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and that in 1876 Oliver went to Mrs. Damon 
and wanted to rent a house from her to live 
in. To Mrs. Damon he represents that this 
very lady here in court is his wife, and Mrs. 
Damon repeatedly saw them in Lynn in the 
house living as man and wife. They could 
have no doubt, he thought, but what they 
believed that they were lawfully married 
when the ceremony was performed by Rev. 
Dr. Packard, and when they appear in 
Lynn they have children, who bear the name 
of Oliver. The Statutes of Massachusetts 
relating to marriage lay down no form of 
marriage ceremony ; they provide who shall 
marry—justices of the peace, under certain 
circumstances, and ministers of the gospel, 
and set out that a marriage ceremony 
performed by any one professing to 
be a minister is a valid one. He 
thought that they had proven satisfac
torily that they were married according to 
the Statutes of Massachusetts, and had es
tablished the identity of the parties to this 
marriage. Then there was the second mar
riage. This is proved indisputably by Rev. 
Mr. Mowatt, who married them, and who 
identified both the parties; and by Mrs. Thos. 
Barker and by Rev. Mr. Mowatt and John 
Grieves we have established the identity of 
the parties to this second marriage, and by Mr. 
Grieves also that they lived at his place as man 
and wife. Mr. J. L. Barker proves that Lily G. 
Barker was his daughter, and was a single 
woman until she married Oliver, and the 
misfortune is, gentlemen, she is a single 
women yet. They had proved that Mrs. 
Oliver No. 1 was alive ; here she was in 
Court ; and her identity as the woman who 
married Oliver and with whom Oliver had 
lived, was shown. The identity of Oliver 
had been distinctly shown. The credi
bility of the witnesses was then touched 
upon, and their disinterestedness in coming 
down here from the United States. The 
fact that they came here, said the learned 
counsel, without being compelled to, shows 
that they were people who were willing to 
help in the preservation of law and justice 
in communities other than their own. There 
was nothing in the facts of their coming 
down here to give evidence, or in the evidence 
they gave, which showed that they were 
suborned or perjured witnesses. You have 
nothing at all to do with the question 
whether or not Miss Lily Gertrude Barker 
wants this trial to go on. You are not called 
together for the purpose of vindicating Miss 
Barker’s character; you are here to look’out 
for- the vindication of the laws of this 
country, and the punishment of this prisoner- 
in the dock for a violation of them by him. 
He did not wish to be understood as saying 
anything harsh about Miss Barker ; on the 
contrary, he sincerely pittied her in her 
present unfortunate position. She has been 
wronged, aud brutally deceived by this 
man, but she is not the only person. There 
are her parents, the happy home desolated, 
and the prospects of a once happy daughter 
that have been marred and ruined by this 
wretch who sits in the dock; and you, gen
tlemen, as the conservators of the law of this 
country, are called upon to stamp out this 
violation of the latv. We have also proved 
that the marriage ceremony was celebrated 
according to a form of the country in which 
it took place, and the difference of the two 
witnesses in regard to the Christian name of 
Mr. Haws is a matter for your consideration.

