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1 believed and whether 
not a discredited witness.

I Archie Paris wasADDRESS OF THE ai

Crown Evidence Reviewed.
W.The attorney-general then went on to 

review the evidence of the crown wit
nesses. The crown claimed that Paris 
left Truro on the night of July 81 and 
arrived in St John on the morning of 
Ang. 1.

Mrs. Craft had sworn she saw Paris 
in his own yard on Aug. 1. She knew 
Paris. Was she not comparable in truth 
and in intelligence with any of the 
Truro witnesses? John McDonald said 
he saw Paris and Humphrey on Aug. 1. 
Mrs. Calvin had sworn she saw Paris 

. In the Park on Aug. 1 and again on Aug. 
6. Her daughter, Alice Brown, had said 
she had a good view of the man’s face. 
She had picked Paris out of sixyor seven 

; at the police station. She had the date 
i of the plebiscite in St. John to fix the 
1 day.

Pippin?

hI

mHon. J. P. Byrne, attorney-general 
completed his address to the jury in the 
Paris trial yesterday afternoon. « 

Continuing his address at the after
noon session of the court Mr. Byrne said 
that the counsel for the defence had seen 
fit to make reference to the class of wit
nesses called by the crown. Mr. Vernon, 
no doubt, had a motive for this, said the 
attorney-general. He sought to impress 
the jury that because the crown wit
nesses were carpenters, wives of fisher
men and so forth that they could not 
attain the high ideals of truth and jus
tice reached by the witnesses from Truro. 
The defence had not produced Stewart 
Fraser to support the alibi of August 1. 
Mr. Byrne said that at his cross-examin
ation at the last trial Fraser’s character 
had been indicated when lie said that in 
his opinion it did not amount to any
thing whether a girl had been murdered 
and outraged. Could any such expres
sion from a crown witness be pointed to, 
he asked. He asked whether the jury 
had seen anything in the faces of the 
crown witnesses to indicate that they 
were not in the full realization of the 
responsibility that was upon them when 
a man was on trial for his life. Did that 
responsibility rest on the defence wit
nesses, he asked. It did not lie in the 
mouth of the counsel ■ for the defence to 
say such things in view of what Stewart 
had said at the last trial.

The counsel for the defence, Mr. Byrne 
said, had sought to impress the jury that 
a verdict of guilty meant the .death pen
alty. The jury was not colled upon to 
pronounce the death penalty. It was 
God Who said, “Thou shalt not kill.” 
Counsel for the defence admitted that 
the man who had committed the crime 
was worthy of death. It did pot neces
sarily follow that if the jury did pro
nounce the prisoner guilty that the pris
oner would be hanged.

The defence set up was that Paris 
could not have murdered Sadie McAuley 
because he was in Truro on August 2. 
In the opinion of the crown no reason
able doubt existed that Paris was in St. 
John on August 1, 2 and 3. Reason cried 
out that Paris, instead of being in Truro, 

in St. John, said. Mr. Byrne.
“May God grant you the grace and 

light to see in the evidence anything that 
may prove the innocence of John Park 
and allow him to walk out of the court 
a free man,” said the attorney-genera!. 
But if on the other hand, he continued, 
the jury failed to find that there, the 
crown felt that its duty had been done.
The Alibi.

Mr. Byrne claimed that the crown, 
having broken down the alibi of August 
2, the defence was now coming fo Aug
ust 3 with a new set of witnesses.

Dr. McCurdy had said that on Au
gust 2 he was in Oscar Clyke’s house. 
He had seen a man there whom he did 
not know at the time to be John Paris. 
Dr. McCurdy had sworn beyond any 
possibility of a doubt that the man he 
saw there was John Paris. The doctor 
had said the Clyke house was 100 to 
150 yards away from Paris’ grand
mother’s house. Paris had sworn the 
Clyke house was about twenty feet 
away. There might bt* a dozen Oscar 
Clykes there. Was the doctor in the 
same house at all, asked the attorney 
general. If Dr. McCurdy had had faith 
in his own convictions and in the jury, 

, he would have said that it was possible 
for him to be mistaken but he believed 
Paris to be the man he saw there, the 
attorney general said.

