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WHY NMAKE HALF A JOB CF IT?

Phe London Bourd of Health has made a
move towards the removal of the domestic
refuse of thecity. It has resolved to have
waste vegetable matter, old boots, etc.,
carted away, but it draws the line at coal
and wood ashes.

This halfway measure, though in the
right direction, will not be satisfactory to
tho people. But, strange to say, the Board
of Health is prepared to defend its action
on the ground that it believes the people
would not pay for the added cost of a com-
pleted job!

1t would have been time enough to as-
sume this attitude when the council re-
fused to place the moncy needed in the
estimates,

The board has waited to hear what they
do in Toronto and Hamilton, I¢ hasfound
out that in both these cities a complete job
is made of it, and a weekly removal of all
vegetable refuse and ashes takes place.

t would have been better if the London
Board of Health had followed the example
set by these cities,

“The expense ssaresus,” say the board.

Is not that a shortsighted excuse? The
ashes have to be moved in any case. Taken
away by the co-operative method, as in
Toronto and Hamilton, the cost to the
average houscholder in yearly taxation
would not be over 30 cents a year.
By the system now in vogue, each citizen
making his own bargain, the cost isfrom
$! to $2a year! Where is the savingin
providing thata dirty heap of ashes shall
be saved up for a year at a time, when, at
80 small cost, the collective method might
be pursued, and ashes, as well as bad vege-
tables, could be carted off every week?
We are convinced that the taxpayers will
not be satisfied with this half-way measure,
and that the faint-hearted Board of Health
will be compelled to revise iis scheme be-
fore many months have eiapsed.

e ————

THOSE SPECIAL MEETINGS.

We are now told that the agreement be-
tween the London aldermen and the Elec-
tric Street Railway Company is not valid
because it was amended in the interests of
the citizens at a special meeting of the
council.

The ruling of the city solicitor is that
inasmuch as the council has never bound
itself down by bylaw to hold special meet-
ings, it hus absolutely no right to hold a
special meeting, therefore any business
transacted at a special meeting is null and
void !

1t ecems to us thatit savors of absurdity to
say that a great public body shall have no
right to meet and transact public business
whensoever its members decree, no matter
whether they bind themselves by bylaw te
do g0 or not.

Suppose, nnder the present arrangement,
some groat calamity should fall upon the
city, requiring speedy action, would it be
illegal for the mayor to summon the alder-
men for immediate consultation and work ?

Then, if business transacted at the
recent specinl meeting ig invalid, what shall
be said of the resolutions arrived at by the
counsil at the hundreds of special meetings
held in the past. Will the civic authori-
ties have to go to the Legislature aud ask
for a special act to legalizo its transactions?

Surely it ought to be enough that the
mayor and aldermen are agreed that public
busine hall be transacted at other than
the so-called regular meetings of the
council. But if it is not, how comes it
that the city solicitor has all these years
failed to discover the alleged vital flaw in
the government of the citv ! Bylaws and
important agreements, drawn up under the
city solicitor’s eve, have been considered
and passed at these special meetings, and
no one has ever thrown any discredit on
them until now, when the solicitor comes
forward with the assurance that for these
special meetings there was no legal
warrant ! We are laymen and may be a
rifle practical, but it seems to us that
there is more law than common sense in

lhis contention.

Tur proposed consciidation with the
rand Trunk of fourteen subsidiary rail
ways will largely curtail the cost of man-
agement, meaning a8 it practically does the
extinetion of just so many boaggls of direet-
are, bookkeepers and other office employes.
A8 the consent of all the boards 1s assured,
he entire Grand Trunk system will before

tong be placed under one general board of |

directors, The lines included in the amal-

gamation scheme are the London, Huroo |
snd Bruce; Galt and Guelph; Brantford, ‘

Noriolk and Port Burweil; Wellin

Grey and Bruce; North Simcoe; Waterloo |

Cobourg, Blairton and Marmors
Montreal

Junction;
Jacques Cartier Union;
Champlain Junction; Bauharnois ¢ unction;
Midland Railway; Peterboro and Chemong
Lakej Lake Simcoe Junction, and the Grond
Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Erie

“OUGHT MRS. MAYBRICK TO BE
TORTURED TO DEATH?”