Mr. Gregory’s Address.
Mr. Gregory then rose to address the jury 

in behalf of the prisoner. He said that his 
learned friend had rightly stated the points 
to be proved in order to establish a bigamy, 
and rehearsed them ; and he says that he has 
established the legality of the first marriage. 
He then drew the attention of the jury to the 
fact that it was a settled principle of the law, 
that the case of the prosecution should be 
made out so that there is no reasonable doubt 
in the minds of the jury, and if such does ex
ist, then the prisoner should have the benefit 
of the doubt. It appears, he said, that 
Oliver’s first wife was married to a Mr. Haws 
before she married Oliver, and the prosecu
tion claims that they have shown that this 
Mr. Haws died. They have shown by the 
Rev. Mr. Dimock that the reputed husband of 
Mrs. Haws died in Truro ; but they do not 
show that they were married ; they bring no 
witnesses who saw them married. Mrs. 
Haws, it appears left this husband Haws, and 
went down home to Nova Scotia, osten
sibly on a visit. It was necessary to prove 
Haws’ death before the fact that a valid mar
riage had bdbn contracted between Mrs. 
Haws and the prisoner. Unless Augustus 
and Gustavus Haws were one and the same 
person, or that it is shown that he was known 
by both names, Mrs. Oliver here is still Mrs. 
Haws or Miss Hamilton. You, gentlemen, 
must weigh this evidence and criticise it. \ ou 
must not be overcome by the impression of 
guilt which seems to have got abroad, or be 
influenced by any impressions you may have 
received from reading the papers. That is 
not according to your oath, and the liberty of 
this prisoner, here is at stake. The Rev. Mr. 
Dimock had not shown that the man Miss 
Hamilton had married was dead ; and this 
being the case, the fair presumption is that 
he is still alive ; aud therefore her marriage 
with Oliver in 1864 was not a good one. Mr. 
Gregory then sifted the evidence given in 
connection with this first marriage of Oliver, 
and said that while it would be sufficient 
proof of marriage in ordinary life, the evi
dence of these witnesses could not be accept
ed in a criminal case like this. The prose
cution submits two witnesses of this mar
riage, and claims that their evidence is good. 
He (Mr. G.) held differently. One of these 
witnesses was t► Uïnversalist, and the other 
was an Orthodox Congregationalist, and 
what did they know about the Church of 
England marriage service? He reviewed 
what they had said in regard to the mode and 
form of the marriage, as given in Court, and 
their descriptions of Dr. Packard s personal 
appearance were touched upon. They say, 
went on Mr. Gregory, that Dr. Packard was 
an Episcopalian. Now, Episcopal ministers 
never perform the marriage ceremony with
out putting on their robes or vestments, and 
having the prayer book, to follow exactly the 
form of ceremony therein set down. They 
perform no ceremony without a surplice,and, 
he thought, never at a house, but always in 
church. The account of these two ladies did 
not mention this, nor give the salient points 
of the ceremony that would have struck 
them had an Episcopal minister married 
them, particularly in the case of Miss Clark,

who was young then,and said it was the first 
marriage she had ever seen. There is also a 
lack of testimony to show that Dr. Packard 
was a minister ordained according to the 
usage of his denomination, as, required by 
the Statutes of the State. If Oliver practiced 
deception, it was upon the first woman, and 
there is no presumption that because Dr. 
Packard had been seen officiating in Grace 
Church, that he was a properly ordained 
minister of the Episcopal Church. These 
witnesses could say nothing about this, as 
they did not belon g to the Church ; they could 
only give hearsay. There is no proof of Dr. 
Dr. Packard’s residence in Lawrence, al
though there is that he officiated in Grace 
Church in that town ; but there is a differ
ence between where a man lives and where 
he! officiates in a church. If any people 
ever acted or appeared as if they were not 
married, surely Mr. and Mrs. Oliver No 
did. Does it not look so when Mrs. Oliver 
here says that she does not want him, and 
does it not look so in the face of the fact that 
they separated so easily? True, some of the 
witnesses here tried to throw aspersions upon 
the prisoner Oliver, and say that he found 
fault with her, but there is nothing here to 
shew but what he had cause to find fault 
with her. We cannot show that he had a 
cause. Then there is the first child when 
she was Mrs. Haws. The Rev. Mr-Dimock 
says nothing about having seen this child 
when she was in Nova Scotia in 1861, and a 
period elapsed of nearly two and a half years 
