
"" 11 GREW TRIAL
Third Day of General Tracy's

Address.

"SOMBRE RICHNESS AND FULNESS."

The Question of Oral Confe3
sions Reviewed.

BESSIE TURNER'S LETTERS.

How Tilton Worked Upon
His Scheme.

THAT $7,000 ONCE MORE.

Yesterday was the driest of all days in ooart.
Mrs. Beecher went to sleep. Mrs. Tllton and her
party did not come at all. Mr. Beecher listened
irith his sensitlre face. Mr. Tracy wan very much
sut of sorts, and apparently unacquainted with
His manuscript. lie read his chlrography with a
floubtiul countenance and accent, and very soon

imptled a large part of the court room by not
arousing anything.

It is said on Brooelvn authority that Mr. Tracy
bad anticipated the kind and quality of evidence
to be Introduced by the plaintin, and had prepared
a speech to annihilate each and every one of the
plain tiff's adherents.
Judge Fullerton, with his tine anticipations of

prliat his opponents might do, stopped the case

prematurely, and threw Mr. Tracy Into a condition

Incidentally abuse 6omo persons who hart never
been summoned.
Tracy denounced Bowen and Carpenter, both of

them unhappy accidents ol this assize. Bowen
responded yesterday In a strong card, antagonizingTracy and showing Eowen's own hand. Frank
Carpenter has not opened his mouth, but will
probably be used lor the rebuttal, as Tracy has denouncedhim in advance.
Mr. Bowen awoke Horn his stupor yesterday and

discharged a public card at General Tracy, the
confidential lrlend and chief counsel for Mr.
Beecher. Bowen says he was never In better
spirits in his life, that ho was one of tae founders
of Plymoutn church, that Beecher is an Interloper
and not himself, that he is tired ot the age of
lying and will speak if the law compelsor commands him, but will not
be interviewed nor put Into an absurd
position for the advantage or either Tilton or
Beecher. He regards both those persons as irresponsibleBohemians, who are now embroiled
with each other,' seeking to bin IT him trom testifying.The general tone of lus conversation is
cnat neither principal will get much advantage
rem wnai ne lebimes 10; nut inai, as an old
pioneer and founder of Plymouth church, he la
reafiy to blow them both up for their arrogance,
jgotium and selllshness. Every day this trial goes
on

BROOKLYN SOCIETY
is more and more sepgregated. The apparent
attempt 01 the wealthy men ot Brooklyn to latner
Mr. Beecber, whother guilty or innocent, commits
the whole city to the personal lame ot Its great
orator. But many changes in opinion have come
about since this trial was instituted. The social
despotism on tho side ot Plymouth church has
been abated. Mr. Beecher's iriends now welcome
allies irom reutrais and euemles.

GENERAL TRACY'8 SPEECH
on behalf of his clicnt is defective, as we have
said beiore, in making too much of the plaintiff.
Tracy began by accusing Theodore Tilton 01 being
an egotist. Wbej be makes mankind enter in to a
conspiracy to pull down his client and that client
listens with a delighted countenance, It appearsthat the egotist is la the deience
as well as m the prosecution. It will take
a high degree ot character in cach juryman
to sum up this case. Neither deiendant
nor plaintiff nave employed that class of lawyers
who can put a vein ol comedy through the case
and laugh awaj the Insinuations of the other side.
Indeed, the uiter ogotlsm of principal and de.
Jendant Is very liable to be exnlbtted. Tne cause
of religion will not sutler one particular
In the humiliation of either principal. Tne cause
of egotism win sutler extremely in the non-suit-
Ing of tne one or the conviction of the other.

'1 be sound, strong lawyers on either side are In-
sensibly rednced In public estimation by their
connection with such clients. Mr. Beach, Mr. Fullertonand Mr. Pryor rather like their retainer,
Tilton, and yet are unable to give any philosophic
account of him to the vast public, which searches

derlngB. Jndee Porter, Mr. Abbott, and, perhaps,
others, would like to construct for Mr. Beeclier a

thoughtless, careless, effervescent, irresponsible
genius, for whom they might make a plea. But
the coarse of this trial rubs out all the good-
natured interpretations and compels plaintiff and
defendant to approach each other like murderers
rather than like litigams.

It Is supposed that General Tracy win get througn
In time to summon several minor witnesses heforehe puts Mr. Beecher on the stand. Mr. Bowen
must now testily for one side or the other, or iho
public will continue to despise one or the other or
tne litigants.

It is expected that witnesses will be called on
the stand on Monday afternoon or Tuesday
morning.

THB DEFENCE.
As soon as the Jury had answered to their names

tnd tue counsel were com:ortably ensconced in
toeir seats General Tracy continued

SOMUKE KICHNESS ASl> FULNESS.
How embarrassed oy the very copiousness or tne

resources tlius tiusmng forth beiore tiim must have
>een this cooi hauu tvho, there with hard, cold
jyes, d.it watching this curious development,
'riomethtng to comiuit Belcher" had been his
juest. and here was Beecher himself lurnishing
seirns in torrents intense enough, compieiiensive
enough 10 cover all siu* lorbiddeu in
the Decalogue < Ob, to get a thousandth
part of this rich material on paper,
lor here it is running ail to wast-', ami
every sentence is gold, and "there's million*
in it." But the copious talker is lu 110 mono lor
iriltlnir, and our shrewd operator In vivisection,
matching then ins opportunity, sees ihe supreme
Qiouieui arrive lor dropping Uic scalpel ami takingup Mie pen. Ami now, gentlemen, having
rit'uugtu you up to the miuatiou us w exists in our
conception, let us leave it. ihtis lor a momentMr.Beecher pouring lortu an uuceasing torrent
01 morbid seii-uccusarion and sorrow, and Moul-
ton, with unpracticed pen, 111 ihe gathering darkness,at his wit's end, to make rapid selection and
arraiigemeut irom the multitude 01 slauliicant
expressions such as should best answer tne uutl
In view.namely, to ivei Mr. Beecner on paper 111
rlie attitude 01 a penitent criminal. Lei us, 1 say,
turu irom tnis luieiestiug situation and institute
» somewhat careiul inqiui» into the genesis and
tue nature ol the remarkable paper which was cue
product ot mat rapid incubation.

li re Mr. iiacv advened to the Interview ol
January 1. am; quoted, u e evidence Kiven on tlie
flu net, examination. Ito also dwelt ou the letter

I contrition, ami ridicule me Meant Mr. lieecher
saving dictaicn any xucu absurd document.

TIJB OHM, flONFHSdlOW.
Now, gentlemen oi tue Jury, come to another

branch 01 this case, and that in mm branch winch
l« now mainly relied upon, to wit.trie prctendni
ral roufesjions wnlcti this defendant is alestndto nave made to Kraucis D. Moultun

i Cici to fiis wile and to t.lio plaint ill, Theodore in
ou.In the beginning, gentlemen, we snail «tn>w

con that tiles paitieH rencd expressly upon the
writing that nicy bad and nothing else. An late
»s .luiy to, aiter the appointment ol the
cuurcli committee irom nr. niton's first, appearingMlore that cumiuittoe, wo shall
mow jou, i appieuend, oy evidence winoti
ton will not douui,, mat .Mr. nliun there >ai«i .
his case against Henrv ward Ileeuiicr was
n writing.lie »au tnat he Knew ihat his reputationMs impaired in this c tnmuiiiiy. aun mat
Hie KUilt, or innocence oi lie liev. tiVni y Ward
Heecner did not at a:i depend upon tils word, lie
had it, in writing, i think rti» evidence will show
rou ihai Hli< r Mr. Tuton lind repeated thai-once
111* Will' <>ViT l.n %\ j Ihlm-Hii.ifl.l t li'lw.