Such is the question that Mr. Stead,
editor of the Review of Reviews, pro-
pounds in an article on the famous May-
brick poisoning case, which has interested
two continents, and which he has answered
by a remarkable statement in the con-
demned woman's favor,

Mr. Stead took the matter up because of
a communication which he received from
Johannesburg, South Africa, inclosing an
alleged death-bed confesrion by & man
named Henty Wilson, who asserted that
he could not die without eonfessing that
he, and not Mrs. Maybrick, had put
arsenic into her husband’s medicine, He
did so, he said, *‘for purposes of revenge
on Mrs. Maybrick.” This man wrove to
Sir Charles Russell, counsel for Mrs. May-
brick, first; but not obtaining an answer to
his letter in four months, he communicated
with Mr. Stead, as likely to look into the
matter as ‘‘one loving justice for my
fellow men

The Review of Reviews editor was
moved to look further into the cace, and
he reached the conclusion that whether
or not there wus anything in
the confession, ‘‘the cage is so scandalous
an illystravion of the very worst sides of
the British judicial system and of the
British character, that, if only to give us a
chance of burying the matter in oblivion,
Mrs. Maybrick should be released.” It
will be remembered that Mre. Maybrick, a
native of the United States, was sentenced
to death on circumstantial evidence for the
murder of her husband by poieoning. The
presiding  justice was Sir Fitzjames
Stephens, and for some reason or other he
took strong grounds againgt the woman.
Logically, she should have been hanged;
but Home Secretary Matthews did not dare
to carry out the capital sentence, and in-
stead of sending Mrs. Maybrick for trial on
the zharge of attempting to poison, he
agreed with the judge that the sentence
should be commuted to penal servitude for
iife. As the editor of Truth remarked at
the time, this virtually knocked the bottom
out of the whole case against Mrs. May-
brick.

Mr. Stead now points out that Mrs.
Maybrick made a fatal mistake when, even
after she was placed in the dock, she chiv-
uIrously shielded the reputation of her dead
husband. It mow turns out that he had a
very bad reputation, that he was a de-
bauchee, that befere marriage he lived the
life of a rake, and that he had repeatedly
broken his marital vows. He even con-
tinued to spend his money in support of
households other than his own. Long before
Mrs. Maybrick met her friend Brierley,
and was guilty of at least indiscreet con-
duct, she had been compelled to virtual
sepavate herself from her husband. Far
more damaging evidence than this, Mr.
Stead assures us, could have been adduced
in court, but the fatal chivalry of the loving
heart of u deeply injured woman influenced
her to command her lawyers *‘to spare Jem
Thus the ‘hideous

as much as possible.”

miscarriage of justice” was rendered com-
paratively easy.

When Mr. Maybrick married he was over
40, but he was a physical wreck from his
own vices, He only kept himself going by
the perpetual administration of aphrodi-
sincs, His office was like a drug-shop, his
house had arsenic in almost every corner.
He habitually drugged himself with
arsenic, in the hope of restoring his ex-
hausted vitality. This does not cendone
or excuse the wife, but it entirely puts the
busband out of court, and Mr. Stead
asserts, makes Judge Fitzstephen’s ana-
themas seem even more .brutally unjust
than they appeared at the time. That
this man was a confirmed arsenic
eater, Mr. Stead
of evidence when he visited Liverpool
last month. He had arsenic everywhere,
arsenic in his pocket, arsenic in his house,

found abundance

in capsules and powders and solutions, and
one shemist in Liverpool told Mr. Stead
that he used to buy supplies at his store
as often as five times in one day. To
assume that the arsenic found in his body
had been placed there by any other hands
than lig own is a supposition which would
need to be supported by very strong evi-
dence indeed before it could be believed.
But of that evidence, asks Mr. Stead,
where is there even a shred or a tittle to be
found? Mrs. Maybrick had a preseription
for an arsenical facewash for her com-
plexion, which, unfortunately, was not
discovered until after the trial, and its ex

istence was doubted. But it was found

afterwards, and is printed in Macdougall’s |
a ’ 4

book. But beyond the infinitesimal
quantity of arsenic which she used for her
complexion, there is no evidence whatever
to prove that she ever bad procured any
poison any where.

The fact is, according to thisinvestigator,
that the cate was decided not in the least
upon the evidence of experts, but solely
upon the pre judice imported into the case

by the judge on the last day of the trial.