The Crown felt it was not its duty
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What Are The Things 
Ydu Want in A Shoe?
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I Walter Humphrey had been attacked 
1 by the counsel for the defence, the at- 
! tomey-general said. Alexander Day had 

been criticized, the attorney-general said, 
because he had said that it was his be
lief that a man he saw was Paris. Mr- 
Byrne would rather take that evidence 
than the evidence of one who swore 
beyond any possibility of a doubt. He 

; asked the jury whether they doubted 
j that the man whom John McDonald 
said he saw on the rocks across the river 

] was the man who had committed the 
1 murder. Mrs. Byers, Mrs. Gerow, Mrs. 
; Craft and Alfred Byers hod said that 
I they had seen Paris on the night of Aug. 
I 2 when the women were looking at the 
reflection from the fire in the Cushing 
mill. . «

As for Aug. 3, he reviewed evidence to 
the effect tnat on the morning of Aug. 
3, while Waiter Humphrey and Ernest 
Campbell were talking In Campbell’s 
yard, Paris came along and talked with 
them. Campbell had tied up Paris’ arm. 
Whether it was a boil or the bite of a 
little child fighting for life was not for 
the crown to say, Mr. Byrne said.

He referred to the conversation in the 
boat, according to the evidence of Wal
ter Humphrey. Was Humphrey’s story 
manufactured to send a man to the gal
lows; was there anything to justify the 
jury throwing away that evidence; was 
there anything unreasonable about it? 
asked the attorney-general.

How could the jury say Walter Hum
phrey was lying unless they said Stan
ley Humphrey, Mrs. Craft, John Best 
and Ernest Campbell were lying, asked 
the attorney-general. What object would 
any of them have to come to court and 
swear away the life of John Paris, he 
asked.

The attorney-general contended that 
Paris left for Truro on the night of 
August 3 to build up an alibi after he 
bad failed to implicate Humphrey in 
the crime.

You want style? Yes.
You want quality,'which means good material end fine 

workmanship > Certainly.
You want a shoe that wears as well as it looks) Of 

course you do.
Well—those are exactly what we offer in Astoria, All- 

Leather, Tailor-Made Shoes. Astorias .combine all the good 
qualities of the best Shoes.
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At Leading Stores Everywhere

X/Astoria
V£) Shoes

ARIOLA boudoir creations are really lovely—fit for 
the dressing table of Princess Mary herself — and as 

distinctive as the delicate Ariola fragrance. Ariola toilet aids 
are new and favored by smart Parisiennes. Try them! At 
your own dealer’s.

Tailor Made for Particular Trade
Scott-McHale, Limited

Canada
l

London
V»

m THE COMPLETE ARIOLA SERIES
Pace Powder—Compact Powder—Talcum Powder—Perfume 

Toilet Water—Face Creams—Bril 11 and ne.

At your own druggist’s—or write to us direct In Montreal.
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2 and at the high court trial that/ it 
August 2; or 8 that he bought the gaso
line, Mr. (Byrne said. It was not until 
this trial that he swore It was August 
2. When asked at this trial about the 
gasoline slip bearing the date August I 
Nichols had "Said he could not explain 
it. The next morningwher had said it 
represented gasoline bought on July 27 
or 29.

The attorney general said that there 
could be no doubt that the date in the 
original slip 586,603 had been changed to 
a “5” from a “3.” Mr. Wyatt had sworn 
that in the duplicate the “3" was chang
ed to a “2.” Did the jury suppose that 
Wyatt, who knew, that Paris was on 
trial for his life, would perjure the life 
of a man away, asked Mr. Byrne. Mr. 
Wyatt had proved to the Crown’s satis
faction! that the transaction had taken 
place on August 3, Mr. Byrne said.

Mr. Byrne said that when the crown 
had broken down the alibi as to Aug. 1 
and Aug. 2 that a new case was set up 
by the defence for Aug- 3, and a new 
set of witnesses were produced.

Mr- Byrne said that the evidence of
Moxon

to say one word against the evidence 
given by the late Warren Ogilvie, Mr. 
Byrne said. The Crown did not (dis
pute that 90 cents was paid out at the 
Eastern Hat and Cap factory on Au
gust 2. Look 'at the journal, said the 
attorney general. Was there any entry 
there of John Paris’ name as being paid 
90 cents, hé asked.

William McNaught had been brought 
to support the case of the transaction 
of August 2. Could the jury, after hav
ing seen McNaught, put faith in his 
testimony, asked the attorney general. 
The receipt had not been produced, the 
attorney general said. Why were not 
McNaught and Miss McKenzie brought 
over on the first trial, he asked. When 
the Chautauqua parade was broken 
down then they brought on McNaught, 
he said. Although McNaught had said 
he had never seen the man in his life 
before that day, yet lie swore that Paris 
was the man, Mr. Byrne said.

