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THE CALLLGHAN MURDER.

% —

Intense Interest in the Trial,
A Crowded Court Room.

-

Eloquent Spesches of Messrs. F.
Peters and Hodgson, (. C.

A Short Summary Report.

The court room yesterday afternoon wes
densely packed, and intense interest was evi-
dent as the Callaghan murder case was re-
viewed by the eloquent Counsel on behalf
of the prisoner and behalf of the Crown.
The epeeches of both Messrs. F. Peters
and Hodgson were splendid forensic efforts.
Each occupied about two hours in the de-
livery, and the reports below necessarily
represent but mere skeletons of the ad-
dreases as they were dalivered.

The Foreman of the Jury asked that the
last witness, Mr. John Bell, be recalled in
order that they might put some questions to
him.

Joux BzrLL (re-called)—-Question by the Fore*
man of the Jury--Did you ever make any other
vest from that pattern? Ans.—Never.

Question—Have you often made vests from that
kind of cloth ! Ans.—Not very oflten.

Counsel for the defenca stated to the
Court that as new evidence had been intro-
duead he desired to send for the persons
who had charge of Callaghan's clothes since
his doeath,

Mes., H. B. Smit (re-called) -There were no
clothes at Callaghan's after the murder. I
searched the whola place and looked for a black
suit, but could not find it. I found a new home-
spun pants and an old vest, which I wonld not
have put on him if [ could have found anything
better. I helped dress him after he was dead,
and made hun a little recognizeable. 1saw a
number of persons out there ; I don’t think 1 saw
you. (Laughter.) Thers was no other clothes
worth anything.

To Mr. Hodgson—I did not see a black waist-
coat there. It was not a double-breasted waist-
coat that [ puton him. (Black vest shown.) Idid
not see this vest there. Iswear positively that I
did not see it. If I had seen it [ would have put
iton him and it would not be here now, unless
you had to dig forit.

This closed ths evidence, and at five min-
utes to three o'clock Mr. Frederick Peters
began kis addrees to the Jury.

OUTLINE OF MR, PETERS' ADDRESS,

¥ IT rLEAsE YoUr Lorpsaip—Gentlemen
Jury, in a case of the kind we are trying
hore to-day, it is necessary that we should uader,
stand clearly the serious nature of the issue. It
was, | dare say, never before, your fortune (or
misfortune) —it never before was my misfortuae
to take part in the trial of a man for his life.
There is a distinction between trials for murder
and trials for any other ciass of crime. The
issne here is between life and death. This shoald
be fully undersiood at the outstart. I know that
each of you would give almost anything to be
clear of the daty which lies bafore you; bui I feel
confident ;that you will not shirk the issue,
grave &s it is; that you will give to the
ovidence which has been adduced in tha case,
your most careful consideration, and that if the
evidence does not come up to what the law and
Jusliee requires in such cases, you wiil not convict
the prisoner.

It is necessary, in the first place, to rid your
minds from the influence of certain extrinsic
circumstances, calcalated to prejudice you
sgaiist the prisoner, You are intelligent men,
aud you, no doubt, read the newspapers. [ must
bring to your notice the fact that the newspapers
have, Since the prisoner’s arrvest, been filled with
stories about this man's past life. I ask you as you
respect your oaths to lay these stories aside
altogether. They have nothing whatever to do
with this case and they are such as should not have
been

PROPAGATED BY THE PRESS

while the prisoner was under arrest. After the
crime was committed, the Government obtained
the services of a detective named Skeftington. No
doubt he has charged ithem a good round sam
of which you, gentiemen, will have to pay your
share, But the only service he seems to have
rendered was to start these injurious reports to
blacken the character of the orisoner and 1o pre-
judice this case. I ask you tothrow this preju-
dice asida, Lot me also|remind you, gentlemen,
that the Counasel for the prisoner have in this
malter been

PLACED AT AN UNUSUAL DISADVANTAGE.