before she went away from there. The Rev. 
Mr. Dimock was with Haws when he died, 
and had attended the family as a minister, 
and yet he did not remember having seen the 
child. Mrs. Haws was left a widow, alone 
and in trouble, and from his position as a 
minister the Rev. Mr. Dimock must have felt 
a sympathy for her in her bereavement, and 
being attendant on the family as a minister, 
and having his attention and sympathy thus 
attracted, he was surely in a position to know 
if there was such a child. He makes no men
tion of it, and three and a half years after, 
when she marries Oliver, she is still separ
ated from this child ; and when it does turn 
up some time afterwards, with the name of 
Haws (and the name of Haws is easy to get), 
Mrs. Leighton says that it was about two 
years of age. He would call the attention of 
the jury to this circumstance; to the fact 
that she had left her first husband Haws, and 
had gone down on a visit to. her people in 
Nova Scotia, an exhibition of indifference on 
her part; and to the appearance of this child 
bearing the name of Haws some time 
after Haws' death. The question is, 
May not Oliver and this woman have 
lived temporarily together and then have 
separated merely as a matter of mutual 
convenience? And is it not natural, in view 
of their having separated that some one of 
them should think that he or she was the 
aggrieved party ? Their actions while living 
together show as much one way as another, 
and perhaps more so. These were the general 
points he had to present and he would now 
turn his attention to some points raised by 
the learned counsel tor the prosecution. The 
marriage here is to be strictly proved. If 
the first marriage is invalid, then Lily Ger
trude Barker is Mrs. Oliver. He would not 
dispute the second marriage in Fredericton, 
but he would state as an exception to it that 
the law of this country inquires two credible 
witnesses to this second marriage. The 
names of the witnesses subscribed to the 
certificate here in court are “Mrs. Pitcher” 
and Mrs. Thomas A. Barker. These he held 
were not names. It has transpired since in 
court who this Mrs. Thos. A. Barker was, 
but there is nothing but presumption as to 
who Mrs. Pitcher is. We are told that she 
is the wife of an American staying in this 
town ; these facts may be of use to a detect
ive or a person seeking to establish her 
identity, but do not show that she is a 
credible witness. If the marriage is not 
strictly proven you can not say that the 
prisoner is guilty of bigamy. In proving it, 
it must be first proved that Mrs. Oliver’s 
first husband, Haws, is dead, and it must be 
proved that she was legally married to Oliver 
in the State of Massachusetts in 1864. The 
laws of the State of Massachusetts for 1859 
are produced and put in evidence, but there 
is nothing put in to show the state of the 
law on matrimony in that State in 1864 and 
there may have been some amendments to 
the laws in the interim. The learned coun
sel for the prosecution has observed, and 
truly enough, that there is an offence against 
the public morals and an offence against the 
young lady ; but the public is indifferent as 
to which of the two marriages is not binding, 
or if the last one is binding in the event of 
the first one having been bad. It appears 
that Mrs. Oliver No. 1 does not want Arthur 
W. Oliver and that Mrs. Oliver No. 2 does 
want him. and has formed an attachment for 
him. This is obvious in the last case. Mrs. 
Oliver No. 2 does not thank these people for 
coming down here and making all this 
trouble, as she has the natural sympathy of 
a wife for a husband and does not believe 
that the first marriage was good. Any 
verdict that you may give will not restore 
Mrs. Oliver No. 2 to her former position or 
do Mrs. Oliver No. 1 any good. It is true 
that there is an offence against the law and 
the public morals, and so far as the effect 
upon public morals and the parents of Miss 
Barker is concerned, this unfortunate affair 
is very much to be deplored. But the ques
tion is, which of these two marriages is good ? 
and if the balance of evidence appears in 
favor of this prisoner in the dock, the great 
blow to Mrs. Oliver No. 2, which the learned 
counsel for the prosecution has spoken of, 
will be averted. There -will remain, of 
course, the feelings of the parents, Mr. and 
Mrs. Barker, against this man Oliver, which 
may be natural enough, and which perhaps 
have laid at the root and bottom of all this 
matter all along. In concluding Mr. Greg
ory asked the jury to consider the matter 
carefully, to not let any impressions they 
might, have received have weight with them, 
but to examine the evidence bearing on the 
case critically and with care.

