The judge then told the accused that
the grand jury, he ‘presumed throungh the
want of evidence merely, had been unable
to find a bill,but that if the same evidence
had come before them that was given on
the preliminary examination, he would
find he would have had to deal with a
very serious matter. He was aware that
it was very provoking to have cattle in
the prisoner’s crop, but all the evidence
showed it was bis own fault, by neglect.
ing to keep up his fence, and he ought
not, therefore, if he did do so, to maltreat
cattle,

[The accused was here understood to
acknowledge that he did so.]

The judge continued that he hoped it
would be a good lesson to him and said it
would not be well for the accused to be
brought before the Court again on a simi-
lar charge, or the probability was he
would not escape so easily.

The prisoner and his bail were then re-
leased from their recognizances.

Just before going to press we receiv-
ed the following letter from the com-
mitting justice in the case,—

To the Editor of the Miramicki Advance.

Dear SIR,—I observed, lately, articles
published 1n reference to a case brought
before the grand jury at the last session
of the County Court held in the County
of Gloucester, namely, the Queen va.
Fabien Hachey for wounding a cow, the
property of Mr. Hilarion Doucet. An
attempt was made by the jury to thréw
some blame on the commutting justice
who held the examination. In order to
throw some light vn the matter and jus.
tify my decision, I beg to say that when
the examination took place before me two
witnesses testified that Hachey had goue $»
Mr. Doucet’s that morning and confessed
he had wounded the lntﬁs cow and was
ready to settle, but Mr./Doucet retused a
settlement, as his complaint was already
made. The defendant, himself, in his
statement confessed that he had done the
deed, showing the way he swung his uxe
at the cow and caused the wound. After
such facts I thought my duty was
to commit the prisoner for trial at the
County Court.

On the morning of the opening of the
County Court at Bathurst, I was going
towards the Court House, when I saw Mr,
T. Hall talking with Mr. H. Doucet, As
I came near them Mr. Doucet walked
towards me and said that he was bothered,
as Mr. Hall had told him to go back home
and not show himself around the Court
House. I told him that as he was sub-
penaed he better attend.

When the case was before the grand
jury I noticed some private talk goinyg
on between some of the jurymen, and,
shortly after, the foreman told me that
the judge had ordered that I should leave
the room as the examination of this case
had been held before me,so I left the
room. After dinner, as I was coming
out of my boarding house, I met Mr. H.
Doucet, the complainant, looking for me
and hesaid that he was going to lose the
case. He said that the grand jury did
not allow him to state the particulars of
his evidemce—that is the confession that
defendant had made to him, as ginen be-
fore me a3 my court, on the day of
his examination. He said that Mr. Hall
had told him to stop and not say what
the defendant told him, but to state
merely whetheg hesaw Hachey strike
the cow. He said of course, he did not
see Hachey strike the cow and,then, Mr.
Hall told him to go away.

In the afternoon of the same day the
grand jury had adjonrned and I happened
to meet one of them and inquired how the
case was going on. He repiied that he
thought, in his opinion, they would find
uo bill against Hachey, for the reason
that the man had probably doune the deed
in a passion on finding thecow in his field.
He thought it was not a very bad act and
not like a man wounding a cow on the
road without any reason, and it was very
natural for him to do so, regardless of the
consequences.

Now, Mr. Editor, these are the facts

and I will ask anyone of commun sense
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committin
od I woul
ror has no
right to advise any witness to hide
himself in order to prevent him from giv-
ing his evidence in a criminal case, and to
stop him from stating the facts relative
to the case in the grand jury room. This
is not acting justly towards the people.
It is encouraging crime. If cases of 'this
kind are not looked after more properly,
we may expect other actions of this kind
to occur in future,and people will have to
put up with it,as there isno harm done,
according to the late grand jury's views.
I would say, also, that as far as I can
see, the lawe do not specify whether cat-
tle must be wounded in a field or on the
road in order to make the -wounding or
maiming felony. If so I pray any mem-
ber of the jury to show me where 1t is .80
laid down.
B. CoMMEAU,

Committing Justice in the Hachey case.
Petit Rocher, N. B, November 24th 1884,

We do not think any comment on
the above letter is necessary. We do
not know Mr. Commeau, personally,
and his letter comes to us unsolicited.
Had we received it earlier we would,
if possible, have added to our former
censure of the grand jury. Mr. Com-
mean defends himself in a straight-
forward way against a body of men
who, however prominent they may be
as citizens, evidently contributed, ina
mnost unexcusable way, to a failure of
justice. They simply made a farce of
their position and embraced an oppor-
tunity which presented itself for en-
couraging crime. A few more men
like Justice Commeau of Petit Rocher
would discourage these ‘‘highly respect-
able” grand juries in their tendency to
shield crime.