Liiomriii. nt ipii-r ;ii mat tunc, that mm) eoen
the tvriiiUKH nculuat Htnrt v\ >ir<l lifechor, who
haul to imn,"Mr. I iiion, 11 y our ram1 asiiiu.it ll'-ury
Waul Hceolior lain willing, tnon It Is only u qu<-a01wu.tt tuose writings provr TO*t is *

m

NT5W TOR
matter whleb other people can Judge of aa well aa
you can; it is a construction oi the paper;" and it
was then and there, 1 thin*, said by one who gupposedtie bad seen these paper* ano studied them
carefully, thai they did not warrant the insinuationsthat Theodore Tllton was -Qpn uiatung. and
they woul(l not prove me case that he was insinuating.1 ttnuk. it will trauapiie to you,
gentlemen, that up to that tune neither
Moulton nor Tilton had ever talked about the oral
contessions of Henry Ward Ueecher. 1 mink it
wilt trauaptre tuat this part of their cuse hus
arisen since that date At iea>t I have no il"Ubt
thai It wui appear to you that on thai occasion Mr.
Tilton did not pretend that he had an. oral confessionsoi Mr. needier tending to establish his
yutlt, hut said distinctly ins cn.se against him was
a case In writing, locKeo ud in his safe or in
Moulion's .-ate. In Moultou's statement, publishedAugust 21, some time alter this conversationhad gone on, Moulton allegea then, in geueral
language, mat Mr. Beecher had confessed orally
to turn', but his language was entirely general;
be stave no specific words, he made uo statement
which was legal evidence oi that tact. His papers
were challenged on that account, and It was aa
to him, "If lleurv Ward Beecher ever couiessed
to 5 ou, wny haven't you stated the confessionso other people can see whether
his language amounts ro a confession of
guilt or nut and it was not until he made his sec-
ond statement that he descends at all or under-
takes to give the words in winch Mi. Beecher confessed.Hut on the trial here he clotnes Mr.
Beeoner'a coniessiou in entirely different Ian-
t'u.iue from what he din in ins second statement,
and von win not forget the remarkable language
which tie so continuously put In the mouih or
Henry Wind Beecher. Sexual relations;" "sexual
intercourse;" 4,sexual expression;" "adultery.''
Not once, not once, «eniiemeu. I oeir you to ol>serve,hut continuously, nt everv intci view, and
he never puts it as Mr. Beecher reierred to their
relations, but he a wins precedes it with the word
"sexual."' Do you helieve that, gentlemen? I'pon
the basis ol the theory that lleury Ward Beecuer
had intended to convey to Francis 1). M<iulion the
idea that he had had criminal relations wtt.n tne
wiie oi tne plaintiff.dare you uelieve that in
every interview that occuried between them
afterward Mr. Beecher expressly reierred to the
cotiiession, out it, w is in the precise language that
lie used on the (list occasion. Having used it
ouce, would not ttie mere reierence to it afterward
have been sufficient? Was it uec^ssary for him to
repeatulways the words 'sexual relations," as Mr.
Moultou on tne s.and stales? Wny. it is most improbable,I sav. 11 Mr. Beecher had been coulessmglie never could have been yuilty ol such weaknessami display .-ucti love oi nasty expressions as
to be continually rolling theso phrases over his
lips, as Moultou nay.j he did. It is impossible 10
believe it. it Is incredible. They are words that
are manufactured and pul into tue mouth ot iieury
Ward Beecher ou the occasion. He never made
any suen expression ; he never made any such conlessiou,and you will remember, gentlemen, if you
have read his statement

Air. Beach (Interrupting).Whose V
Mr. Trac.i. iiouitou's.
Mr. Tracy (resuming).Or if you recall his expressionupon the witness stand, when lie first attemptedto repeat thi- phraseology, the remarnableslip he made, not ouce, but. twice, when ho

undertook to sav tnut Mr. Beecher said his relajtious, ins "sexual relations," not once, but twice,
ne did in repealing, and that is in the precise
manner lie reports it in his statement.

besslb titknkb revikwkd.
They got Bessie Turner to rotract the stories

which she had told to Mr. Beecner concerning Mr.
Tuton; and now. gentlemen, there is more signm-
cance to the retraction ol Bessie Turner than to
most of the retractions In tins case, becauso there
is another lact connected with it. Bessie Turner
had circulated ihc story; had told Mr. Bsecner
and had told oilier people tuat Mr. Ttitou
had twice attemnte i her vlrue, once by
taking her Ironi her own bed to Ins, and
on the other occasion, I believe, catne to her bed-
room and atteinoted to lay tn oea with her. and
these stories were toid, and tne evidence ol Moul-
ton and I'llton sliows you that they knew she had
circulated these stones, and taken with the Hood
iide mat was coming against Mr. Tilton, iliey
were extremely damaging; very damagiug; but
tney say sue was a girl given lo talk, and sue
was somewnat under the influence ol' tne mother-
in-law, and that* li we bencve Mr. Tilton. the
mother-in-law was somen nes given to talk; and
it was important not. only, th-reiore, to get Bessio
Turner to retract this statement but to get her
out oi the way, to get her out 01 Brooklyn, where
she would not tiilK, 10 get her in a oistant country,
where no Brooklyn people would hear her, aiia
where she would not a'tempt 10 retail these scandalsconcerning Mr. Tlliou. i\ow, gentlemen,
they tell jou Bessie Turner was sent w est because
sne had heard a quarrel between Mr. Ttitou and
his wile in wmen Mr. Beecber's naoie had beeu
mentioned, and that was the reason why she was
sent away, ud<i not- becuuse 01 these stones, and
tney attempted to put the responsibility ol tier
absence upon Air. Beecher, and upon the rumors
coucernin^ Mr. Beecber ai d Mrs. Tilton; but they
were careiul to get from Bessie Turner iter written
retraction 01 iliese stories against, Tilton, and thev
treasured them up. What for? For tne very use
111iiij lllojr llio i'lliuu; llliui iu liwiv. iiicv ot'ilg
them in court to conlrout ilns young girl and t»
say, '-here arc statements that jour stories
against Mr. Tilton are misc." They were got lor
that purpose, and in \v were put into ttie general
archives oi Mouiton, wun papers relating to ttiis
scandal, ami havn been care.uLy preserved ever
since.

bessie's letters.
Here Mr. Traov ro*d several letters ot Bessie

Turner's, wherein sho disclaims having bad any dishonorableproposals made to her by Mr. Tilton.
These letters, Mr. Tracy insisted, were obtained
by Mr. Tilton iroin ton girl, ready to be produced
In court If she stiould ever appear and give evidenceagainst. him. lie continued :.

\\e have trie lact that these two letters were
obtained, and she was nent away, anil we snail
snow .vou, gentlemen, that she was sent away as
an inducement to her to give these reti actions.
But more! We have tne testimony ot Francis D.
Mouiton hnm-ell when he su.vs tnat he told
Beecner.mind, he (F. I). Mouiton) toid, he made
the suggestion, to send her (Miss Turner) away;
yet he makes tlio suggestion to licury Ward
Beeoher to send tier away, but, aara that Tilton
cannot, atloid to pay the expenses! Ah! Indeed I
li it was Beechei's business to send her away
why snoukl Tilton be called in to pay Mr. Beecher's
bills f D'> jou nay 'you are not aiiie to pay your
neighbor's back bill?" iioes any expense ever
occur to you? Did ever use any such languageas tnat about paying your neignbor's back
Dili r n this wai Beeclier'a Dill; it the was to go
away uuder his protection, wny was the remark
maue t>y Mouiton "that sue should be got out oi
tne way, but Tilton couldn't att'jrd to pay the ex
peusus." Vou cau have me more explicit knowleagethat tt was understood ny ail tae parties
that it. was a bill Tilton was to pay but an expense
Mint no « UUIllll W ailWKl »" IliLltl, ucvauiu UI UIJ1 1<

uucedcondition financially. rtiereiore, Beecher
Bays, "ii It will be an aid or a lavor to niton 1
will pay the expenses." Tiiton was lu reduced clr-
cumsianccs, nis income haa betn cut oil, aim it it
was necessary that tins ulri should he got where
she could not talk, why, send tier to school and I
will pav the exueuses.