A9 arule, when a man is charged with a serious
crime of this kind, he is brought up before a
magistrate, witnesses are examined, their depo-
sitions are taken down, the facts and circum-
cancas of the case are brought out,
and the prisoner's conunsel has an oppor-
tunity, before the trial comes on, to obtain
and bring forward evideace to explain the
cireurastances which seem to criminate their
client. But in this case ths prisoner was in the
tirat blace taken up befors the Grand Jury, whese
investization was private. The Fereman of the
Grand Jury took notes of the depositions, but
thiese notes could not be obtained, on the ground
that the case was of a nature so serious—the very
ground on which they should have been laid be-
fore us. [ heard that there was a watch in the
case, and [ thought that if I could see it
I might be able to obtain evidence explaining
away the doubis respecting it. But I was not
permitted to see the watch. I say it was wrong
aud unjust to keep from the prisoner and his
counsel the only possible means there was for
rebutiing the evidence for the Crown. In refus-
ing them, the Astorney-General was perhaps act-
ing according to the rule ; but ina case sueh as
this it was not fair to eanforce the rule in the
strictest letter of the law. In this case, gentle-
mon,

THERE I3 NO DIRECT EVIDENCE.

The prosecation say that a groat crime was com-
mitted, and the prosecuting attorney may think it
necessary to enlarge on the horrors of the deed,
and to being it before you with all its terrible
details. I am not here, gentlemen, to palliate the
erime, and when the real crimipal comes before

the court, Isay let him receive condign punish-
ment. Bat thes question we are trying is whether
or not the prisoner at the bar is the murderer, and

you must be satistied beyond a reasonable doubt
3t

that he i » marderer before you find him
guilt NOow a3 to the evidence. A standard

writer, speaking of the character of evidence,

** A distinction is to be noted between civil and
criminal cases, in respect to the dexree or quan-
tity of evidence necessary to justify the Jury in
finding their verdiet for the government. In
civil cases, their duty is to weigh th:e evidence
carefully, and to find for the party in whose favor
the evidence preponderates, although it be not
free from reasonable doubt. But, in eriminal
trials, the party accused is entitied to the benefit
of the legal presumption in favor of innocence,
which, in doubtfnl cases, is always suflicient to
turn the scale in his fuvor. It is, therefore, a rule
of eriminal law. tha! the guilt of the aceused must
be fuliy proved. Neither a mere preponderance
of evidence, nor any weight of preponderant evie
dence i3 su ient for the purpose, unless it gener-
ate full belief of the fagt, to the exclusion of all

\ doubt.” ’ v . “In Dr. Web-
e, the learned Chief Justice explained |
this degree of proof in the foliowing terms:—
*Then what is reasonable doubt? It isa term
oiten used, probably pretty well understood, but

ly defined. Tt is not mere possible doubt ;

not easily
because everything relating to human affairs, and
depending on moral evidence, is open to some
possible or imaginary doubt, It is that state of
the case which, afrer the entire comparison and
consideration of all the evidence, leaves the
minds of Jurors in that condition that they can-
not say they fecl an abiding donviction, to a moral
certainty, of the truth of the charge. The burden
of proof is upoa the prosecutor. All the nre-
sumptions of law, independent of evidenee, are

THE DATL

standing, and satisfies the reason and judgment
of those who are bound to act conscientiously
upon it. This we take te-be proof beyond reason-
able doubt; because if the law, which mostly
depends upon considerations of a moral nature,
should go i(nrlher than this, and require absolute
eertainty, it would exclude circumstantial evi-
dence altogether.”

Mr. Peters then reviewed the evidence. He
said the prosecution produced at the end of their
case, with a great flourish of trumpets, a pair of
stained trousers. What does that amouut to!?
Some of the doctors say the stains were those of
blood. It has been proved that the prisoner
slaughtered a cow }ur Mr. William Prowse,
Ihere is no evidence to show that the blood was
human blood; and cannot you account for the
blood marks by this fact? Follow on_again. We
proved that in March or April he Killed two pigs
for Neil McPhee, and that he cut the pigs up.
The inference drawn by the prosecution from the
circumstance that blood spots were found on the
trousers ought therefore to be given up. It can
not be pressed against the man, The evidence of
the prosecution, taking their own proved dates,
shows that it was impossible that the prisoner
could have committed the murder. They pro-
duced Clarke to prove that