Mr. Mitchell in Northumberliand.

If Mr. Mitchell, M. P. for North-
umberiand, had n aifested a disposi-
tion, during his present visit to the
County—the first he has made since
the summer of 1882—to take the recep-
tiun that was accorded to him as he re-
ceived it and depart in peace with such
consolation as it might afford him, we
would not feel called upon ‘o make any
further comment on a subject which
cannot be very plcasant"to either him
or his friends. But when the papers
of the Province are made use of to
create the impression that he has been
well reccived as a representative, we
only do justice to the people of the
County in plainly and emphatically
denying the assertion. So faras he is
personaily concerned there are few
men in the County—even among his
most detcrmined political opponents—

who do uot always meet him even with
cordiality. During visit
his reception, in thus respect has been
no exception to his former experiences,

his present

but, having excellent means of know-
ing the facis, we are in a  position to
state thit, in all quarters, Mr. Mitchell
learned how the
people his treatment of County affuirs
had been and he received—even where
he least expected it—plain and equi-
vocal declarations of the fact. This at-
titude towards him was general - and he
will take back with him to Montreal
the conviction that he can never expect
the electors of Northuniberland to con-
sent to his again representing them in
Parliament. The Moncton Times has
been endeavoring to boom Mr. Mit-
chell, but the Telegraph seems to have
over-bidden it in that direction. A num-
ber of the Telegraph’s old friends here
are asking why that paper made an
effort to break the force of our com-
meuts of last week on Mr. Mitchell’s
position in the County. We do not
know, of course, but assume that
there’s business in it somewhere, Mr
Mitchell having the reputation of being
an adept at getting on the ‘‘blind side”
of a certainclass of newspaper men.
The authorised version of what he has
accomplished during his visit to the
County appears in the Telegraph, and
there is no little comment over the
fact that he selected that paper as his
mouthpiece for the time. Hereit is,—

Hon. Peter Mitchell arrived Saturday
morning from the North, and is tafrying
at the Royal. With the object of ‘inter-
viewing Mr. Mitchell on various impor-
tant topics of the day, a T'elegraph report-
er called upon him at the hotel.

“l have just been visiting my con-
stituents at Rogersville,” explained Mr.
Mitchell, “whom I had never seen before
and left for St. Jobn Friday afternoon.
The people presented me with an address
at the landing, and a meeting was sub-
sequently held, at which addresses were
delivered by -myself, Mr. Adams, Ex-
Warden.Cormier and Mr. Bouchier., You
will excuse me for mentioning these mat-
ters, but I have a special interestin Rog-
ersville, as that thriving settlement was
brought into existence by the successful
issue of my efforts to get the I C.
through there. In the last seven years

327 FAMILIES HAVE SETTLED AT ROGER-
VILLE.

“On what topics did you speak?”’

*'Oh, general questions of public inter-
est. I presented my views in justifi-
cation of the course I had pursued as to
the Indiantown Branch. I told them I
would continue to support the govern-
ment’s fiscal and railway policy and on all
other questions I would pursue whatever
course would best subserve the interests
of the people. Hon. Mr. Adams chiefly
dealt with the 10 years’ system of lumber
leases which he condemned and held to
be adverse to the interests of the country.’

““Hasn’t there been some agitation at
Rogerville for a siding to assist the people
in shipping their produce?”’

“Yes, and when I was there that was
mentioned, and I was asked to have a
switch attached to the I. C. R. at that
pvint. At Moncton I made it my busi.
ness to bring

very distasteful to

THE MATTER BEFORE THE AUTHORITIES

and they promised to have the switch
put down as thereis a large amount of
business done at Rogersville in the way of
shipping of lumber, bark and farm pro-
duce.”

““What is the latest development as to
the fishery regulations at the North?”’

“On Friday, while at Newcastle, a
deputation of the river fishermen waited
on me with & view to having the regu-
lations altered as regards bass and smelt.
Both of these matters I at once tele-
graphed to Ottawa and received the
assent of the Government to the tisher-
men’s wigshes, The bass fishing season
had accordingly been extended uutil the
end of the month of March. The people
have not heretofore been allowed to fish
for smelt above Middle Island owing to
the fact that late in the season small bass
were taken ingreat quantities. But the
fishermen contended that this did not
apply to the earlier part of the season.
As the ice formed some weeks earlier
above than below the island, it would be
a great boon to the people if they could
have the privilege of tishing there say
three weeks earlier than formerly. This
concession I accordingly secured from the
department, and fishing above the island
will be legal until December 25.”