THE BEECHbK LETTER OF INVITATION.
Then there are oilier correspondence passing

along irom that 7tn 01 February, during hut winter.to which 1 shall not call your attention, except
one, gentlemen. Tney nave mtr idui:ed a ituter
here Irom Mr. ileecner, waich they say was an invitationto Mrs. Tiiton to visit hun at his iiouso
'luring the absence ol uis wlic and while ins slater
kept nouse lor 111 in. Mow, we shall end all
that, gentlemen, by s;iowm<: that there never
was such an invitation, or what was understood
to bo such an invitation, and that Mis. lliton
never, as a matter ol lact, utd visit, Henry Ward
Reccher at Ins house. 1 shall not stop to discuss
that; it Is not my piace to discuss the effect o. tne
construction to i.e PUt upon tuat letter; but I
simply annouuee to you the lacc that no such visit
ever (lid take place, fihe did not c.ul upon Henry
Ward Beecuer at nis house during mat winter his
sister <vas keeping house lor mm, and the sister
will be Introduced upon iho stund and will tell
you bo. so wun all the otner let'er* upon which
I canuos dwell at prest nt; 1 mean the lin le letrets
tha? passed tnat winter. Nor will I stop lo con-
si iei the mon- rouaatorv which the plaintiff nas
told you concerning the remarkabo imerview
which ne says occurred between hint and
Mr. needier Wuan tuey held au inquest
over tne paternity oi rue last child of Ml.
Tiiton. The monstrosity oi such a story is sufficientto shock, the moral sen.>^ oi any man wn is
r.ompeile to listen to it. lou win not beneve.
gentlemen, that any such story.any such iutcrvleweveroccuireu. We shall show you what did
occur there by a witness who was present and
who took pari la n. rtat was a Irieodly inn-rviewand it wns oue In which Mi. lilt on expressed
a wisli thai. >he p.'at be buried and tuat the old
relations oi Mr. Beecner to mat launly be restoraji
and ho r auine his visits.a lact winch is quite inconsistentwith tins storv; bui lor rea-ous woicli
are Obvious, while Mr. Beeeher had the deepest
sympathy lor this man, und while he had the
highest regard lor her, he, ol course under the
circutust.nicea, would noli renew his visits to that
in iu ly and never old. l'ti<; next l ui i>oi * ail tact in
tins nlstorv to which F desire to call your attentionnow is tne acquaintance oi ih.s piinntiii* »nd
his relations wmi Mra> Woodiiuli. sue, your
Honor, that it la nve miontaa to ons o'cl ck, and
bei re I enter upon that suoject, wuic.i will take
some time, we will take a rece's.
Here the court iook the usual rccess ti 1 two

uimuiv.

AFTKB UECE8S.
Shortly alter two o'clock Mr. Tracy rosumerl Ills

anmess to tiic juiy on nenaif 01 ma <jt; orul?»nt.
He re erred to tlie publication o! mo Wt.oihul
luograpny, written oy 'I'll'-.hi, as .showing tue relationsbetween Tllton ami Mr*. Wood a nil. '1 lie
piaintul wanted to make out mat his acquamtuncawlili Mrs. Woodbuu lor the benefit. of
tue deiendani. lino to pi event her from r>uhtishiOK
tuu ihr«»i«neu icu(ml> 1'iltun .sail u# MiltTM
Mis. Woodhiill wasa pure -voniau. and tnat lie hart
simply ma le her acquaintance on account 01 iiiu
scandal, ii he (Mr. iri'c>) couwi mhi.v that that
statement a ,is nairu niton's evidence on the
s'und conid not nc reniieil I>y uny peinou in tue
com in u n i' y. lit; onid n >t dwei on the derails of
tin- iir.incii 01 the matter a: presotit. Til on went
to Coney lslaiiu witu Mrs ivuo hull and ba iled
there with lie., t.ion-jh he domed ui.it lact on tne
hi and. lie would d.iuw iu in I iat they deposited
taeir watcaes with 11> coachman; hut Mr. I'lltou
came 110,ii tlie s- anhoiy wi n his iioiUen locus
wet, peruaps with the mlitm o: the oc au, or. it
inikiii i.e. irom lno syon.t ne leu in reyard to
Hell y Ward lieocher. (^oppressed laughter.) He
would saow them that lilton nnd Mrs. U'oodhtili
returned lo New 1 ori.: mat the.v weio lelt by
the coacliniaii at Mrs. Wi.outuill's house, where
lie presumed ne spent tne w no,e night, all, lie
siipi osed, lor the noneil t oi Mrs. Tlltoii or Henry
Ward Beeohor. (Laughter.) uo would show [
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that In place of getting Mra. Woodhnll to
uppre»s me acandal lie did all be coulil to get

ber 10 publisit it; that tie brought Mm. Woodhull
ou tlirce or tour occasions to Mr. Moulton'a house,
and that wtien lie loumt what a storm lid been
ruiaed aiiawst hitn lor publishing that Woodhull
biography lie and Mr. Moultoa entered into
the desperate scheme or (retting Mr.
Beecher to preside at the Woodhull lectaieIn Steln*aj llall, wnlch Mr. Beecner
declineii to do. Tllton mmseli preawed ai mat
meeting and introduced Mia. woodhull to the
meeung. Hut n he had been able to get Mr.
Beecher to preside he could have said:.bee, Mr.
ne,jcuer, mo in eat preacner <>i mt* country, indorsesthis woman. Hu' Mr. Beecherdid nothing
ol the kiud. It was only when troubles of variouskinds came on Tilton that lie came to think of
ii'teiing tins scandal at all. And Mr. Ucecner
told niin tnat II lie unshed to reins ate nimscll in
his tfood wishes and opinions he must utterly
trivn up ami repudiate an his associations mtn
Victo.ia Woodhull. Counsel referred to the
Poem* "Sir -Marmaduke's Musings." Hut Mr.
Beeci er not moving, Mr. Tilton must give nim a
menace, must come and find something to alarm
fcim. to make him come forward and aid him out
01 the difficulty he had railen Into; so, on (lie 1st
of November he published "Sir Marmadune's
Musings," the Ilrst verse of which is,

I won u noble turn*.
But, with a sudden frown.
The people snatched my rrown.
And iii the mire trod dowu

My loltv name.

What Uad happened to have the people with
"a sud-len irown" snatcn the crown o: Theodore
Tilton on tne lsr 01 November, 1871? What but his
relations with Victoria Wuouhull and his doctrines
ol Iree love which he had beloro puoiisned In the
Independent uud the Golden Age? I here was
nothing with the public that could have satislled
that, ilrst verse in this poem, except his known
relations with that, woman. It was that and that
on:y to which lie alluded. But the poem was an
excuse merely to puolish the toliowiug verse

1 Wanned a woman's breast.
As It her heart I knoiv.
Or fancied would be true,
\\ ho proved.alas, she tootFalselike the rest.