The Court then, adjourned for dinner.

His Honor’s Charge.
The Court met again at 2 o’clock, when 

Judge Steadman delivered his charge. He 
said :—
Gentlemen of the Jury :—

The prisoner, Arthur W. Oliver, stands be
fore you charged with the crime of bigamy— 
that is, that on the 24th day of November,

1864, he married one Rhoda S. Haws in 
Lawrence, ‘Mass., and that on the 23rd of 
November last he married in Fredericton one 
Lily Gertrude Barker, while his first wife 
was still living. It will be necessary 
for you to be satisfied that the first marriage 
was contracted according to the laws of the 
State of Massachusetts, and also as to his 
identity—that he is the man who married 
Rhoda S. Haws in 1864—and that he married 
Lily Gertrude Barker in Fredericton. His 
Honor said he thought that it was due to 
Mrs. Oliver No. 1 (who was present, having 
come down from the United States), on ac
count of what had been said here, for him to 
say in regard to the child that had been 
mentioned, that it appears that this child 
the lawful issue of her and Mr. Haws, and 
that the inferences to be drawn from the 
conduct of the prisoner were that she was 
true wife and a pure woman. The evidence 
goes to show that Arthur W. Oliver mar
ried her and then left her, after having lived 
with her for nearly 14 years. He left the 
children with her, and he—a married man 
and a husband—would never have done this 
had he not felt sure that she was a good, 
pure woman. The inferences to be drawn 
from the prisoners conduct are all in favor 
of Mrs. Oliver. For what cause Arthur W. 
Oliver left his first wife is a matter of no 
consequence here; you could not consider it 
even if there was a cause ; and you must 
dismiss it from your minds entirely in con
sidering the evidence. Whether or not she 
would care to live -with him again, or 
whether or not Lily G. Barker cares to live 
with him, are matters of no consequence in 
this case. All this must be dismissed from 
your minds, and you must take the charge 
and judge of it by the evidence bearing on 
it. His Honor then commenced reading the 
evidence from his notes. The testimony of 
the Rev. Mr. Dimock, he said, was given to 
show that the first husband of Mrs. Arthur 
W. Oliver, Mr. Haws, was dead, and if there 
was anything in the point raised by the de
fence that the witnesses had differed in re
gard to his Christian name, as to whether it 
was Augustus or Gustavus, it was a matter 
affecting the identity of Haws, which they 
should consider; but he would say that one 
of the witnesses waê not positive that his 
name was Augustus or'Gustavus. It is a 
matter for you to decide from the evidence 
whether the Haws that died in Truro was'the 
same Haws that married Miss Hamilton. In 
regard to the evidence of Mary Leighton, 
His Honor said she seemed to have a perfect 
recollection of the circumstances of the first 
marriage of Oliver, and of the identity of 
the prisoner; and both Mrs. Leighton and 
Miss Sarah L. Clark speak of the form of 
the marriage ceremony on that occasion. The 
essence of q marriage contract in this 
country, and His Honor presumed it was the 
same in every country, was in the words 
mentioned by one of these witnesses, “I take 
tliec to be my wedded wife,” or husband; 
and the minister pronouncing them man 
and wife completes the ceremony. This 
His Honor gave as his opinion to aid the 
jury. The laws of the State of Massachusetts 
on marriage had been put in evidence, and 
they could see them for themselves; and if 
there was anything wanting be thought it 
was covered by section 20 in the laws of 
Massachusetts, put in evidence. [This sec
tion 20 provides that a marriage ceremony 
performed by any one professing to be a 
clergyman is a valid marriage in the State 
of Massachusetts, and was read by His Honor 
to the jury]. His Honor then went on to 
speak of mock marriages, and said that there 
had been cases where men had been base and 
depraved enough to have a marriage cere
mony performed between themselves and 
women by some unauthorized person of their 
procuring, and when this mockery of mar
riage had served their own base ends, had 
told the women the marriage was invalid, 
and cast them adrift. This Section 20 of the 
General Statutes of Massachusetts had been 
framed especially to meet such cases. Oliver 
had himself brought the Rev. Dr. Packard 
to perform the ceremony of marriage between 
him and Rhoda S. Haws, and it was notin his 
mouth, or in that of any one else, to say that 
this marriage was not good from the fact 
not appearing that the Rev. Dr. Packard 
was an ordained minister of his denomina
tion. This testimony, said His Honor, when 
he had finished reading the evidence of Mary 
A. Damon, goes to establish the identity of 
the prisoner as the man who married Rhoda 
S. Haws on November 24th, 1864, and that 
he lived with her from 1876 to 1878. In law 
this is quite sufficient, if it is sufficient in 
your minds as a matter of fact. We now 
come down, said His Honor, to the proving 
of the second marriage of Arthur W. Oliver 
to Miss Lily Gertrude Barker, and His Honor 
then read the testimony of the Rev. A. J. 
Mowatt, referring to the certificate submitted 
therewith; J. L. Barker,and John B. Grieves 
The evidence here, he said, is clear, and this 
would have been a legal marriage but for 
the first one, which was also good and 
proper. But for this fact this marriage is a 
good and proper one, according to the laws 
of our land. The Rev. Dr. Packard’s resi
dence in Lawrence is proved by Mrs. 
Leighton, and also that he was officiating in 
Grace Church in that city.

The Verdict.
This concluded His Honor’s charge and 

the jury retired at 3 o’clock, in charge of a 
constable, to deliberate on their verdict. 
At 3.25 they returned into Court, and took 
their seats in the jury box. The Court was 
full and everyone was on the tip-toe of ex
pectation. When they had answered to their 
names the Clerk said :—

“Gentlemen of the Jury, have you agreed 
upon your verdict?”

“We have !” replied Mr. Wm. A. Barker, 
the foreman.

“What do you find—Guilty or not guilty?” 
“Guilty !—with a strong recommendation 

to mercy.”
Mr. Gregory asked for a hearing on the 

reserving of a case, and His Honor said he 
would when convenient this session.

Court adjourned until 10 o’clock to-morrow 
morning.

Friday’s Proceedings.
The Court met this morning, but in conse

quence of His Honor Judge Steadman having 
received a telegram stating that a brother of 
his had died, was adjourned until Thursday 
next. Judge Steadman left this afternoon 
to attend his brother’s funeral.