‘‘By the way, talking about fish, what
do you think about the expiration of the
Washington treaty?”’

‘I might say that I took the opportun-
ity of calling the attention of the fisher-
men and shippers at the north to the sub-
ject, as the lapsing of the treaty menaced
them with a serious difficulty, in relation
to the fresh fish export trade’,

THE TREATY EXPIRES NEXT SUMMER,

and unless some arrangement is effected
they would find themselves met in the

American market with an imposition of

duty which would greatly embarrass the

business. What steps are being taken by

the Dominion Government to meet the

difficulty I am not prepared to say ; but |
I intend to take the earliest opportunity, !
when Parliament meets, to as ‘ertain what ’
is to be done. It will bea very serious |
detriment to the people on all these nor- |
thern rivers, especially the Miramichi, |
from which so much fresh tish is annually |
exported, if some extension of tha treaty, |
or other concession is not effected. I call- |
ed the attention of the fishermen at New-
castle to the subject, in order  that they |
might know what is ahead of them, and

also that they might take such steps as |
they may conclude proper to press the |
matter upon the attention of the Domin. |
ion Government.” |

FRESH FISH TRADE AT THE NORTH.
‘“You speak of the fresh fish trade being
very extensive. Have yon the figures?”
*‘No, but they really amazed me. If my
niemory serves me right last year between
$200,000 and $300,000 worth of fresh fish
were shipped to the States via St. John,
and of course when the missing link in the
system is supplied here, the trade, if not
obstructed by the lapsing of the treaty,
must greatly develope in time, for there
practically is no limit to the supply. The
tish industry forms a very importaut ele-
ment in the resources and future prosper-
ity of the people in my section of the
province.”’

“You say the treaty expires next sum-
mer ?”’

My impression is that it expires on or
about July 17th.”

““From what point does the treaty date,
its ratification by Congress, by the Brit-
ish Parliament or by the Canadian Par-
liament ?”

“‘From the ’signing of the treaty at
Washington in July (I think) 1872. The
treaty was to run ten years and then twvo
years notice was to be given. Possibly it
was signed in the spring of that year and
a month or two of grace is to be allowed
to lapse ” [The treaty was signed 8:h
May, 1872, ratitications were exchanged
at Washington, 7th Juue following,—IiD.
TEeL.]

THAT CABLEGRAM,

“To change the topic abruptly, Mr.
Mitchell, what about that cablegram of
yours from London in reference to the
proposed lease of the Grand Trunk Rail-
way to the Canada Pacific Company ?”

“1 have not the cablegram with me,
but as near as I canremember it ran thus:
‘Rumored in influential circles here that
the Canada Pacific are in treaty for the
lease of the Grand Trunk.” The cable-
gram was received in Montreal and mail.
ed to my address at Newcastle. I sent it
up to a friend of mine, Mr. Chaffe, at
Montreal, and I see that the Montreal
Gazette, as well as other papers, profess
to take it as one of my proverbial jokes.
I sent it for what it was worth. I am not
in the habit of joking especially in regard
to the Grand Trunk, as the compaby
know to their cost. I believe the de-
spatch to be bona fide. It would not have
been sent to me otherwise, and, consider-
ing the financial condition of the Grand
Trunk at present, I am not sarprised. I
believe that the lease has been, oris
shortly about to be effected. I consider
that as a fact. Should anyone doubt the
authenticity of the despatch they have
my permission to interview the Telegraph
Company and ratify the fact. How far
negotiations may now have extended I
could not say. From the wretched con-
dition in which the finances of the Grand
Trunk are shown to be by their last state-
ment, I believe the lease of the line by
the Canada Pacific to be a very probable
contingency.”

It is quite refreshing to learn that
Mr. Mitchell is now making efforts to
restore tosome of the fishermen the
privileges which, in the face of their
protests and those of the Apvance,
were taken from them on his advice, or
that of the obnoxious Inspector Ven-
ning, endorséd by him. .

Respecting his visit to Rogersville
we will let a correspondent speak. His
letter reached us yesterday. He is a
Frenchman and in a private letter says
he hopes the people of the other par-
ishes will not think, that because an
ex-councillor and a few other interested
persons were induced to turn out and
celebrate the visit of Mr. Adams and
Mr. Mitchell, the Rogersville people
are not largely in sympathy with the
rest of the County. This is the letter,

RoGERSVILLE, Nov,24th, 1883.