And be tells you, geutieinen, that although the
story or the scandal bad been circulated among a
large number ol people, although it was known to
the Wood hulls, as he says, the May previous, wno
had threatened to publish it and who bad published
a card which calle i attention to the lact that
some prominent minister in Brooklyn was living
a lile ol adultery with the wile of another prom-
Inent teacher in Brooklyn; although he had eirciliatedit among nis nandlul of friends, and how
lar it had gone he did not snow, yet lie tells you
that when he published that verse he had no idea
that anybody would believe it. According to his
own showing the stories had been in circulation
lor nearly a.year. How extensive It was lie could
not know, but he did Know that rumors of a d' -

Hemic imuiiciij in inn umi luiuuv mm
lieen triveu a considerable circulation in
ibis community. Could tie bo so dull as
not to understand that the publication
of that poem, over his own signature, w<>uitl
be a ountlmanon to every person who hadneaid
oi the rumor that the rumor was true, in whateverform they may have heard 1 .whether it
wan o! adultery, or of Improper proposals, or as
undue affection.no matter, I repeat, in wiiat
lortn they had heard tbo minors, everv person
who had heard tue rumor ol domestic difficulty in
the family ot Ine dore TUton would have tuken
that poem as a confirmation of Its truth. Did not
ho know it would oe so received 1 Can it be possiblethat he did not know it ? And yet he tells
you from the witness f-tand that tl he supposed
any person could have imagined that that reiei red
to ins own domestic troubles he would have suiteredhis rlfrht hand 10 have been cut off before
he would have published it.. I say that that
was a menace. It was to send alarm to Mr.
Beccher. It was to say to him, "Sir, you must
come u'i to my rescue and my relief or you will 03
scandalized by this report." Tuton wanted, by
threats, to get Mr. beecher to preside at tne
Steinwii.v HV.i meeting. He. at that time, was out
01 money, aTid the importance ot that point wornd
be made apparent at another staite 01 the case.
Mr. Tilton's a'temnt to iter Mr. ffeecher to nres;de
at the meeting in question was an effort to relieve
Turon trorn me load of obloquy under winch lie
ljbored, and Beecner's refusal to do so brought
down ou liliu ironi mat time lorward all the bitternessand Hostility ot Tilton and Mouiton. which
bud never since ceased. Mr. Beecher uad
declared that tie could uot, for the sane of
saving Tilton, indorse the principles ol Victoriawood hud. 1'ilton went West on a lecturing
tour: the Oolaen Age was not prospering; Tilton
was out 01 money, something must, be done, and
Jiltou wrote that letter to Mr. Needier, staling
the accusations that Bowen Had uiade against
Heeciier. lnis intimation was made to Beecher
that 11 lie tooK sides with Bowen ne must make
up Uis mind 'o encounter toe hostility of neodore
Tilton. who hoped that, Bowen wouid patch up a
peace and take back Tilton into ins employment.
Mouiton told tnem that le:ter was to be u-ed iu a
negotiation with Boweu. Tilton always had an
e\e to bos.ness; no -matter whether tue
question inv ived his wile's couor or ma
own relations with Boweu, he subjected
tnem to a certain standard 01 value.
He took a press copy 01 the letter he intended to
publish aualnst Beeciier and snowed it to
Samuel Wilkeson. a member of tue ilrai of Ford <fc
Co., Mr. Beecher's publishers, and TUtou said he
wuuld publish that letter ii lieury Ward Beecher
did not do him justice. Mr. Wilkeson saw at a
glance that U the scandal was published it would
ast.und thrtateudom and ruin the work, the "Lne
01 Christ," on which ."dr. Beecher was then
engaged. Tilton did not go to Mr. Bowen to ?how
him the letter. He said to Mr. Wnkeson that
when Bowen >ild him injustloe Beecher did not
take his part; that he passed over on the other
side. But why did he show that letter to Mr.
Wilkeson, a friend ol Mr. Beecher's t Couus?l
contended that this was done for the purpose of
blackmail, especially as Tnton onlv got a lew
copies ot the letter stru fc oil and theu had t.ie
tv pe distributed. Be showed the letter in type to
some Irlends; but Tiltou never intended to publishthe letter.he went about saying he would
publish n. The $7,OuO wlilcn Bowen owed Tilton
had not been paid lor lTiteen mouths; but lie
(counsel) knew tlia* in a tew days alter Tilton had
been sno »lng the threatened letter to Boweu's
and Ueecliei's mends that »7,ot>o came into Tilton'shunos. i lien, adverting to the tripartite
agreement, counsel said thai there was a breach
oi laith in this ease, ana that was that all the
papery relating to this scandal should be de-
stroyeu. uui< mof ucvki ncru uuai ru.yeu. i no

question was, did the plalntitl in this case act in
(rood faun? lie (Mr. Tracy) said tie naa
not, but that Tiiton aDd Moulton were
acting as conspirators to use Henry Ward
Beeclier. and, when they nu longer could di> tual,
to destroy turn It thev cuuld. Tne first step in trie
nego.iation was the tripartite agreement, an J
then came the award. Alter thu tripartite agreementhad boen llxed upon, Bowen, Tiiton and
Moulton withdrew to a room, where the award
was agreed to. Mr. Tiltoa got his $7,000, and alter
this those who bad agree<l to give subscriptions to
tiie Uohlen, Aye managed to get out. of the whole
business. TUton went into the campaign in favor
ot Mr. Greeley, and, tnereiore, he had no Inducementto indulge in scandal tlion, as it might not
be lavoraole to his poiltltei prospects. Tiiton
then, lor oucp. gave up ins love 01 women to his
political ambition. He says that about this time
he gave up tne W oodnulls. Haviug adverted to
the alleged sources irom which the Wooahull
scandal originated, counsel said tnar Ms. Stanton
denied all knowledge 01 it. It Tiiton had denied
It there would have been an end ot the scandal.
MB. TBAOY EXPLAINS HIS CONNECTION WITH THE

CASE.
Mr. Tracy continued, saying:.Now, gentlemen

ot tne jury, we have reached the stage of this case
where my name has been dragged into it in such
a war tuat leads me to make to you a personal
Bluieiuum, VI my lCi.in u.1 iu n. i niu cApiiiiu
wnat transpired, us iar aa 1 am connecten with
tin:* scandal, irum beginning to end.
Mr. Bench. addressing tie Court, said that he

should question the rural 01 m* counsel to wake
a personal explanation. lie di n't ttudersuud
mat toe counsel was g uuif to prove wnat tic would
set iortti iu ihis explanation, an>i it was not materialn> tne ca^e uslesH proois arc to be offered.
Judge Nenson said that It would not oe admissibleuuless iliev entertained the expectation of

giving proof of it 01 some sort.
Mr. beacii said tnat ne was unwilling to deprive

any proiessiounl genricma.i oi tne privilege to
make a personal explanation wiien his characterhad been assailed, but lie uiu not
tliliik that It was within tne province of an openlugcounsel in a case to enter upon a personal
explanation of anything tout may nave been
brought out lu the course of tne examination
ou the other side.
Judge Neilson *aiJ it would only be proper In

the understanding that he introduced proof in
some lot in I what he states in his explanation.

Mr. Heach said that lie understood the couusei
to make the announcement tnat he dues not intendto pioveit. It ne merely moniioned his
tacts, wituout qualifying and characterizing in
the nianuer ne did, he (Afr. lieacm Would nor have
objected. His protest is, because his name has
been wrought, int" tins case lie Had a right to
make ,i per onai explanation.