Miss McKenzie also was prepared to 
swear that the man she never saw in 
her life before, was, beyond any possi
bility of doubt, Paris.

George Murray had said he could not 
remember the day or the date the two 
men came to the garage. The Crown 
did not dispute that Paris was in Truro 
up to the night of July 31. The Crown 
claimed that Paris left Truro on the 
night of July 31 and arrived in St. John 
on the morning of August 1.

Stanley Nichols had sworn that it 
was August 2 when the two men came 
to the garage to sell tile gasoline. Nich
ols had said that when the case was on 
in Truro he did not have his books. 
Nichols swore at the preliminary hear
ing in Truro that it was August 1 ' or

was
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Paris Montreal
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Victoria street church with R. H. Par
sons presiding. Those taking part in 
the programme were Rev. Mr. McLean, 
Rev. A. L. Robbins, Rev. W. C. 
Machum, Rev. M. L. Orchard and E. 
Clyde Parsons.

judge said he would have the matter 
looked up.

It was the opinion of the crown that 
the man who murdered Sadie MqAuley 
was John Paris, the prisoner in the dock, 
Mr. Byrne said.

The crown left the case in the hands 
of the jury and called upon them by 
the duty they owed the people of the 
province and the obligations of their 
oaths to cast aside feelings of prejudice 
against the prisoner and to take the evi
dence and pronounce a verdict.

“May the Author of life and truth, 
may Truth itself enlighten you to bring 
out anything in the evidence that will 
satisfy you or clear your conscious that 
Paris is not the man,” said the attorney- 
general. He concluded by saying: “I 
trust that when you come out you will 
be able to say, and the people of the 
province will be able to say, it is a 
diet founded in truth and justice.”

Who was the man who committed the 
crime, asked the attorney-general. It 
was asked even if Paris were here, whose 
evidence was there that he committed 
the murder? Did the jury 'have any 
doubt that the man who put his foot 
on the fence was the man who had out
raged and murdered Sadie McAuley, Mr. 
Byrne asked. He then read from a piece 
of paper a statement which he said was 
made by Hattie Lavigne when asked to 
look at Paris. It was as follows: “He 
is the same size man but his moustache 
makes him look different and he hasn’t 
a red face like when he was down pick
ing berries with us.” The judge asked 
Mr. Byrne where lie got that. The at
torney-general replied that he had got
ten it from Miss Whitehead, tile sten
ographer. The judge replied that what 
he had in his book was that the prisoner 
was the same size man but his mous
tache made him look different and “he 
hasn’t a red face like the man we saw 
picking berries. His face is whiter.” The

1

Turn To 
The Right
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Mr. Scarborough and 
amounted to nothing. An attempt had 
been made to fit it in to build up a new 
alibi. He referred to George Hill and 
to the evidence of Isaac Allen. He said 
that maybe Lester Connolly’s sister-in- 
law did die on Aug. 3. It might be that 
Connolly had taken the suit to Hill’s 
farm on Aug. 4 and had seen Paris there 
then. He asked how Burton Richardson 
could fix a date six or seven months 
later. It was easy for one to go to a 
book and to say that one had been at a 
certain place on- a certain date. He ask
ed whether Maxwell’s evidence could be

Mr.
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The Baptist Young People’s Unions 
of the city held a rally last night inr4
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Built for Rugged 
Service in 
Canada
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Canada’s Standard Cars are built strong 
enough to withstand the more strenuous - 
tests of Canadian highways and by-ways.
Because of this fact McLaughlin-Buicks 
stand up better, and after years of service 
command a proportionately higher re-sale 
value than any other make of car.

McLaughlin-Buick Car» are built—not merely assembled— 
in Canada.

Aik about the G. M. A. C. purchase plan which provide» foe 
deferred payment».

1 cfhe Sfcre Sensation 
of 1921 >

Util he your choice 
for 1922
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St. John, N. B., Branch House, 
140-144 Union Street.
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y They Came in McLaughlins

Axle deep in mud, Canada’s early pioneers d 
many a mile to hear their leaders explain the 
momentous problem of the Confederation. It 
then McLaughlin won the reputation for rugged 
strength tend riding comfort that it still enjoy».
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C. A. MtiNRO Ltd. Distributors K & S Tires
St. John, N. B. 22-45 SPECIAL22 Canterbury Street

BETTER CARS ARE BEING BUILT—AND McLAUGHLIN IS BUILDING THEM .
Wholesale Distributors :

James S. Neill & Sons, Limited
I Accessories of All Kinds
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