Dear Sir,—We had what the little
nien call a big day here on the 22nd,
and I beg to ask of you the favor of
publishing the facts about it. The
turn out was made because Mr. Peter
Mitchell, M. P., and Mr. Michael
Adams, M. P. P. came to see ex-Coun-
cillor Cormier who wasn’t elected last
time. The meet:ng was held in Mr.
Isidore Johnson’s hall near_the station
and ex-Councilor Reuben 8. Cormier
was appointed Chairman. All the
good things were placed in the pot for
the broth beforehand. Mr. Adams
they say was sorry Mr. Cormier was
put out of the Council just as Mr.
Savoy and Mr. Sullivan were after he
made them vote wrong on the railway,
80 he must be made a big man of by
Mr. Adams sending word ahead to
him that Mr. Mitchell was coming.
Well, Mr. Mitchell made the same
old speech about the way he managed
to get us Confederation and the Inter-
colonial, but he could hardly be heard
for the cheers of the Chairman who
seemed to think he was put there io
cheer. Mr. Mitchell had very much
brag about his public conduct in the
Hounse of Commons and said he had so
much ability that every member had
to do as he told them to do. He said
he gathered, just at one time, 142
members on a petition for the Valley
Railway subsidy and they could see
that all his acts had been conformable
to the best mode of conduct in a repre-
sentative. He congratulated Councillor
Cormier and his colleague, who Mr.
Adams had pulled up by the coat
to make him vote in the - Coun-
cil on the railway, on giving that vote
and it was then that Cormier cheered.
It's a wonder you didn’t hear him in
Chatham, and the others who always
cheered when he did and clapped their
hands. You'd have thought, to see
them and hear them, that, instead of
the Hon. Peter, it was Saint Peter who
hasthe keys of heaven to let them all
in and that Mr. Adams was the angel
to help him. Then they went on Mr.
O’Brien’s platform with several * * *
and an old rusty pint, or, rather, a
tin can to drink it out of and they
ended up by leading the Chairman to
the train and cacrying him off to
Moncton. I guess Mr. Mitchell found
out that he got more cheers than he
will have votes in two and a half years
more. Thesensible people are laugh-
ing at the great show they made and
the fun of such great men having noth-
ing better than an old rusty tin to drink
out of. I bet you didn’t have a demon-
stration like that in Chatham,

I'ruly yours,
MaN Wire TB Facrs.

Mr. Mitchell seems to have a pen-
chant for the society of defeated Coun-
cillors. While he could only afford
the briefest time in such unimportant
centres as Chatham he could go to
Neguac and spend a whole night with
the defeated ex-Councillor Mr. Romain
Savoy, who, he seems to think, 1s a
personage of much greater consequence
than many others whom he used to
delight to honor, but who now have an
unhandy tendency to remind him of
the way in which he has attempted to
sacrifice the interests of his friends.
It does not seem probable that Mr.
Mitchell intends to again visit the
County, for the company he has
chiefly associated with during his
present visit is so different from and
distasteful to his best former support-
ers, that his seeking it can only be

accounted for by the fact that, in ahy

other, he would have unpleasan
reminders of his perfidy to the con.
stituency, and his desire was to come
and go as quietly as possible as the
easiest way was the best way out of
an embarrassing position. *

“Vory Like a Whale”

They have sllﬁh luxuries of the
Province at Moncton. A despatch of

| last Wednesday from that place to the

Telegraph says,—
Three whales, the largest of which

| showed 50 feet out of water, came up

the Petitcodiac River by the morning
tide, mearly to the public wharf. They
are now at the mouth of the river and

several enterpgiging townsmen are try-
ing to eaptureythem. A good many
drove down through the day to see
them.

It is not imprebable that these big
fish were endeavoring to get to ex-
councillor Cormier’s demonstration at
Rogersville by a short cut. When they
learned, however that the ‘‘moisture”
of the occasion did not get beyond a few
bottles of rye, doled out in a rusty pint
on O'Brien’s platform, they concluded
to go no further. Their failure to join
the great demonstration accounts, no
doubt, for the movements of the other
big fish recorded as follows in Satur-
day’s Moncton 1imes,—

Mr. Mitchell, accompanied by the
Hon. M. Adams, reached Moncton last
evening about 8 o'clock and were met
at the Railway station by a number of
friends, prominent citizens of the town.
They remained here till the departure
of the 2 o’clock train.

How they do ‘“‘demonstrate” in these
hard times. People who are enthusias-
tic enough to drive ‘miles to look at
whales in the Petitcodiac ought to think
nothing of being at Moncton station
when the trains arrive. Besides promi-
nent Monctonians ought to be good to
Miramichi people as they have received
and sunk a good deal of their money
in unprofitably booming the railway
capital.