CALLAGHAN WAS LAST SEEN ALIVE

on the afternoon of Wednesday. Richard Flynn
says that he was not to be found on the following
Thursday morning. They tell you that the day
was wet and they point out that the clothes were
wet, If that be the case, Gillis could
not have committed the crime. They
have pro.ed to you by Mrs. Doyle that on
Monday, some time in the afternoon or evening,
Gillis came to her house and stayed there
that night and until Tuesday evening,
when he went away--walking. Now, assum-
ing that the Crown is right in their theory,
McMillan says that on some morning in May he
met Gillis. He says, * 1 went to the Souris train
and this man was standing on the platform, and
he asked to come to my place.” That must have
been on Wednesday, for he was at Mrs. Doyle's
on Monday and Tuesday, and it couldn’t have
been on Thursday, because he stayed at McMil-
lan’s two days. So that it must have been on
Wednesday that he came to McMillan’s. Then,
how did he do the murder? 1f he were at Me-
Millan’s all the time, how could he have done the
deed on Wednesday ! According to the evidence,
he was sleeping at McMillan’s when, according to
the theory of the prosecution, he ought to have
been murdering Cullaghan, Now, what is the
other class of evidenece they have against the
man? Their theory is that he went back to Har-
mony on Friday. tow do they prove this? What
evidence have they brought! They bring first
Mary Ellen McDonald. She swears to the date.
But she has no means of fixing it; and we are
met by the fact that she swore directly opposite
when she was before the Grand Jury. The
theory of the Crown was that he left Harmony
on Monday, and she rose to the occasion and
proved it. She also perjured herself with
respectito the wateh, She was tortured, ii is said.
[ admit it was jtorture, but occasioned by reason
of her own act in committing perjury,
which in a case of this kind, is almost as bad as
murder itself. No crime is more dastardly. The
letters she wrote were admitted by her to be lies.
Are you going to say that a witness of that kind is
to be believed? Whomade her change her mind?
Who talked to that girl! Had the reward any-
thing to do with it} Was it Michael J. McCarthy
that came in the night and sowed tares in the
mind of that girl? Some influence has been
brought to bear upon her; but though well primed
for the oecasion she broke down under cross
examination. The next withess is Mrs. Mec-
Donald. She is what | call a

THOROUGH GOING WITNESS,

ready to swear to everything for the
Crown, and to nothing for the defence. What
does she say ? (Mr. Peters here quoted at length
from Mrs. MeDonal!d’s evidence in cross examina-
tion, and contended that it was utterly unworthy
of credenee, and should not send a man to the
gallows.) The next witness is John McDonald.
He says that he saw Gillis get off the train on
Friday evening, and that he began to trace back
to nn.{mn date, the same week, long before ever
the murder was in any way connected with the
prisoner at the bar. The next witness
ia Mr. Johan J, Haley —one of those
slippery oily customers who swears with a _smile,
on his face. He als) says that he spoke to Gillis
on Friday, and fixed the day by means of his day
book; and that he began to trace back in his book
about a week after, But there was not the most
remote saspicion that Gillis had anything to do
with the crime until some time in June. Iz this
case is exemplified the great diiliculty of fixing a
date, and how careful you should be in receiving
evidence of that kind. The strength of the chain
is no greater than the strength of the weakest
link, and in this case, though the witnesses are
many,

THE CHAIN IS VYERY WEAK.

If there is a doubt that he came back on Friday;
il it appears that he retarned on Tuesday, it is for
you to say whether those witnesses committed
perjury or not. Mr. McPhee comes in here and
roduces a book, im which he proves, by a per-
'ectly independent transaction, that Gillis came to
his house on the 19th of May. Can you say that
he and Mrs. Gillis have both perjured them-
selves! You will reinember that the prosecuting
attorney was unable, with all his art, to catch
MecPee tripping. Now the z.roaccutiou say that
certain articles belonging to Callaghan have been
found in the prisoner’s possession. In the first
place they say he had Callaghan’s coin. But they
have not proved that the coin shown belonged to
Callaghan, nor have they traced it directly to the
prisoner. There are lots of coins with holes in
hem. The coin 13 a common one in the Island.
't is just as much like another coin of the same
kind and value as it can be. Are you sure that
it was Callaghan's coin. If there is the
slightest doubt on the point, the evidence is of no
value. The coin shows plainly on its face that
it is worth two dollars only. (Coin passed round
amongst the jury.) Yet it is in evidence that
Gillis asked $2.50 for the coin he wished Mrs,
Coffin to change, and that she offered $2.40 for it,
which amount he refused., Is it reasonable to
suppose that if Gillis had just taken it from the
body of the murdered man, and was anxious to
et rid of the evidence of his crime, he would not
ave jumped at Mrs, Coflin’s offer? Then Horace
McEwen, who did change the coin, at first mixed
up another transaction with this one, and, though
an honest man, it is doubtfal if he has yet un-
ravelled the matter in his own mind. As to the
wateh, it does not appear that Caliaghan had the
watch in his possession since 1831, and there is no
proof whatever that he had it when he died. Oa
the contrary, they have proved by Mrs. Tierney
that he may have parted with it, and several of
the witnesses state that Gillis had a watch of this
description long before the rmaurder was com-
mitted. The same appears to be the case

WITH RESPECT TO THE CHAIN.