Sentence in the Bigamy case will not be 
given until Mr. Gregory has been heard on 
reserving a case.

Arthur W. Oliver and his first 
Wife.

Mrs. Rhoda Selina Oliver, the first wife of 
Arthur W. Oliver, says she knows but little 
about Oliver’s past history. He is a native 
of Lower Granville, Annapolis county, Nova 
Scotia, and will be forty-three years of age 
on the twenty-ninth day of May next. Oliver 
had only been a few months in Salem when 
she met him. He had a sister living there and 
Oliver and his first wife boarded with her for 
a short time after their marriage. Oliver 
also had a brother there and he is still there. 
Six children were the issue of the marriage 
of A. W. Oliver and Rhoda Selina Haws, four 
of whom are dead,one having died after Oliver 
deserted her. Rhoda Selina Oliver was born 
in Brookfield, Nova Scotia, about eight miles 
from Truro. Her maiden name was Hamil
ton, and she was a daughter of Archibald 
Hamilton of Brookfield. She left home when 
quite young, and went to Salem, and while 
in Salem she met Haws, to whom she was 
married on July 8th, 1861. They went to 
Truro, Nova Scotia, in September, where 
Haws died on the 18th of May, 1861. While 
resident in Truro they occupied Judson 
Walker’s house. One William Burrill lived 
in the same house. Haws, when he was alive, 
was a shoemaker by trade, and worked with 
Mr. Keeler, more recently of the Truro Boot 
and Shoe Factory. Mrs. Haws then went to 
Brookfield, where she resided with her pa
rents until October 1862, when she went again 
to the States. She met Oliver in 1863, and 
was married to him on the 24th day of No
vember, 1864. Oliver, as mentioned above, 
has a brother living in Salem, Mass., and 
since his arrest for bigamy, and while his 
examination has been going on, he has writ
ten to this brother asking him to intercede 
with his wife, and to.ask her if she would not 
“ sign off.” This is what Mrs. Rhoda Selina 
Haws says.

Lily Gertrude Oliver, his second wife, 
is still in the city, but there is a rumor cur
rent that she leaves shortly for New Haven, 
Conn., and 1 hat she has already procured her 
ticket for the trip.

A Bold Robbery.—Last night, shortly 
after eleven o’clock, some person deliberate
ly entered the front door of the Brayley 
House, wrenched off the post office box and 
carried it away, Mr. Phillips, the proprie
tor, was in the office and heard the noise, but 
thought it was caused by some one closing 
the door. The robbery would have been 
very successfully carried out if Mr. B. Coul- 
thard had not left his house to post a letter 
in the box at half-past eleven. As he came 
out of his door he met a man with a box 
under his arm, who seemed somewhat alarm
ed, and at once began to enquire for the 
residence of Mr. George Lu grin, who lived 
in that neighborhood two years ago. Mr. 
Coulthard suspected from the actions of the 
man that he had been up to some mischief, 
and on reaching the hotel and finding 
the box gone, knew he had encountered the 
thief. He gave the alarm at once and was 
joined by Messrs. C. McCausland, McCredie, 
Neales and Belyea, who . set out at once. 
Messrs. McCausland, Belyea and Coulthard, 
encountered the guilty party on King street, 
near P. McGinn’s. He proved to be Charles 
Orr, and declined at first to give up the box. 
He said he did not take it, that it had been 
given him by some one else, that he supposed 
he would be sent up for it, out that he would 
not “squeal.” He was not detained by his 
captors, who took the box to the Police 
Office. Word was sent to Mr. McPeake, 
Postmaster, who went to the Police Magis
trate s house and made a complaint, and a 
warrant was at once issued for Orr’s arrest. 
Orr was arrested this morning and his ex
amination proceeded with.

York County Agricultural Society.— 
The annual meeting of York County Agricul
tural Society was held Thursday afternoon 
at 3 o’clock in the Temperance Hall, York 
street, the president, John H. Reid, in the 
chair. It was resolved that the Executive 
Committee take such steps as may be neces
sary to establish a tile factory in this city, 
and that the same committee be empowered 
to make all arrangements for an importa
tion of stock during the coming summer. 
It was also resolved that the Executive Com
mittee be empowered to make all necessary 
arrangements for the holding of an Agricul
tural and Mechanical Exhibition in the Fall 
of 1882, and to provide suitable sports on the 
track. A resolution directing the President 
and Secretary to call on His Honor the Lieut. 
Governor and request him .to become Patron 
of the Society, was also adopted. The 
following officers were elected John H. 
Reid, President; John Pickard, M. P., Vice- 
President ; John Richards, Secretary-Trea
surer; Arthur Limerick, Boies Clements, and 
Joseph Phillips, Executive Committee ; John 
Edwards, William Wheeler, and William J. 
Edgecombe, Audit Committee. Adjourned 
sine die.