A Compromise, After All.

The New York Tribune’s Loudon de-
spatch says the four 1onths’ contlict be-
tween the Lovrds and Commons ended
in what the most radical Liberals regard
as assurrender by the Commons. The
Sun’s London despatch says the radi-
cals are very much exasperated. They
accuse. Mr. Chamb@lain of having be-
trayed them, and there was even a
rumor that he, knowing the general
dissatisfication, and disgusted with
Gladstorte, was about to resign. The
feeling is prevalent that the great ques-
tion is to be settled by hugger-mugger
interviews between the party leaders,
and that the controland independence
of Parliament are sacrificed. The
Times' cable despatch says whether
Gladstone or Salisbury has made the
most points is a matter of discussion.
One thing is certain, the Radicals have
won nothing, and adds : It is known
that the compromise was made at the
urgent pressure of Royalty,which dread-
ed a campaign against the lords. To
the Radicals, this fact is like a red rag
in the face of & bull. Shrewd observ-
ers expect soon to see a breach between
the Whigs #nd Radicals, with much
shifting of gresent party lines. Itis
believed that Mr. Gladstone surrender-
ed so .much for the privilege of get-
ting two great bills through parliament,
and it is further believed to be his in-
tention to close his public career on
this triumph and then escape before
the deluge comes, leaving Hartington
to hold the gates against the advancing
hordes of democracy.

The Garmoyle-Fortescue Oass.

The suit for breach of promise brought
by Miss Fortescue, the actress, against
Lord Garmoyle, began on Thursday last,
in London. The Court was crowded with
ladies of society and stage celebrities,
Lord Garmoyle was absent. Mr. Chas.
Russell in opening for the plaintiff, spoke
in high praise of her. Sir Henry James,
the Attorney-General, appeared for the
defendant, stated that he was willing
to accept a verftict for £10,000 damages
against his client. He declared that there
had been nothing in Lori Garmoyle’s con-
duct throughout the whole affair that was
unworthy an English gentleman.

Mr., Russell said the defendant admitted
a promise to marry the plaintiff, and
breaking off the promise withont justifi-
able cause. Miss Fortescue, he continued,
was educated asa lady, but in conse-
quence of her father’s failure in business,
adopted the stage life that she might sup-
port her mother and sister. Her salary
at the Savoy theatre was three guineas
per week at first, and later twice that.
She made the acquaintance of Lord Gar-
moyle in society late in 1882, The ac-
quaintance ripened rapidly into mutual
regard and intimacy, and in July, 1883,
Garmoyle madea proposal of marriage.
Miss Fortescue accepted the proposal and
at once informed her mother. At that
lady’s request Lord Garmeyle informed
his father, Earl Cairns, of the step he had
taken. The Earl gave expression to &
cordial but guarded approval of his son’s
course, and wrote Miss Fortescne that
his only desire in the matter was for his
son’s happiness. She replied to her pro-
spective father-in-law assuring him that
her one and only wish was to make Lord
Garmoyle happy. A little after this Gar.
moyle saw his father, and the latter
while saying he would not himself
have made such a choice, gave his
consent to union on July 20th, 1883,
Lord Garmoyle wrote to Miss Fortescue
stating that Earl Cairns thought he was
doing a sensible thing to get married.
With Lord Garmoyle’s consent the en-
gagement was announced and Miss For.
tescue became the recipient of kindly
letters from other members of Lord Gar.
moyle’s family. In August he told his
betrothed that his family beld very strong
views regarding the theatre and stage hife.
They thought the actor’s profession was
not only full of peril but ungodly and
profane. Lord Gagmoyle assured her that
he did not share t¥ese views, but at his
request Miss Fortescue abandoned the
stage, and her sister desisted from prepar-
ations for such a life. Miss Fortescue
was afterwards invited to Earl Cairns’

house, where she received an affectionate

reeting from Lord and Lady Cairns.
Suddenly, and without the slightest pre-
vious hint, Lord Garmoyle, in January,
1884, wrote a letter to Mis Fortescue
breaking off the engagement. He still
professed the deepest love and admiration
for her, but said his friends would not
accept her on unt of her profession.
Attorney Gene James admitted thut
these circumstances but justified Lord
Garmoyle’s action. The defendant was
willing, as he always had been, to grant
compensation to the lady, at the same
time Lord Garmoyle wished to state that
not the slightest imputation existed on
Miss Fortescue’s character. She had
throughout their intercourse conducted
herself as a highly modest and bigh-
minded English lady,