Some of the witnesses think it is like Callaghar's
chain; not one of them will swear that itis Cal-
laghan's chain, Mr. James Lewis, a man whom
Callaghan both knew and trusted, thinks it is not
Callaghan's chain--and he often saw it. Michael J.
McCarthy says that before the marder Gillis told
him he had a chain of this description, which
Gillis asked him if he would buy. Gillis himself
told the constable where to find the chain, Does
that look like the aet of a guilty man? Nowthere
is the last evidence adduced, viz,: that Calla-
ghan's waistcoat was found in the trunk of Giilis,
Is it likely that Gillis would have kept in his pos-
session such prosf of his guilt? and how did blood
get on it, secing that it was not on Callaghan ?
My client instructs me to say that that waistcoat
was not in the trank when Le had It—that it
must have been pat into the trunk by some
enemy or by some one seaking for the $1.000 re-
ward. Gentlemen, it i3 a disgrace npon the ad-
ministration of justics in this country for the
loose way that trank was left about thz Sheritf’s
office, and passed from one to another; and the
amount of perjury that goes on in our courts is
horrible, People will lie on the witness stand
abouta paltry $3) or $50, or a quarter of an acre of
land;tand if so, what will they do to obtain a
thousand dollars, which will lift them from
poverty to afHuence? I[s it unlikely that while
the trunk was inthe Grand Jury room,

THE WAISTCOAT WAS PUT INTO IT?
Having failed to prove that the waistcoat was
found in the trank when it was taken from Neil
McPhee’s house, the fact that it was afterwards
found in the trunk proves nothing. The prisoner
(lnnle..q positively that he ever had that waist-
coat in his trank. [ aiked him carefally about
it. He said: “My God ! they mnust have put it
into the trunk.”

Mr. Potars ¢oncladad his aldress, which
lasted two hours, with an elognant appeal
to the Jury to give tha evidance their
caraful attention and a fair consideration
to all the circumstances of the cass ; and
left it with thewm to say ‘‘whether it ba life

or whether it be death.”
OUTLINE OF MR. HODGSON'S ADDRESS,

Mav 1T Preasge YOUR LORDSHIP, GENTLEMEN
OF THk JURY,—It now becomes my duty, as

in favor of innocence ; and every person is pre-
sumed to be innocent until ke i3 proved yuiliy.,
If npon such proof there is reasonable 'dm.in!
l‘:mnlnin;(. the accused is entitied to the benetit of !
h:l:’ &0 acquitial, for it is not suflficient to estab- |
& probability, though a strong one, arising |

the doctrine of chances, that 1! 1

che . Rt S, 1 L
rged is more likely to be true than the

0 & rensonabie and moral certatnty ;
ty that convinces. and divects the lin’d'o:

Counsel for the Crown, to address to you a few
words roncerning the issue that it is your duty to
decide. There is in this case a chain of evidence
supported by the mouths of forty witnessea.
'hese witnesses come from Harmony, Mount
Stewart, Charlottetown and its vicinity, 1s it

foct E possible, ::‘u lh};: learned connsel for the defence
’ 2on- | BURRestS, 3 ! -
"l‘g'a' bat tie evidence must establish the l:'ullh s Sempther In oo sabele M bt

selves together in an unholy le: , Lo s
! away the life of the prisoner } }f ;a.xu&’:;w:&f
then I think you have ittle m‘ﬁ a8 tb the

prisoner’s guilt. In the menth of May there was
~committed

A MOST BRUTAL MURDER.