Juiiite Nells..ii sani that a personal explanation
does not, seem to oe called lor, bui any statements
winch the cuiin-ei expects to prove it is proper
to near iruin hiin on.

i'.x-Judge Porter, In a weak and tremulous
touu ol voice, said in a t they claimed that as th
counsel nad becu personally arraigned he should
be neard bv ihe Court in Ins owu dMence. They
proposal to prove whatever they will produce oil
tuo ti'ui. Wnat that evidence may bo precisely
will dO|>end chieily upon subsequent uevel >t>ments.lieucrai Tracy na I been arraigned lor his
personal connection with this case by the opposingcounsel, and tliey propose to elect la wuat
manner they shall reiute it. They dm not pro-
pose wuat counsel Henry W ard needier shall dn-
(end tiitnmi wlta on tinstrui. I'birs could tin
neon no question out ihat he may state liovv tne
arraignment had been made against him, in rdcr
tnat t ,e jury may Judge between the parties con-
cerned in so making the charge, I'liis right ol tbo

could uot ue restricted (svcii n.v ilia Honor.
Air. H a, It replied i na.t. they had not presumed

to d.etate 10 Henry Wuid needier * hat counsel
lie should euB.iKt' to ueiend nun. lint ue insisted
mat whatever counsel w.is called no s»in>u.(i oe restrictedi>y the rules In lint ca.se. i'lie coun.«ei
nere lias grievously ami nro*sly exceeded tne
limits or the < u 11 srI In openiuir this cuse. When
milnttitBuiiMpirMd ito 111 i.iii! ofdioM) course
lie nud ii'i ruin to a personal cxp anatloti to tlio
jury. It w.is an assumption 01 a riRiit separated
iruiu Mia cnaracter of tns counsel, "ii the> aww
that ii« win prove what tnev state then my voico
Is silent."
Jud^e Neitson aald It was the duty of the coun-
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el, in stating tbs opening, to limit ntmself to tn«

facta and circumstance* which be intended 10
prove: but it tne person il explanation is not susceptibleof proof tlie rule la plain.
Ex-Judge Porter theu arose and explained that

he misundei stood what Mr. Ueach bail said, au<1
thought mat he had denied the rlirht to make an
explanation. lie would afflmi now that the facts
wnicb General Tracy would specify tney wou.d
prove.
General Tracy men said to tne lury that be

wou:d endeavor to stat* no net* wh;cn will not
be made plain to them by evidenre which tbey will
nr#Menr. A* to the fm-n m whtfli ho :ihnnt
to reter, or any subject mat was material to this
cafe, thev would prove tiiem all by witnesses. II
the plaintiff has dragged iu matter which is not
mater al 'o tins cane, he took it as n rignt to make
explanation where ne was concerned. lie would
sueak tli'nt to wnat ttnnspired betweeu the wife
oi the plaintiff and himself. What transpired oetweenHimself and Mrs. Tllton leiore sue went
before the Committee 01 Investication is a matter
not material to tnls ca*e, and yet tnis is brought
up as H to show that the counsel
had controlled Mrs. 'Alton's action be:ore the
committee, if I understand the Dlalntiit's evidence.be a.ivs that 1 told hun that I proposed eveiy
question and answer lor his wile. I saw her 10 speak
to her lor the nrst time iu my life about thirty or
lorty minutes beiore sue appeared before the committee.VV'e never spoke a word about what she
tshould say, and I never so told plaintiff, l was introduced10 Mrs. Tllton by bersieniather, ex-Judge
Morse, who is one oi the most respected citizens
of Brook yn. Knowledge came to mo on that dav
In July tnat the plaintiffs wiie was in the house
ol a mend in Henry street. and that >he xpressed a
desire to commutiicate wit n aoine <>'ttie authorities
ofi'lvmoutti c urch. I called at the house and found
that she nad gone out. When she did reiurn
with her stepfather I asked her if she wanted
to go beiore the committee. Mie said vei», and
I pot the committee together to hear her. My
ouly words were to tell her tlia' if she was asked
questions winch m gnt at other nines seem indelicate.she must not feeL annoyed. She replied that
she would not und ihen went betore the committee.I was not absent from tne parlor two minutes
altogether. never told Mr. 'I'llton that had pre.
pared tue answeri to die questions lor this committee.It was another unnecessary reflection
mat lie i-ast upon nis wue. aooui me rime <>i vne
Victoria Wood hull pubitcaMoa Mr. l'rankiyn Woodruiras Ken me to call ami wee what answer could
he "ado to that publication. I mid been very outspokenin my opinions in regard to that publication.It wan dis'luctlv understood that the matter
between Mr. Woodruff and imaeii was not a professionalone. 1 was to rcceive no compensation.
He tolu me that.

UK. MOl'LTON HAD SOMK rAPKRS
which It would be necessary to see before any
answer could be made. The object 01 that interviewwas to lntrouuce Moulton to nivself, tn.it
I might see tnose papers. The inierview was appointedand it took place between Moulton, Tiltonand myself. Iwo lnierriiws have been spoken
of, but i remember but one. 1 do not remember
that Ttlton was with us when it commenced. Tne
first letter shown me by liooltoo was the letter
of apology, as it was then called, now known as
the letter 01 contrition. The Wood hull puhlica|tion was there. 01 which I had only a general
knowledge, lhe retraction waa also siiown me
and another letter or very little importance. The
object oi tnis lutervlew was an answer to this
scandalous publication of Woodhuii. We took
it up and discussed it, paragraph by
paragraph. The first thing I asked him about
was in regard to the pistol scene spoken of. I
a-ked him II tie did that, and he replied that there
was no truth in it. I then asked him in regard to
Mr. Tilton's urging Mr. Ueechcr to reside at the
j-telnway Hall meeting. He said tnat was not
true lie said lie had not given Mrs. Woodhuii
tne lnlorniation or auy part ot it. 1 then asked
him what Tilton said of H. and as to wuettier
there was any loundatlon lor the ttor.v. He said
he wanted me to find tnat out iroui Tlltoa him-
self. Tilton e.ame into the room alter this. Ho
might have been there belore. I did not *BOW
he waa coming, and 1 was surprised to see him.
He brought with him a manuscript, and, sitting
down, he turned to me and said, "I
don't know what the etiquette oi your
profession Is. Would it In the event o a
contest permit you to bo Deecher's counsel f"
He read a draft which was greatly interpolated
and underlined and snowed much labor. Tne only
fact 1 had not previously learned from Moultou
was what now turnea out to be the letter to Dr.
Slurry, tiioug.t tiien It «!iU not purport to be
such. It coutalnea also the letter oi apoloprr. It
is true that I did examine this let;er eareiulty
with reterencc to the Woodhull scandal. When
Tiliou made the charge of improper proposals l
old again take up the letter io examine its beariingId tnat view oi the case alter Tluon eutered
the room. 1 atn very coniident that that paper, as
snowu here, 1 have never s en in the world. I
mean the letters of Mrs. niton and Mr. Beecher,
oi January 3d, 1872. bo 1 know that the "irue
Story," as a paper, was uever scowu to nte at all.
I suy that to the best ot my recollection
there was but one conversation betwo u
us. I am certain mat the first time 1 siw
Tiltou on this subject was as 1 have stated. Tiliton denied the truth or the Woodiiuil statement in
every particular, and denied being tne author of
any oi tne stories. Mouiton said he could deny
ir. Why could not Tilton also deny it V Tiltou
said he could not deny It, because while tuat
story was la'.se there w;is a true one, and he said
he could not deny the laiso story without telliug
the irae one. 1 argued a^aiust that view. The
question oi lying came up by our arguing whether
a man could deuv a siorv which was substantially
untrue, tuougn there intent be a true story con!nected with it. html tnat It could unn ouiht. I
advised silence, because Tiltou refased to deny the
Wood hull Htory without telling tne otner siorv,
and I undoubtedly did say that, as between
that course, and silence. Mleuce was the course
to pursue. As mr us Moultou was concerned, I
argued to omit to deny u was a lie. We had a
warm discussion <>n the subject. 1 stepped down
and «ut of the case alter December, 1872. I saw
Mr. Ueecher ouce on the subject, anj had a casual
conversation with him on tins subject once in
January, 1872. 1 was not of the case unlit alter
tne publication of rue Bacon letter, wlien Moulton
brougnt me to his bouse, whore 1 lound Tilton and
FrauK Carpenter. Mouitou read that letter and
sal') ne wanted me to come bncic again in ttic case.
He was very uracil excited and outraged at ttie
publication 01 the Bacon letter. He said that the
difficulty was not yui beyond settlement. He (MrTracy)came Into tbe ca.-e in June, 1874, at the
solicitude ol Mr. Mouitou, believing him to be Mr.
Beeoher's friend. That was tils history of his connectionwith this case, lie had stated in au interflowin the Brooklyn Union as to his understandingof the case, as soon as he saw mat Mr. Tilton
chunked nis charge from one ol improper proposalto one of an entirely diflercnt character he
gave Mr. Tutou notice tnat lie could not be neld to
tne promise he Hud made him. There was no
difference between himself and Mr. Tilton except
in so far as lie tola luiu tnat he could not be his
counsel 11 ne brought a dillereut charge irotn the
one he had originally st itsd. Bciorc he had appearedin this cuae lie nad submitted the (mention
to eminent counsel in New York and also to his an-
soclatcs in this case, Mr. Evans ana Mr. Porter,and
they had expressed tne opinion that, there was
notiiing in the matter to preveut iiim irotu appearingin this case as the counsel lor Mr. Beccner.
He thought ne was entirely Irec, according to the
opinions ol eminent lawyers, to appear as Mr.
Beecht-r'8 counsci in this suit.
Mr. Tracy stopped talking at seventeen minutes