Sir James Fitzstephen was much prejudiced
against wives susy misbehavior,

and he had worked himself up into

of frenzy at the thought of Mrs, Maybrick's |

becoming & popular heroine. Sir Charles

Russell, the Attorney-General, has poit ted
out that it is the duty of a judge to allay
prejudice instead of inviting it by vehement
appeal. But he asserts that Sir Fitzjames
Stephen ‘‘passionately invited ' the jury to
find a verdiou of guilty, The
suggestions which were untenable, and h
vever been advanced by the pros t
and went out of his way to make
ing references, He took two day
ip. The first day he spoke as
gecond e ed like
He laid him
e against this
notwithstanding
1 that to the clerk of the
strong doubts as to the
at is, because of the

1edical evidence.

There was & strong revolt against the

| brick is being

verdict, and every member of the bar
present at the assizes, with the addition of
the recorder of Liverpool, signed the
memorial in Mrs. Maybrick’s favor. Then,
when Home Secretary Matthews was ap-
pealed to, he re-tried the ¢ and the
result was the eummary but decisive over-
turn of the very foundation upon which the
verdict of murder had been given. The
jury found that James Maybrick died of
arsenic, The judge did not need to re-
mind them that if there was any
reasonable doubt, it is the estab-
lished principle of English law that
the prisoner must have the benefit of that
doubt. That goes without saying. But
the jury, notwithstanding the evidence of
four most distinguished medical experts,
who swore that the deceased aid not die of
poigon, deeided that there was no reason
for doubting but that James Maybriek did
die of arsenic. The Home Secreuary re-
tries the case and proclaims to the world
that after taking the best medical and
legal advice that could be obtained, he has
come to the conclusion that ‘‘the evidence
does not wholly exclude a reasonable
doubt whether his death was in fact caused
by the administration of arsenic!” This
is directly opposed to the finding of the
the jury, and as the prisoner is entitled to
the benefit of the doubt, the very founda-
tion of the verdict of the juryis knocked
out. If there was no murderno one can
be guilty of murder. I there is a *‘reason-
able doubt” that Maybrick did not die of
poison, then clearly there can be no ground
in law or reazonjfor convicting his wife of
having poisoned him. But although the
Home Secretary thus summarily destroys
the foundation of the verdict of the jury
he refuses to alter the decision that she is
guilty of willfully murdering a man who, he
admits, may never have been murdered at
all, We shall have to ransack the annals
of topsy turvydom todiscoveraprecedention
this absurd and ridiculous conclusion. But
it stands to this day unreversed, though
strenuous efiorts are now being made to se-
cure the release of the condemned woman.

The view of the law officers seems to be
that, though the verdict of williul murder
has been practically annulled, the Home
Secretary decided that the evidence clearly
pointed to the conclusion that Mrs. May-
brick administered and attempted to ad-
minister arsenic to her husband with intent
to murder, and that for attempting to
poison she may be lawfully imprisoned for
life. Ifso, so be it. But, remarks Mr.
Stead, in that case let us clearly understand
that Mrs, Maybrick is at this moment a
conviet in Woking, not for committing
wilful murder, but for attempting to
poison. That surely is clear enough from
the decision of the Home Office. Yet so
anomaulous are the ways of the circumlocu-
tion office, so labyrinthine the maze of
British jurisprudence, that the Home Office
still maintains that Mrs. Maybrick isunder
sentence, not for attempting to poison, but
for willful murder. Iti ch banal futili-
ties which will yet make the British Home
Oflice the laughing-stock of the world.

1s it true that the evidence points so
elearly to the administration of poison by
Mrs. Maybrick? She herself admitted
having put a powder, at her husband’s
urgent request, into a bottle of meat juice,
and at the trial a bottle of meat juice was
produced which contained arsenic, but Mrs.
Maybrick declared she never saw it before.
It is, however, admitted that none of that
arsenious meat juice was ever administered
to him, so that, whatever her intent may
have been, it was not carried into effect.
Where, then, is the evidence that she ad-
ministered the arsenic, if she ever gave
him any, which is not proved, with feloni-
ous tntent? If she gave him areenic in his
medicine, it may have been at his own re-
quest, or she may have given it to him in-
advertently, owing to the poison having
been placed in his medicine by other
parties, The former is the conclusion which
is suggested by the notorious habits of
Mr. Maybrick, the !atter is put forward by
the confession from South Africa. In
either case there would be no reason for
keeping Mrs, Maybrick in jail. There
has been no evidence that Mrs.
Maybrick ever procured any
anywhere, or administered it at any

arsenic

time. Medical experts who gave evi-
dence deposed that the arsenic found in
James Maybrick’s body might have been
taken merely in medical doses, and that it
could have been taken, and probably was
taken, a considerable time before either his
death or illness. The analysis failed to
find more than one-twentieth part of a

fatal dose.