No eye but those of the murderer and his victim,
with the eye of God lookinge upon them, saw the
deed. But there seems to be an over-ruling Pro-
vidence which brings home the murderer’s crime.
This has been done by circumstantial evidence.
According to a great writer :

“Circamstantinl evidence is allowel to pre-

vail to the conviction of an offender, not be-
cause it is necessary apd politic that it should be
resorted to, but because it is in its own nature
capable of producing the highest degreeof moral
certainty in its application. Fortunately for the
interests of society, crimes, especially those of
great enormity and violence, can rarely be com-
mitted without affording vestiges by which the
offender may be traced and ascertained. The
very measures which he adopts for his security
not’infrequently turn out to be the mos: cogent
arguments of guilt,” * . b “All human
dealings and transactions are a vast cantext of
citcumstances, interwoven and connecled with
each other, and also with the natural world, by
innumerable links and ties. No one fact or cir-
cumstance ever happens which does notowe its
birth to a multitude of others, which is »ot con-
nected on every side by kindred facts, and which
does not tend to the generation of a host of de-
pendent ones, which necessarily coincile and
agree in their minutest bearings l_lnd relations, in
perfect harmony and concord, without the slight-
est discrepancy or disorder.”
That, then, is what is called circumstantial evi-
dence. Now, the junior counsel for the cefence
advanced the theory that more than one person
was present at the murder, But the semior coun-
sel, very wisely and with commendable prudence,
abandoned that theory, as well as the theory that
the murder was committed for the purpose of
obtaining possession of certain papers.

MR. ARTHUR PETERS said the theories were not
abandoned ; they were only not referred to.

The Judge said the theory was not pressed.

Mr. Hodgson proceeded :—The murderer went
to the Cemetery for the purpose of obtaining

lunder, and he took property away with him.
'he watch. the chain and the coin were stripped
from the victim. There can be no doubt that the
watches produced in Court were those of Calla-

han. The evidence of the watchmaker proves
%eyond doubt that the watch belonged to Calla-
ghan. Mr, Wellner says that within two years
he has scen the watch in Callaghan’s possession,
and the counsel for the defence, with all their in-
genuity, have been

UNABLE TO FRAME A THEORY

to account for its transfer to Gillis’ pocket. As to
the charm, they say itis a common thing. It is
so common that they have been unable to produce
another one like it. Mrs. Tierney (the murdered
man’s sister), Ewen McDougall, Swan and Rack-
ham, are all agreed as to the identity of the chain.
Rackham says he saw the chain a few days before
Callaghan’s decease, Can it be supposed that
thos=e witnesseg have sworn falsely ! hat earth-
ly object can respectable men have to come before
the court and perjure themselves ¢ and unlessthey
have perjured themselves I defy mortal man to
say that is not Cailaghan’s chain, The counsel
for the defence have exerted themselves to the
utmost, but they have been utterly unable toshow
where the chain came from. Gillis was never
seen with a chain like this before the murder,
Some of the witnesses said that the drop was
longer, and so it was, One of the links is gone—
has been taken off. (Mr. Hodgson here exhibited
the chain and the drop, to show that as it is now
the links connecting them would not fit)
Now, how did Gillis get possession of those
articles? On the 15th of May he wzs at Harmony.
On Monday, the 13th he was at Mount Stewart, at
Mrs. Doyle's. lie left her house, walking, on
Tuesday., On Wednesday, McMillan saw him
standing at the Station in Charlottetown. He
gave his name as Mclnnis, and told McMillan
that he was at his place during the Exhibition, in
company with Herman McDonald.

WIHAT DOES HERMAN MACDONALD SWEAR?

He says that he was not at McMillan's with any
man named Mclnnis, but that he was there with
Alexander Gillis, Are McDonald and McMillan
members of the infamous band of perjurtrs who
have conspired to 8wear away the life of Gillis for
the sake of the reward * It is a shame to say so,
Herman McDonald I have long known. Heisa
decent, respectable, honest farmer. He has had
no quarrel with the prisoner. No unworthy
motive could have induced him to swear that
Gillis was in his company when he was not. But
to proceed : On Wednesday, we find Gillis in
town ; on Thursday or Friday he turms up at
Mount Stewart. is valise is secreted in the
woods. How many valises are secreted in the
woods? The woods is certainly a strange storing
place for a valise. It strikes me as suspicious
that the prisoner left his valise in the woeds.
There was some reason for it. But the learned
counsel for the defence, with all their ingenuity,
could find no reason. When Gillis left Mrs.
Doyle's, on Monday, he paid her nothing—he hed
no money. But on Friday after his return he
chang»d Callaghan's Newfoundiand gold piece- .1
the gold piece punched and marked by Caliaghan
himself. Mr. McEwen, the Station Master who
changed the coin for him, says he has an indis-
tinct idea that the man who changed the coin had
ashort moustache, Gillishad been shaved on the
previous Monday and it is not unlikely that ia
the four days which had elapsed, the moustache
had grown sufficiently to impress Mr, McEwen
with this idea. Well, on the 22nd Gillis turns up
at McDonald's, — acting like one conscience-
stricken. What punishment so terrible as that
infiicted by the conscience of the murderer. In
imagination