past lour o'cioc*.
The Judge.Have yoa concluded your opening,Mr. Tracy i
Mr. Tracr.I have not, sir.
The Judge, addressing the Jury, said:.Gentlemen,you will oe good enough to call at tbe Comptrollersoillce on Mouday morning, ueiore you

come into court, and you will receive your compensationtor your services, so lar as they have
been rendered. Witn re*.iro to extra compensationlor the onerous duties that have been ttirowu
upon you, tnat question can be better determined
waen we Know the extent to winch your labors in
this case may be prolonged. You win please attendhere on Monday morning, at eleven o'clock.

i i(u uuui *vao iii/iyi'i uiii^kij biijuuiuuu iu lUdb

Hour on Monday morning.

A CARD FROM MB. BOWEN.
Tbe following card has been published by Mr.

Henry C. Boweo tn relation to General Tracy's address:.
The statements made by Mr. B. F. Tracy In his

opening address to ttic Court and jury in the
Brooklyn scandal case, so tar us said statements
reier to me as having been in any "oon>
spiracy" whatever, are malignant fabrications
iroin Degiiiiuiiy: to end.destitute 01 evtMi one
particle 01 trutii. as said Tracy cau learn il ne will
cill me to the witness stand; in wuion event ne
will find out tuat I do not oelieve in tne doctrine,
said to be taught bv lum, tnar "lying is ju.-uii.iitie
under ccrtain circumstances.''

JIEN'RY C. BOWEN.
New York, Feb. 26, 1875.

ANOTHER ANSWER TO GENERAL TRACT.
To the Editor of the Herald:.
some remarks of General Tracy In tbe Tt;tonBeec.nercontroversy, made yesterday, render it

proper that we should say that Mr. Mouiton has
been a pai tner of the Arm o Woooruff <fc Knbtnsonfor mora ti.nn ten years; that at no

timo has he had any duties to perform which
Inv dved any need oi secrecy or which were, in
met, kept secret, iroin tils partners, nor any wiacn
differed from those oi other mourners oi tne
rtrin; that nis conduct, ns a partner nas alw.ijs
Imon iranw mu! luur mul tli if tln» dumainrinn ai nm

firm M is not. been influenced by tile above con-rovursy,but was resolved ou a vear ato.
JKKKMI.VH P. l.'OIUNSON.
FK.\NKLIN WOODKUFF.
(iliO. C. RoBI.NSjUN.

New YORK, Feb. 20. 1876.

THE BEBCIIKR CASE.
To tbk Editor ok ihk 11 r.itAi.n:.
A Uiuilator temporU acll, a eulogist of oid-tlme

thin«s and processes, lias a poor clmnce of a lair
hearing nowadays. Vet I ura tempted by your
admirable article in Thursday's Mkiiald, oil tne
cruoity of excluiUug Mrs. Tllton as a witness, to
say a few words in the direction of the past and
the modes of judicial procedure wiiloti once were
III Vniruo bur wlllrii Mm Iwwnm 111 in mv
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pneiulo reform Has > wept &w;iy,
1 am br no menus sure that tne reason you give

for ilie cxciusiou 01 Mrs. Tlltou is tuo true oue.to

PLE SHEET.
prevent, in aucb mtta, collusion between bnabtnd
ado wile. Tbat would be a good.reaaon were arte
to be examined for tier Husband. No reanon at all
1( to be examined, as here, against turn. Mrs.
Mrtnlrnn waa oramlnoH fnr hni» Knar,.n4 «r%A ha tm

in a certain sense as much a party as Tilton. And
here let me remark ch.it It seems to me that Mrs.
Mouiton's testimony adds not a leather's weight
to the anti-Beecher case. If Beecher is innocent,
and that is the issue to be tried, then is Moulton
co conspirator In perjury with Tilton; and il Mrs.
Tilton be excluded on the technical ground that
she Is one with her husband, then are Moulion
and his wife one, aud her tesnmony is not even
cumulative.
The root of the whole difflcnlty in this esse.and

this is the point ot what I have to say.is:.First,
that parties are examined as witnesses at all, and,
second, a* you liavs suggested, that, 11 any, all
should have a chance. I shall not dwell on tnis
last consideration further. At common law and
in most of the States of the Cnion parties could
not oe examined. They, ir tnev brought suits, had
to maintain them by witnesses, and ir they were
sued, to delend themselves in the same way. The
dead Jeremy Bentham, and, If I mistake not, the
11vinft David Dudloy Field, thought differently,
and now parties.not their wives, however.have
full swing at each other, with what iruit let Tuton
vs. Beecher show. How would this case, scandalousin all its aspects, and fretting more and more
so every day, as it drags Its flow and fetid course

along.how would it have stood if the old rule
hart prevailed* In the drat place, It seems to mo
it woo Id neve* have been brought, and no one
doubts this would have been a public benefit. If
Tilton had had no'hinir to support him hut the
Moulton testimony, husband and wife, and the
other scraps he had produced aud the letters.not
his and his wiie's, bi.t Beecher'n. he never would
have ventured into court, reckless as he may be.
But he knew the new rule of law perfectly well,
and that he, the plaintiff, would have ample room
for rhetoric and declamation and vituperation
and misrepresentation, dignified as evidence,
and hts vanity told him that thouuh Beecher would
be examined too, he (riiton) would be more than
a match lor him. wnetner lie will be Is another
question. But, be this as It may, can any sane
man pretend to «ay that the antagonistic rhetoric
of two such adversaries will conduce to the evolutionof truth? It seems to me tt will depend on
who talks the best or spouts the most. Yet this
Is the logical result of tne system.as shown in a
case which I admit to be extreme, but still is lllus-
irauve. rjveu cruss-exumiuaiion, mai alleged
sure test, Is a lailure when applied to partlos or to
tlios« \rtio stand tu the place ol parties. This has
been abundantly proven here. Tlie comment is
not how truthiul these loiks are, hut how well
they stood cross-examination. But there is a

graver consideration still. How about perjury and
the inducement to ItV Take this very case. There
can be no question that either Tllton has perjured
lilmseir, or that Beecher, i! he contradicts him,
ns he must, or perish, will have done so. There is
no room for any alternative. Can any system be
good which permits.nay, encourages this? Witnesses,1 admit, may be bribed to foreswear themselves.That is subornation, and bad enough; but
it Is not as bad as perjury; and here we have a
case in which, in one event or the other, we have
both perjury and subornation. if Tllton lies, then
he has got Moulton and his wlie to lie for mm.
H Beecher means to lie, he will suborn tils friends
too. As to Mr. Beectaer's examination, voluntary
though It may be and conclusive ol his innocence,
as 1 sincerely trust it will prove, the view ts
equally clear. It u inevitable, I admit. The Inquisitorsol old had a plausible sort ol logic in
lavor or tne rack, ana I am by no means certain
that something like It has not now come to life in
the present system. Mr. Beccher may be a volunitary witness, but tie is not u voluntary party to
tne litigation. XQc law says he must be stretched
on the rack, and, knowing it to be Inevitable, he
submits. All ti ls could be obviated by going
back to the old testimony, and let parties prove
their cases, not make them. AN OLD LAWYER.
Nkw Yoke, Feb. 25.