Church Festival.—The annual festival of 
the congregation of the Free Baptist church, 
Rev. J. McLeod, pastor, will be held on 
Monday evening next, in the vestry of the 
church. All who wish to spend a pleasant 
and sociable evening sTiould attend. We 
have no doubt Rev. Mr. McLeod will be 
cheered not only by seeing so many old true 
and tried friends about him, but also by 
receiving many substantial tokens of their 
friendship.

L. 0. L. Election.—Springfield Lodge, 
No. 41, has elected the following officers for 
the ensuing term :—James H. McMan, W.

; Thomas Prescott, D. M. ; George How
land, Chaplain; Henry Prescott, Secretary ; 
Alexander Love, D. S. ; Charles Hersey, F. 
C. j Wesley Tucker, 2nd do., Benjamin How
land, 3rd do., Alexander McLaughlan, 4th 
do., Whitfield Prescott, 5th do.

TELEGRAPHIC.

Serious Accident.:—A boy named Kitchen, 
son of George Kitchen, railway contractor, 
was kicked in the side by a horse, Thursday 
afternoon. Drs. Atherton and Currie attend
ed to his injuries. He is not expected to re
cover.

Accident.—Dr. Coburn’s eight year old 
daughter had one of her thigh bones broken 
on Saturday last at Mactaquack. The bone 
was set by Drs. Coburn and Coulthard.

The Swede Oskar, who had both his feet 
amputated on the 1st inst., has been doing 
very well since and is to be removed to the 
General Public Hospital, St. John.

To-Day’s Despatches.
Robbery in_St. John

(Special to The Herald.)
St. John, N. B., Jan. 14.

Last night thieves entered the hat and cap 
store of Messrs. D. Magee & Co., King street, 
by a back window, and stole $100 worth of 
seal skin caps.

The same parties afterward effected an en
trance, by breaking in a door, into the 
jewelry store of W.C. Gibson, next door to 
Messrs. Magee & Co.’s. They took two 
dozen meerschaum pipes, a large assortment 
of jewely, silver spoons and knives, amount
ing in value to probably $100 more. No 
clue to the perpetrators of the bold robbery 
has been discovered.

Triple Hanging.
(Special to the Herald.) .

Wentworth, N. C., Jan. 14.
A triple execution of two men and one 

woman was witnessed here to day by an 
immense multitude. The malefactors were 
the murderers of Nash Carter, colored. 
Their names were Jo. Hay, Eldridge Scales 
and Matilda Carter—all colored. The latter 
was the wife of the murdered man.

Railroad Disaster.

New York, Jan. 13.
The Chicago express train leaving Albany 

at 2.40 this afternoon, with many members 
of the Legislature on board, was run into by 
the Tarrytown special train, about one quar
ter of a mile east of Spuyton-Duyvil, at the 
junction with the Harlem main line. The 
two rear cars, Wagner’s drawing-room cars 
of the Chicago express, telescoped and set 
on fire. It is reported that seven bodies 
were taken from the wreck. Senator Wag
ner, it is feared, is burned. Every available 
ambulance was sent to the scene of the acci
dent from Bellevue, 29th Street and New 
York hospitals. It is reported that Mr. 
Spinney, of the New York Times, is killed. 

later.
(Special to The Herald.)

New York, Jan. 14.
The following are the names of those killed 

at the railroad disaster last night :— Mr. 
Webster, Senator Wagner, aged 65 ; D. L. 
Ransom, Maud Brown, New York; Oliver P. 
Kelly, Spring Valley, Pa.; Park Valentine 
and wife, Bennington, Vtn married on 
Thursday, and two young ladies from North 
Adams, Mass. Four other bodies lie in Kil- 
licullan Hotel at Spuyton Duyvil and four 
others in the 35th Precinct Station House 
unidentified.