TIIE SCENE OF HIS CRIME 1S EVER BEFORE HIM,

and every incident in it is pictured in his mind.
Conscience stricken, Gillis sat in a dark corner,
behind the kitchen fire, He stayed a little while
—restless and uneasy. On Saturday he
returned and declared, with a terrible
imprecation, that he must be hung this
time. The counsel for the defence sought
to make it appear that those words were uttered
by Gillis while he was asleep. Butno. They
were wrung from him in his anguish, and are a
damning ,proof of his guilt. o word of the
Callaghan murder had at this time reached
Harmony : but murder will out. Now, it is not
necessary that the counsel for the prosecution
should stand as the champion of witnesses who
have been traduced in Court. But a few words
may be said for Mary Ellen McDonald. She was
tortured here by the keenest cross examination.
The unrestrained communications she had with
her lover before he was charged with the awful
crime of murder, were read and jecred at by the
learned counsel. He did it for his client. He had
to do it. The voice was the voice of Jacob, but
the hands were those rof Esau. For the sake
of the prisoner, this poor girl made one
tremendous fall, and for the sake of the prisoner
she was tortared and

SENT FAINTING FROM THE COURT.

And what does it all amount to? She wrote
the prisoner some letters while he was in jail.
charzed with larceny, and in those letters ex-
pressions were used which conld not be found 1n
a policy of insurance. But what do they amount
to ¢ The poor girl was under the terror of,a name-
less shame., She knew that she brought sorrow
upon the grey heads of her parents, and she wrote
to the father of her unborn child. Women are
ever move faithful than men,and though Gillis was
in jail for larceny she did not wish to give him
up. Throw her eyidence out altogether and it
makes no difference in this case, Gillis left Har-
mony in debt and without money. Immediately
after the murder he came back to Harmony with
money and paid the debt. The Counsel for the
defence might have expiained how he got that
money, but they liave not done so, because it was
Callaghan’s money. He told McCarthy that after
he came from town he would sell him a ten dollar
gold chain; when he came, he sold MeCarthy old
Callaghan’s ¢hain for a dollar. Now, as to the
alibi. The evidence given by McPhee is
contradicted by that of Susan Coffin,
Mrs. Doyle, McCarthy, James McDonald and
Halei;; therefore McPhee must be mistaken.
McPhee hasa wife whoisill. Bat he has also
two daughters—one sevenieen and the other
about twenty. Why are they not here to clear
their uncle? Oh! they have to stay at home and
nurse their mother. Is there no kind persen in
the neighborhood willing to nurse their mother
while they are in town proving that their uncle
could not possibly bz guilty of this dreadful
crime? McPhee has also a son—he is not wanted
to nurse his mother; whyishenot here? MecPhee
says: *“On Thursday [ left him (the prisoner) in
bed ”; and further on he says that om that same
Thursday Gillis came to his bouse at six o'clock in
the morning. How are these two statements to
be reconciled? After all, it comes to thigs, that
either the other witnesses are & bund of perjurers
or the oldd man MecPhee is mistaken. McPhee
says that on the 20th of May Gillis left his house,
wearing a rubber coat; but Mrs. Giilis says that
when he arrived at her house on that day he did
net wear a rubber coat. There i3 no consistency
in the evideqce to prove an alibi. Now as to the

HLOOD ON THE GARMENTS.

The doctors with one consent say that the stains
found in Gillis’ trunk are those of blood. S®ange,
isn’t it, that blood seems to have stained every-
thing belonging to the prisoner? Blood seems to
stick to him. One of the witnesses says that
when %Gillis went to town the blood-stained
trousers were on him, Then there is the blood-
stained vest, identified by the tailor as the one he
madf and presented to Callaghan from a pattern
marked :

“P. CALLAGHAN, BHERWOOD, DEC, 1883.”
How did that vest raach Gillis’ trunk? The
Counsel for the defence say that it was put there

by sonre one who sinoe the arrest has be.
charge of the trunk. That .il .to lt"y that :fthltg

28.
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Sheriff MeDonuald or Sheriff Longwnrth, or
Deputy Sherifl’ Curtis, John McKinnon or . A.
Weeks, did the dastardly deed. In order to sup-
port their theory the Counsel for the defence hus
to suggest against one of these men -John Me-
Kinnon, he probably meant, though he dl{l not
say it-such a dammable crime a¢ that. That is
not fair fighting, That is striking below lhc!
belt. That is stabbiug in the back.