"GIVE THE WOMAN A CHANCE."
Tothb Editor of the Herald:.
Your excellent editorial under the above head

In your columns of this morning is apt and welltimed,expressing as it undoubtedly does the views
ol ail truth-loving people. Wnlle few If any or our
laws are faultless, there Is none more defective
than that wnich allows a man to swear away lus
wlie's honor and at the same time leaves tier
powerless to utter a word in her own vindication.
During the progress of the great "social striis"
which is now engrossing to a large degree the
attention of all mankind, but little has been heard
by ' statement" or otherwise lrom one to whom
tho result brings weal or woe, happiness
or misery, honor or dishonor. Not
only has she maintained her silence
thus far, but now, wnen her testimony
would be of so much import in determining tne
truth or inlslty of the terrible charges with which
iier lair name has been assailed, her lips are
sealed, aud lrom necessity she must await tne
issue unneard. Is there no remedy lor this mis|lortune? lor certainly sucn it must be consul|ered.
Special legislation has already been invoked,

successiully, too, lu this memorable case, and is it
not possible to secure an amendment to our laws
so as not only to give "this woman a cnance" to
testify In her own behalf (a right accorded to tno
vilest oi criminals), out for the beueilt of nil posterityin simllac causes ?
Justice ami reuson alike demand that this

woman should have a hearing; the Interests oi a
Christian public demand it. Shall she not be
heard ? NEUl'RAL,
PLYMOUTH PRAYER MEETING.

LIT TOUR light shine.MB. beeches 8 sole
desire with reference to himself.

Every succeeding Friday evening finds Plymouth
lecture room more crowded. If that were possible.
Last evening the room was filled a lull
Half hour before time for the meeting
to begin, and camp chairs were called
Into requisition, and the crowd only ceasid
pourlug: in when the room could contain no more.
Mr. Beecber entered just at hali-past seven and
took his seat, looking calm and untroubled as
Hi)ual. lie was very earnest In his remarks, ana
at the last, when he spoke of his present trial, the
congregation.attentive before.were suddenly
hushed, and in all that vast assemblage there was
not a sound or a movement.
Brother Edward Beecner opened the services by

prayer, lie prayed that the pnstor might be
vindicated, and all that is taking place might be
for the mrtherauce of the glory or God. Alter the
cusiomary exercises Mr. Heecher said:.Paul
says It is God wiilch worketh tn you, both to will
and to do, Ac. You read In the Sermon on the Mount
the command or our Saviour to siiine. It is not a

command of exhibiting piety, not a command of
osieutation, not, luoeed, a command to shine; no

man Jlghteth a candle to put it under a bustiel,
but nc putteth it in a candlestick, that its light
may shine forth. So when you are livlDg a truly

CDRIST-LIKE DISPOSITION
no not hide it, let It be seen, as if there were cir!cumstances in which men would be likely not to
let tbuir light shine, so He commanded not to

shine; but, when it did shine, to let it be secu.
Tnere is nothintr loss influential to the pense of

honor than the attempt to make goodness apparent;lor a person to say a wiee thing aud look
round and say. "l'm-m!" ami smack his ll^s and
say, "Did you see tliat ?" (or a porsou to be placed
In a situation where, seeing everybody li okinit.
tncjr do right.you cuuuut conceive anyiluug
mo o

HATEFt r. AVI> KKPULHIVB
than that.. Anil we And .tuiuuu ver.v #ood people and
people who are not so uood, a ureal deal oi that.
1'eople who have so mucn to do fori he cause of
liod and nave so much to say about it; tio timi
lor anything; everybody must hoar it.1 dou't
mean 10 say how lar ihat is religion instead of
doing good. It is very distasto-iui, and we
lnav be sure that the Saviour never commanded
inut, they siionld Blnne ior observation, hut that
they should live so that the diiTreuce between
them and those who live without, faith should
show and the neauty and sweetness of religion
attract others. Men should oe moved to
reunion by us bcautuulness, not bv Its
arguments, not by rnctorieal ptetv, but that
the Cur is: hie trait* iintriu ii. .. » imi ir

Mioul'i (teem aa conielv to mirlit a* (lownr-i. We
might have a lecture on botauv, wnicli would lnterustextremely; but when you »*o out ou a Hammer<iav udiI see the ine.nlows olue with violeta,
or wui # wtin (Uluea, you eel Inclined toward tiie
hpot, not becauan l ic a «tiuly in hot any, out becauaethe flower* are lu auinui.

hie co tu inHud to -nine is hlmpiy In all your
conduct to'carry vouraeii so ChriaiiiKC uiai wliau
men benolit von they will nee uow bcantliui it m.
how rational, how deferable. I.et iih take instances.
Mippo.ie a aeanutres*, who In good times Hour-

ft
lanes, but tn hard ttmea li pinched for want <
lood and raimeut, and t>ui>p >so she la a Cbriat*
like peraon and »aya, "1 belong to Him who
nail not where 10 lay Ins head. What ia it to bear
what o»y Master bore? And lnatead of being
l>r< icen, I'll set ve Him In inv want and need, ami
I'll win mv courage witu sonus; and if I die, the
God hatli redeemed me, I'll sing on." Aud It Is
known lu her boarding bouse tbougli not a word
bast been said. She lias not taken a bundle
01 iractk and distributed t tie in in toe
rooms; but you c.rnuot hide tne li«nt.
and some rude inau goes out and meet* a deacon
and say*, with an oatli, ' Wnv didu't you take
carc 01 vour po<>rr There u a woman in our
hi usp dylnir, and sne U an nngel if there ever wai
one.'' and ho .-tie is lound out. Thia man would
damn a minister us lar as lie could see him. He
would not go near a church; he don't believe in
religion, but lie believes in that woman.
You see in tne picture galleries pictures witti all

sort.s <>t ,-atirj aress«d beautifully painted, with
satin women inside them, beautliuliy painted
ais >, bin you uldta see the moat tojching
Incidents of Hie portrayed. I remember
the picture of the "Linen Weavers
of Silesia." I never saw such an^ot>o
depleted as was in the fares of those poor peasants,who brought ttieir rol s oilmen and received
ilieir miserable pittance; and in contrast to tbat
was the prosperous lnercuant, wno beat tnem
down to ti*e lowest possible price.

Well, you sav all this is very well, but It don't
toucn us; we are living in coiulortabie houses and
bate everything we want. Bat wiiat is it
turn distinguishes you? A bountuul table,
a well filled wardrobe. What makes everyhoilvthink vou lira a Christian r ItMr&mui
tticy see you going to prayer meeting, with
a prayerbook in Danrt ? A Pharisee can uo mat
Sunpose yuu take the testimony of those woo
work lur you. are you proud i do tliey care for
you y Mipposc ttie cirl in the kitchen says, "I
pray ever.v day loi my mistress; she is out of ttie
true i.burcb and 1 can't bear that she should be
lost." 1 am sure that she is a Christian.
Let your light shine in trouble.let it shine Id

prosnet itjr.
I have, for almost thirty years, been preachli|

to you. 1 have attempted to expiate ou the innermostlue oi Christians. It has pleased God In
my old age to bring me lino a

1.0NU ANI) SEVERE TRIAL.
I am not hall so anxious about the result as tc

how 1 shall live while it Is going on and alter It It
ended. I know one thing.nothing ran separate
ino trom the love ot God, which is in Christ Jesus.
I aak only that I shall be ubie to set belore mv
people, with uo ostentation, an example 6i
trust in Cod that my people shall feel thjs is tne
(.ospel ol Cod. This is my desire. I say to you,
one and nil, let your Hunt so shine before the
world Hint men may know you. 1 ask. also, thai
in answer to your multiplicity oi prayers that I
may let my light shine beiore men that they mi]
know I am simply a Cnristian. 1 desire to lee
like a Christian and act like a Christian.