Washington, Jan. 13.
Mr. Davidge continued his argument for 

the prosecution in the Guiteau case, to-day. 
Guiteau apologized to Mr. Davidge for his 
denunciations of the latter, but declined to 
withdraw anything he had said of Corkhill. 
Davidge dwelt upon the fact that the prison
er, when on the stand, had shown wonderful 
memory, logic, reason and intellectual 
ability, all tending to refute the theory of 
insanity. He reviewed that portion of the 
testimony bearing upon the prisoner’s moral 
character as evidenced in his past life. “All 
this time,” said the counsel, “no one ac
cused him of insanity. In estimation of his 
friends and family he was sane enough for 
all transactions of life, but when his hand is 
red with blood and an outraged law claims 
him as a sacrifice at the altar of justice, we 
first hear of insanity.” During the argument 
Guiteau made constant interruptions, which 
were adroitly turned by the counsel with 
telling effect against the prisoner.

Mr. Reed begins the opening argument for 
the defence to-morrow.

Woodstock Water Supply.
(Special to The Herald.)

Woodstock, Jan. 13.
A mass meeting was held in the Town 

Hall last evening to discuss the question of 
water works. Mayor Jonep occupied the 
chair and' James Watts acted as Secretary. 
William M. Connell made a lengthy speech 
in favor of the town being supplied with 
water by some efficient saystem. He quoted 
largely from George E. Fenety’s pamphlet, 
and instanced the water works of several 
towns, in estimating the expense of a sup
ply for Woodstock, qmple enough to afford 
the necessary protection against fire, and 
provide for household purposes. William 
Lindsay, M. L. C., followed with a long 
speech, in which he opposed most vigorously 
and iu unmeasured terms the introduction 
of water into the town. Branching off from 
this he paid a glowing tribute to that vener
able and moribund institution, the Legisla
tive Council, and then came down upon the 
banks with undiminished vigor. This 
brought James Forgan, manager of the Bank 
of Nova Scotia here, to his feet, who replied 
very effectively to the belligerent M. L. C. 
Mayor Jones, James Watts, Samuel Watts, 
and William Drysdale then addressed the 
meeting. Their speeches were favorable to 
the introduction of a good water supply. 
They thought that steps should be taken to 
procure all the information possible upon the 
subject before adopting any scheme, and 
that it would also be desirable to secure the 
legislation necessary to enable the wishes of 
the citizens to be carried out. These ideas 
were adopted by the meeting in the form of 
a resolution asking the Town Council to 
take the matter in hand.

The community, as a whole, are in favor 
of an efficient water supply, and will, no 
doubt, soon find the means of providing 
one.

After the presentation of this report a 
lively discussion followed. Many of the 
shareholders present denounced the manage
ment of the Bank and condemned the Direc
tors for their negligence. It was stated that 
the Directors saw that the books had been 
falsified and that they could not (?) be held 
responsible for the acts of the Cashier. The 
Stockholders were unanimously of the 
opinion that before any Committee was ap
pointed the Directors should say bow much 
they would contribute towards the $300,000 
which had been lost. Counting in the amount 
of the absconding Cashier’s security,$26,000, 
and the surplus $48,000, the sum to be made 
up would be $216,000. The Directors offered 
to pay $70,000 which would include the sum 
they are liable for as Shareholders. This 
offer was ridiculed and the meeting adjourn
ed for an heur to give the Directors time to 
think the matter over. When the meeting 
was resumed the Directors agreed to make 
up $70,000 outside of their liability under 
the Bank charter. If the Bank should resume 
business the payment of this sum would 
reduce the amount to be made up by the 
Shareholders to $146,000.

The shareholders appointed H. J. Crandall, 
Capt. Richards, Wm. Dodd, L. L. Beer, An
drew Mitchell, William Welsh and Maurice 
Blake a committee to investigate the ac
counts, make a proposition and report at a 
further meeting. The Bank will probably 
resume business.

A N. B. BarkJBumed at Sea
(Special to The Herald,)

. New York, Jan. 13.
The bark “Mary Rideout,” of St. Andrews, 

N. B., was abandoned at sea and set on fire. 
She had a cargo of sugar. The crew was 
brought here.

The Death Penalty.
(Special to The Herald).

Rimouski, Jan. 13.
Moreau, the wife murderer, was hanged 

here to-day. He admitted his guilt to his 
spiritual advisers.

I The P, E. I. Bank.
(Special to The Herald.)

Charlottetown^ Jan. 13.
The meeting of the Bank of P. E. Island, 

held on Thursday, was not very satisfactory. 
Hon. John Longworth presided. The Direc
tors submitted a report, which admitted a 
loss of $300,000, and suggested the appoint
ment of a committee to investigate the 
affairs of lhe Bank and formulate a scheme to 
meet the emergency. The liabilities of the 
Bank at the present time are :—Capital, 
$120,000; notes in circulation, $264,000; due 
depositors, $463,000; due other Banks, $213,- 
000; surplus, $48,000. Total, $1,108,000. 
The total assets of the Bank are, according 
to the books, $1,109,000, of which $11,000 
only is in cash.