HOW MANY WATCHES (

had Gillis previous to the murder? The defence |
have not been able jtojproduce a living witness |
who saw him with three watches. But they say |
it is unlikely the murderer would have left a |
watch behind him in Callaghan’s house, had their
ohject been plunder. We have it in evidence that |
this watch was found in an out of the way corner |
on the kitchen table; the blinds were down, night i
approaching,— and; we, say ,the murderer never
ogscr\'ed the watch.

Mr. Hodgson then summed up the evi-
dence, and concluded with an appeal to the
jury to give their verdict without reference
to the fate of the prisoner. It was not, he
said, their duty to consign him to the
gallows. The judge would do that. They
had but to find a verdict according to the
evidence.

TuursDAY, Jan. 28.

Court opened at 11 o'clock this forenoon.
The court room was crowded and much in-
terest was evinced in the proceedings. At
a few minutes after 11 o'clock, His Honor,
Judge Hensley, began his charge to the
jury. It was an able and exhaustive effort,
dealing with every phase of the ease. The
learned judge began his charge by referring
to the murder and related the circumstances
connected with the finding of the body.
After doing this he read extracts from the
testimony of the witnesses for the prose-
cution, comparing them with the testimony
given in favor of the prisoner, and pointing
out several discrepancies existing between
the two. These he recommended to the
careful consideration of the Jury. His
Lordship concluded his ehargs at 4 o’cleck
this afternoon, and the jury retired to con-
sider a verdict.

The Civic Electicn.

Tug Civie Election yesterday was closely
contested and great interest was evine:d
in the resalt. At an early hour in the
morning the cindidates, their supporters
and representatives, as well as the usual
number of curiosity-aeekers, were in at-
tendance at the polls. Every coneeivable
kind of vehicle was pressed into active
service, their drivers making the air re
sound with Joud harrahs for their respec-
tive candidates
L, The chief interest centered in the contest
w (he Mayoralty. Both sides were deter-

:oed to return their men and worked

oth and nail to dv so. Asa result of
their efforta Mayor Beer was re-elected by
a small majority over his opponent, ex-
Mayor Hooper. In Ward 1 there was no
opposition, and consequently no election
for Conveillor. In Ward 2 Councillor
Kelly was opposed by Thomas Z. Taylor,
Mr. Kelly was elected by a majority of
thrty-two. In Ward 3 the fight was be-
tween Councillor Davy and Mr. A. A. Me-
Lean. The contost was very cloge and Mr,
McLean was elected hv a small majority.
In Ward 4 Councillor McRae was re-elect-
ed. In Ward 5 there was no opposition to
Councillor Horne, aud he was therefere
eleoted by acclamation. Following is the
vote polied :

FOR MAYOR

Ward 1-—Beer. ....

L L R RN Earir U
Ward 2—Beer. ... ...... R i st e 141
““ Hooper .. ... G T g a ks o 308
Word 8—Besr s.i.... . 0:0 ¢ PR TRGOVES , ¢ |
P T R R PR S - 118
Ward 4 —Boeel s ghss o cbeobie cadessid 486

“ BOOper ... ... A el b5 enen s AU
W BBl ... . ctthicvese cisines A0
o L RS R 2582

b g e T Sy PR ar
s (e PN AR E SRR

FOR COUNCILLORS.
Ward 1--No election.... ..covvvuvenns.

sl o gt e e Ry AT |
i o L1 P AN S Latnd suse, WD
¥ S-Davy......0. .. A PorgpotBtn Tl -
s I o b by o 5 5 v i sk ins B
“ 4 -McRae........ s« s i o s sine BN

“ RIS < as e« o5
3¢ B—(No-<lection )
The Council..rs elect will be sworn in

to-morrow.

Grand Lodge of I. O. of G. T.