THE TRANSIT OF VENUS.

JAPANESE OBSERVATIONS OF THE PHENOMENON.
Lieutenant Murray s. Day, United States Nary,

tow engaged in hydrographlc duty for the Japanesegovernment, made successful observations
ol the transit lu the palacc grounds of the Mikado,
Tokoi (Jeddo), at the request of tne imperial household.He was assisted iu these by bis associate,
Mr. Avrais Ikunoski, which latter gentleman, in
signlDg his report, addi his title, "Kaitakaslxl
Qotochlshl."
Two sets of Independent observations were

made at their station In the palace gronnds, latitude35 deg. 40 nun. 42 sec north, lonfntade 139
deg. 41 mm. 22 sec. east from Greenwich. LleutenantDay's were taken with a portable astronnmirtaltrnnaif inafrti msnf t lV<1«/1aman Va OKI

anrl bis time noted with a tldercal chronometer
(Negus, New York, No. 1,549). He reports the first
external contact to nave taken place at 6b. Mm.
5is.; tbe tlrst internal contact at Tb. 23m. 38s.;
tne second internal at lit). 14m. 55s., and tbe secondexternal, or last contact, ut lin. 42m. 05s.
>lis secouil and third observatious were reported
"very iroodthe tune was noted for the second
at the breaking or the ligament, and lor the third
at the making oi the ligament.
The observations of the Japanese assistant, Mr.

Ikunoski, were tauen with a ten-inch theodolite
(Wurdeuian, Ni). 164). The tune was noted bra
mean time chronometer (Negus, No. L550). Tht
tlrst internal contact was not noted; the second
was at Sh. lorn. 8s.; the third at till. om. 30s., and
the lour Hi at 6b. 27m. lbs.
There is no real discrepancy here In the time,

since Lieutenant Day's was noted by a sidereal
chronometer. Tue hkv was very clear for these
otisi'ivers. It is worth out- note that we have
thus u good Japanese astronomical observation
oi' some points iti the transit.

success at kodbiuuez islands.
The English partv here are reported to have

had complete success. Both ingress and egreaa
were well observed. Janssen's revolving apparatusworked well. Nine Jausseu plates were se.
cured, each containing sixty small photographs,
taken ut Intervals oi a second. Fifty-eight ordP
nkry plates were also made.
As regards the British expeditions It Is satlsfaeitory to learn tuat as they have obtained good

observations oi the ingress at the Saudwtch
Islands and at Rodriguez, and ot the egress in
Australia and in Egypt, tnev nave thus made sure
oi two pairs of ooservauous comparison by
nelisie's method. These are valuable parts ol tbe
world's work on this great phenomenon.

ketukn ok profkusor watson's partt.
Professor 0. A. Young, oi Dartmouth College, It

dally expected in Washington, bringing the om.
cial reports of the Pekin party.
This early return of tne party Is In conaequanca

oi their having succeeded in gettiug down from
Pekiu by leaving there on December 10, In one
oi the Russell Company's vessels, reachingShanghai on December 3o and being brought over
theace to Yokohama by the United Mutes ship
Monocacy, under orders ot Admiral Pennock.
United Mates Navy. Proiessor Watson thui
avoided ihc long l*nd journey wtilcli he wouM
have Had to the Yangtze iliver.
The Alaska, irom Yokohama, reached San Fran

nsco on me 16th inst,. and doubtless brought al
but Watson, who goes to tne East.
While the party wero detained at Chefoo they

learned the success of the Germans there. They
had hifd clear sky.

rne mscrepiincies reported ny our oDservers betweenthe observed times of the contact and
tuose computed by tne English astronomers wero
not unexpected by our American astronomer, G.
W. litil. 01 Vyack-Turnpike, N. V. Mr. Hill preparolt lie lour Dcaufiiul charts of I'art 2 of the
American Transit Commission, ana predicted dis.
crepanctes In the times given by our Kngllsb
rou-uis. When all the results are reduced.say
within twelve to eighteen months.we will sea
who wins.

THE HERALD AND BISMARCK.

[From the London Globe.]
The bitterness displayed by Prince Bismarck

towards the New York Herald has caused boom
amazement, not to say amusement, in tne United
States. Most people thought tbe fun was at an
end when the Chancellor's private secretary solemnljinformed the Herald's correspondent thai
an audience could not be granted to the reores-entattve ot a naper so much opposed to the polloy
of tne German government. On Wednesday,
however, the North German Gazette, the Prince's
organ, returned to tne cnaree. The American
journal, it appears, recently declared that il
rcall.v was not so very hostile to i'rince l-ttsuiaick:
much as it disliked ills violence, it disliked taai
<>i lie ultramontane* still more. The officialBerlin paper denounces tins as mer«
hypocrisy, nud points to what it cans "KM
lact" that, the Komish clergy everywhere recommendand as tar as possible disseminate th<
iibKAi.D. It Is astonishing that a man lu Prtncc
Hisinarck's position does not leel that a quarrel 01
such a kind Is somewhat undignified, ihe most
powerful statesman on the l.uropean Comment
ought surely to be above bandying words with a
New York editor, in this, however, as id much
else, he truly represents the existing feeling of bis
count rrmen. At one time Germans did not resent
jureipn criticism. nie.v wore remarkable loi
ineir largeness «>f view ami tolerant, .spirit, and
could even l»e grateiul lor an impartial expressionof opinion on t.tio tendency 01 event!
in the Fatherland. All this has now disappeared,
hmce sadowa and sedau German* nav«
admired themselves and their o«ru aenievenioiusho profoundly that they consider foreign
criticism an impertinence. iience ttaoir m(iiirn.itin at ail the great European states in
turii.and nt i.ngiand more than moat, others.hocauseobservers nave dare*! occasionally to hint
that tne new Kmpire Is not. perhaps, absolutely
periect. Vet Germany never stood so mncn in
need 01 what aid may bo derived trom the judgmentsof toreigners. She Is surrounded by perils.
Tiic contest between Church and state has asHunnd proportions of wtucu no one dreamed two
years a^o; the socialist democrats are loud in
their compiainta, aud the government prepares
for possiine war <<y making every man a soldior

.j < - «.!».}». *u 1117.H, I,in.uiusmm,':s
ii wuuiii ne well ii I'riuce HismaroK and nis *dnnr.-rswould somei tines jure need to critics whose
views have at least ihe advantage ol not boinginfluenced by strong party pulsions.

TIIE PRODUCE EXCHANGE.
The interminable question or the grading 1

grain seems as lar off from a settlement as erer.
Yesterday morning the Board of Managers of the
Exchange listcued to the arguments or Messrs.
Wilnam J. Preston and William H. Haines in faroi
ol die propositions for grading submitted to th«
Exchange and already published tn externa 11
these co umn». After the arguments were heard
Hie whole matter was reierred to the Law Coin'
miuec to report. Two add tionai members wer«
added to Liit* latter committee, Messrs. J. H. tier
ri«:K und li. Haselune.

Five neiv members were declared elected to tfe<
Kxcuanje yesterday. Their nuraes are aa tot
lows:.Messrs. k a. Andrews, A. Chrtstophersea
j.itui Gibson, William Make and K. G. flatzfeld.

i ne report of the Albany Commissioners on tisnM
was lecelved ny the Exchange, which will t*
noticed more fully herealter.