Mr. Stead reasons, with much force, that
Home Secretary Asquith should under the
circumstances order Airs., Maybrick’s re-

, or at least reduce her sentence to
five s’ penal servitude—now nearly ac-
comj ed, He claims that Mrs. May-
slowly tortured to
death in solitary confinement, and that
pain, despair, gloom and disease
are her portion, and must soon end her life
if she is not released. 1t would, he says,
be more merciful and more logical to hang
her off-hand than to persist in wearing out
her life by this horror of slow torment, out

f

of regard for the amour propre of an ex-

Home Secretary and a superannuated
judge. The legal adviser of the pres-
ent British Govermment (Sir Charles
Russell) may find it a somewhat ¢
cate (uestion on h to tuke action.
But he was Mrs, Maybrick's counsel, and
before he was Attorney-General he drew
up a memorial to Mr. Mathews in which
he took strong grounds in favor of the
woman's innocence, and he has not resiled
British governments are slow to
criminal cases already
Maybrick’s

re with
nounced upon, but M
entence may well be further commuted
without unduly stretehing the prerogative
of mercy.
e e e
sEKErPER informs us that the
manufacturer who provides an attachment
to his house furnace which will enable ¢
busy meal-getter to hurricdly beil a kettle
on a cold day will make a decided sirike
Ilconomy has to be practiced all along the
e days, and this hint might well

be acted one

line t!

THE PEOPLE'S FORUM.

Throwing Reptiles
To the Editor of the ADVERTISER:

Do you not agree with me in thinking
that the diabolical custom, so prevalent of
late years, should be made to cease—I
mean the one of throwing reptiles at
and into residences? Surely iron-handed
justice should be meeted to all offenders,
whether respectable or otherwise.

A SUFFERER.
Landlord and Tenant.
To the Editor of the ADVERTISER:

Can a landlord make a tenant pay rent
after the latter has moved to another
house? An answer will oblige

Oct. 27, OLp SUBSCRIBER.

[The tenant is liable to pay all rent due
previous to his removal, and if the tenant
has moved fraudulently or clandestinely,
the landlord may, within 30 days, follow
and distrain on goods liable to seizure, but
otherwise his remedy is like ordinary debts
by suit. If the tenant leaves in the middle
of the month or before the end of his term
and before any rent is payable, the landlord
may sue the tenant for the rent when it
becomes due and payable, such rent being
in respect of the legal, although not actual,
possession of the premises by the tenant.
—EDITOR ADVERTISER. ]

e b S s
Why Ee Didn't Come.

Lady (wildly)—*“Why didv’t you bring
me milk for the baby yesterday ?”

Milkman—**You said you wanted it from
one cow, mum."”

*‘Certainly.”

“Well, you see, mum, that cow kicked
the bucket yesterday, mum.”

GREATEST SKIN CURES

Cuticura Cures All Skin Eruptions,
Gives a Ciear Cemplexion Free
from Pimples,

Too much praise eannot be £aid of the CuTi-
cURA REMEDIES, 88 I bave used them for the
or 80, and find them to be
the greatest skin cures,
blood purifiers and humor

remedies of the age.
have used a good many
so-called toilet goaps, and
I find CuTICURA S0AP i8
the best I have ever used,
1 find it far superior to all
other toilet or medicinal
soaps. It cures all Ekin
eruptions, and gives a
clear complexion, As for
shampooing 1 would use
no other, and for the face
Vi cither, asitis a cure for
all pimyples, blackheads, eczema and all irrita-
tions and roughnees of the face. For after
using the CuTICURA SoAr awhile, it makes the
face smooth and cool, and does not give that
burning sensation which so many other toilet
soaps do. Try the CUTICURA REMEDIES and
you will not regret it that you have ever done