General News.
(Special to the Herald.)

London, Jan. 13.
Boyd has commenced training for the race 

with Hanlan. He shows wonderful improve- 
ment in form.

Naples, Jan. 13.
The sudden departure of a despatch boat to 

Caprera with physicians has raised anxiety 
regarding Garibaldi’s health.

The Sultan Aroused,
(Special to The Herald.)

Constantinople, Jan. 13.
A protracted meeting of the Cabinet has 

been held, and it is believed that the Sultan 
will address a protest to the powers in refer
ence to the Anglo-French management of 
Egypt- The Sultan is jealous of his prerog
ative being interfered with.

A Cool Suggestion
(Special to the Herald.)

Madrid, Jan. 13.
El Liberale publishes a letter from Francis 

of Bourbon, cousin toKingAlfonzo, suggest
ing that England should cede Gibralter to 
the Pope if she declines to restore that city 
lo Spain.

Annual Meeting.—The annual meeting of 
the Fredericton Leather Company will be 
held on the 31st inst.

Resignation.—Mr. J. R. Mace, principal 
of the York Street School, has resigned his 
position, dating from the 1st proximo.

Benefit.—A complimentary benefit, which 
comes off the first week in February, has 
been tendered the Fredericton Brass Band.

People’s Bank.—The People’s Bank of 
New Brunswick has declared a dividend of 
34 per cent, for the half year ending January 
4th.

Supreme Court.—The York Nisi Prias 
sittings of the Supreme Court open in Fred
ericton on Tuesday next, Mr. Justice King 
presiding.

M A R R I A G E S .
At the residence of the bride, on the 4th inst., by 

the Rev. W.Harnson, Mr. John Cooper, of Gage- 
town, to Miss Eliza J. McLean, of French Lake, bunbury County.

DEATHS.

At the residence of her son, James McNeely, near 
r fhoniiLs church, Skiff Lake Settlement, parish 

of Canterbury, N. B., on the 24th ult., Mrs. 
Margaret, relict of the late John McNeely, a native 

Donegal.Ireland, aged 72 years, leaving one son, 
three daughters, and a large circle of relatives and triends to mourn their loss.

THE COUNTY xMARKET.

The principal feature of the Phoenix Square 
Market during the past week was hay and 
cordwood. The latter lowered somewhat in 
price this week.

The following were the prices ruling in the 
Country Market during the past week and 
on Saturday :
Beef, per lb............................... $0 04 to $0 06
T.nmh kl A AK U t\ Z1Z.Lamb, “ ...............................  o 05

«Mutton, per lb...............................  o 05
Turkeys, per lb.......................  o 19
Chickens, per pair.......................  0 30
Geese, each...............    o 40
Partridge, per pair,...... ,.........  0 25
Duck, per pair...... '..................  0 35
Butter, roll, per lb........................  0 17
Butter, firkin, per lb..................... 0 17
Lard, per lb.............................  o 12
Eggst per doz................................ 0 20
Potatoes, per bbl....................  l 75
Carry ts, per bushel................. 0 75
Oa^ per bushel.................   0 48
fMyrpW toil............................ 8 00
Tstrdvepyer ton.......................... 4 00
Buckwheat, per cwt...............  1 75
Hork, per lb............................. 0 06
Hams, per lb.....................   0 10
Shoulders, per lb....................  0 00
Socks, per pair......................... 0 30
Hides, per lb............................ 0 07
Sausages, per lb...................... 0 12
Cheese, per lb..........................  0 10

0 06 
0 06 
0 11 
0 4o 
0 45 
0 30 
0 40 
0 I» 
0 18 
0 14 
0 22 
2 00 
0 80 
0 50 

11 00' 

6 0O 
2 OO 
6 09 
0 11 
0 00
0 35 
0 08 
0 13 
0 12

NEW ADVERTISEMENTS

Farm for' Sale.

TIIE subscriter offers for sale a valuable Farm 
situate in Gibson, containing eighty acres.lifter

Ba^oanrCthUeterrmC.U'tiVati0n' lbere two giod 
puTti£Wm beSOld inblock or in lots to sui, 

For particulars enquire of 
or Henry Gill, g*. GE0RGE A' £™LEY, 

GibsSoen?jnadnT4,my2Cr°SSine’Gibro^ ’