The semi-annnal session of the Grand Lodge
L O of G. T, met in Summerside on fues-
day, 26th irst. A number of representatives
who arrived at Summerside on Mounday night,
attended the meeting of Snmmerside Lodge,
where they were formally received by the
members, the W, C. delivering an address of
welcome,

The meeting of th> Grand Loige was open-
edat 11 30 a. m. Delegates were present
f om Charlottethwn, Marshfield, Murray
Harbor, New Perth, Pownal, Mount Stewart,
West St. Peter’s, Bay Fortune, Head Hills-
boro, 5t. Pet:1’s Bay, Montague, Tyne Valley,
Uigg and other places, in all, fifteen Lodges
being represented. The following officers
were present : —

G. W. C.—J. A. Lawson,

G. W. Ch.—Rev. E. Bell.

G. W. Secy.—L. U. Fowler.

8. of J. T.——Mies A, Ackerman.

G. W, M.——H. D MacEwen.

G. Guard. —"W'm. Kaneen,

G, W. A. Ssey —A. J. Campbell

R. G W, C.—J C, Underhay.

The reporis of G W. C. and G, Seny, show-
ed an inc-eas® of ten Lodges, thns adding con-
siderably to the membership. The finances
also reports to ba in a healthy condition,

A Commit'ee consisting ¢f J. C. Underhay,
Rev. E. Bell aud J. A, Lawson, were appoint.
ed to confer with a committes appointed by
th: Grand Division, to petition the Local
Government to enforce the Scott Act. Broe,
L. U. Fowler, Robert Smaliwood snd Ed-
ward Lane, were chosen to assist the Grand
Division in arranging for a temperancs con-
vention in March at Charlottetown,

At the public meeting in the evening an
excellent programme was rendered, thus
drawing to a close one of the best meetings
ever held by the I. 0. of G. T.

R —

M-, J. Damais, night watchmaa at Jo-
listte Station, on the Canada Pacific Rail-
way, was accidentally killed on the 18th
inst, He was taking wood into the freight
shed when one of the hinges of the heavy
door breaking strnck him on the head, and
ha was thrown from the platform on the
track below. where his skull was fearfully
fraciured, and he died in a few minutes,
Duwais, who was seventy years of ave, had
been employed on the railway at dJoliette
for the last twenty-seven years.
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Value Than

K R omtand

WHOLESA LK

< —

Better

O THE

Ever !

T ADE.

( UR pew ramples of ROO '3 and SHOES for spring will scon be 01°, and we will have

the pleasurs of ealling ou our cnstomers in a short time.

We hope to receive your liberal patronags as heretofore,

DORSEY, GOKFF

Ch’town, Jan, 26, 1885,

e e

SN T A

~20:~

L E PROWSE requests a set-
tlement of All Amounts due him
within $0 days.

Amounts not paid will be handed
over for collection,

Lo B 2R NN i

Sign of the BIG HAT, 74 Queen “ireet.
Ch’town, Jan. 21, '86-—eod wky

& CO,

JAMES PATON & CO,

£ CO.,
PRICES ALWAYS LOW!

| New Post Office |
| |

MAREET SQUARE.
TITASE IITTIVIT

Stamper’s

Stop 8t, Patrick’
Corner, Here

__Hall

Buy your Dry Goods from JAMES PATON & CO, the
above Plan wi'l show you where to find thew,
Ch’town, Jan. 19, 1886.

Special Sale.

Closing-out of the Entice Stock of GENEUAL DRY
GOUDS at the

LBNDB8N HGUSE!

———— e e () ¢ m————

GEO, DIVIES & Co., inteading to make a change in
their present business, effer the whole of their ¥ 56 il

CENT NTOUK OF MERCHANBRZE at prices that cannot fail
to make a clearance,

Thisis a BBONA FADE SALY, as the stock must be (is-
posed of during the next few months, and will present a
Grand Opportunity to all buyers for Ca-h.

Gur Wholeszle Customers will be supplied on the usual
Terms.

GO, DAVIES & CO.

Ch’town, Dee, 9, 1885,

BOOK-BINDING, PAPER-RULING

—AND—

BLANK-BOOK MAKING,
MONACHAN'S BUILDING, = - - QUEEN SQUARE,

LL kinds of BOOK BINDING executed at Lowest Prices nad with Quick Despatch?
A Raling, Nnmbenns and Perforating for the Trade promptly sttended to, BLANK
BCOKS A SPRCIALTY.

8 A Share of Patronage Solicited.

JAMES D. TAYLOR & CO.

QUEEN SQUARE.

Ch town, Jan. 12, '80 --6mos 2aw