80.
LEWIS P. KELLER,
13 Lee Avenue, Bridgeport, Conn,
Fezema Ten Years Cured.

I purchased and used CuTicura with the
most gratifying results, I was troubled with
eczema in the form oisalt rheum for ten years,
and had quite despaired of being cured, CuUTI-

with the help of CUTICURA SoAP and
URA RESOLVENT, has permanently re-
moved my complaint, and left my flesh sound
and healthy. JAMES 1. WILSON,
Manufacturing Chemist,
52 Beekman Street, New York, N. Y.
Cuticura Rcmeodies
Are tho greatest skin cures, blood purifiersg
and humor remedies of modern times.
Sold everywhere. Price, CUTICURA, 7dc;
SoAP, 35¢c; RESOLVENT, $1 50. Prepared by the
PorTER DRUG AND CHEMICAL CORPOURATION,
Boston.

#7r “How to Cure Blood Discases.

free.

" mailed
Y ARY’N FKin and Scalp purified and beauti-
i’l“" W fled by CuTiCURA SoAP., Absolutely
pure.

YVHIETMATH B q
RUEUMATIC PAIRS,
3 In one minute the Cuticura
{ nti-Pain Plaster relieves rheum-
atic, sciatic, hip, kidney, chest and
muscular pains and weaknesses.
FPrice, 30c.

ywt

\‘E\'TCR FAIL
/% in curing all

OLD
= .;u}'\z l‘t'ISN_nl_hh an dl
DR._GORDON'S| kit i

regular. Perfectly
X 5 eafe, Used montbly.

*They haverclieved me of n world of trouble
and anxiety.”—Nrs. James Howard.

“1 would not be without them. They never
disappoint,”—Mrs. C. A, Montpieler.

Price $1. Six packagee $5. Sent by mail
securcly sealed upon receipt of price. Write
for circular.

Address, QUEEN MEDICINE COMPANY

MONTREAL
PEARLS OF
HEALTH.

For sale by Cairncross & Lawrence.

Huron & Erie

Loan and Savines Co.

ywt B

ARGE This Company is always in a posi-
e tion to advance LAKGE SUMS
OANS on'the shortest notice,

Buy a Home,

T'o any one borrowing to build or purchase a
home the HURON & ERIE oflers a
rate, trifliing expense and strict privacy.
Where desired the borrower can arrange to
pay off the loan in a few years by means of
casy quarterly or monthiy payments,

Monthly Instalments.

Years

These instalments pay botb principal and
interest.

Savings Bank
[=)

Depositors bave ABSOLUTE S8ECURITY.
@¢. A. SOMERVILLE, Manager.

LEHE HIING

Chinese Laundry,

467 RICHMOND STREET
(Next to Western Hotel),

Best work in the city done on shortest notice
Parcels calied for an. delivered to any part
ws

of the alty. v

Mantles,
Milliner

—— AN D———

Dress Goods

OUR SPECIALTY TO-DAY

PR N\ s o ——

HAPMAN'S

An Important Purchase This

TO-DAY WNE BXRIBIT

( al 1 aC \Uk
BOUGHT Q 50 BELOW
AT o COST.
We invite everyone desirous of testing the inducement we an-
nounce to call to-day and see for yourselves the best value the

latest style and Tlickest selling Mantles we ever showec our
patrons. No two alike, and handsomely gotten up and fur trimmed,

SEE THE 3-4 COATS
AT $5 86 $7 $8, $9, 3I0.

Perhaps the little girl requires a

SCHOOL WRAF

Something toney and not expensive. Our assortment
fills the bill. Little and big, and old and young.

s, Prices and Styles to Suit.

DRESS GOODS

A BIG DEPARTMENT.
Serges, Cheviots & Bengalines

And all the newest makes and wears to choose from,

NAVY DIAGONAL SERGE

RECEIVED TO-DAY

At 4Oc, 45c, B80¢
GENTS’ UNDERWEAR

BEST VALUE SCOTCH LAMBS’ WOOL AT

$1 50 Per Suit~-Worth $3.

Collars, Shirts,
Handkerchiets, Braces, etc.

New Hats Just Received
CALL IN AND SEE THEM.

Ties,

. Chapman &

126 to 128 Dundas St.

TELEPHONE 791.




