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THE DASHIELL TRIAL:

The Accused Testifed in His
Own Behall,

BE MADE CLEAR MAKY POINTS,

The Testimony of & Number of Expert Wit-
pesses Was Heard,

BUT NONE SAID 145 KOTE WAS FORGED,

pwenlih

the Delfenss Was Com-

pyeneedd— 1 Ing of the Court in
Allowing Collateral
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forged public
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4 ue Court then rendered the following de-

:"L:' ‘| know of no distinetion nor of‘lny

- I.&nly for making u distinction between
“0d Bowotiable notes and couuterfelt bunk

bt J I Latiaiwig
- eived the bene the
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UKL Wl Lthe tithe when the

s Case Was Hested andd

notea. The Commonwealth's Attorney must
prove that the mccused knew at the time,
when he issued the instrument, that it wes
torged.  The best avidenes to sttain this pur.
pose would ba to show that the accused ut.
tered at different times notes which he knew
to be false. As to the remote time the de.
cision was entirely ot the discretion of the
Court.  Under the authorities ecited by the
Commonwealth's Attorney | think that the
evidence is ndmissible,”

Mr. Carter took an exception to the ruling
and it was onderatood that the same objection
would apply  to similar  evidence which
should be brought out by other witliesses,

Ihe jury was then recalled and the pro.
conlings of the trin! wore taken up sgain by
Commonwenlth's Attorney Smith, who called
up onee more Mr. Samuel D, Wallace, the
cashior of the Cit zens' Hank.

M. WALLACE AGAIN,

Mr. Wallace, after taking the stand, stated
that he was cashier of the Ultizen's Bank and
knew the vrisouer for several yoars. He ne.

1o mixty days, doe October 224, indoraed

1800
by Dishioll, pad Angust 25, 1591, either & day
| or two days after the Arrest,
To m yuestion ssked by the Court wit-

that during the time from Auw.
3500, the bank held the note among
the suspended

| Ludwig, be nuse it was the custom to notily

| the indorser ooly when the maker of the note
I oW
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0 attor Lo arrest, or & day later,

' nded payiment of the note. which
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as Mr. Dashiell stated, because he was watl-

12 for the settlement of the estute. 'Lho

uterest on the note ua paid Ly Mr. Dashiell

gotinted & note for £1,000 dated August 22, |

T4, He never notitied

W 0
| r. 1 M. Smith, cashier of the Seeurity
Saviongs Honk, knew Mr, Dashiell for many
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witr, w o stuppiug at present ut Mr,

W 8 e

\ir. S.ot when called back, stated thut

the note deposited by Mr. Nelson was dated

ar 4. 108 Lt was lor ty davs and

sl o1 4TI THAT v 18! Witness wpns

\ 0 8t the note was withdrawn,
§TETLY the delvise ofiaole

here wis some wore delay owing to the
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tional Dagk and Boudur of the
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(itizens’ Baok for

« [aeantane
I o Mr
mnted by the

KNEW THE HANDWRITING.

When guestioned by Mr, Chrter ha stated
at he knew Mr. Ludwig's handwriting, He
wits aliown thes !, Gluote claimell to be forged
ntid statedd thint it it Led been presanted to
Lt by & reputalde person e would bave dis-
' ol it Lo belisved the signature to be
¢ e v had besy an officer of & bank
) s yours and had some Rnowledyes

Liatss tings, for it wus the wain duty of

ik tejals to  beecome  fansiling [
re Witness was  then toid
e signature of the 200 note with
o letters which had been adwmittad
e thought t e
lgo that o)
nres of his

with

to be gewuine. He
the nowe looked 1

wi the different

ine W hen
to be tor

1, and if poey Lad been presentwd
t the bank he would have dl.!-'l-uhl'.i'll
U s nmstinces L

..... SUSPICIoONs Cire
v conoected with the presentation.  He
wonal ertinuly pever have doubted the

sipuntures

irect examinstion by Mr. Smith, Mr.
Walises stated that prior to Mr. iushiell’s
nrrest ho hind becomes fumilinr with the hand.
writing of Mr. Ludwig, which he Liad noticed
ot ¢oecks wnd draits which he either signed
or iudorsel. He was able to deseribe his
Liandwr ting, but he did npot think thet he
w uld be wble to detect a forgery of lis !lli«
patire if the same was caretully executed.

Since the prelimipary examinution in the
police court he had refreshied his memory
H wwhnt, apd bis knowledge in regard to
Mr., Lutiwog's signature was greater now than

it hied been before My, Dusliiell's arrest,

K AND L'A,

When asked by Mr, Smith if be had noticed
that Mr., Ludwig, i bis signature to commer-
cml paver, siways joined the "J" and “L”
in his imitials, witneas stuted that he could
not recall the fact. Mr, Smith then po'nted
Jut that in the signature of the alleged forged
note for &1.:00 the "J" and 1. were not
eonnected, that the 'L" in Ludwig began
with o down stroke ingtead of nn up stroke, as
it appenred in all the othier signatures that the
“u’ in Ludwig also began with a down stroke
justewd of mu up stroke ssin other sgnatures,
and thst noted was made niter the name Lud.
wir. Mr. Wallnce admitted all these irregus
larities, but insisted t at ho believed the sig.
m‘l;:;a to be thut rg Er.JLnr]m o e

‘ben questioned by Juror Maun, W
statsd that he would have discounted the
#1200 note, if it lnd been presented bfd any
other reputsble citizen, as well as be did 1or
Mr. Dashicll, He knew from experience thut

I'HE 3

I Luidw g wrote the

the signatures of very few men were alwave
alike, and that even his own was not always
the same.

M1, JOPLIN,

My J, €. Joplin, teller of the First National
Pank, wus eslled us the nest witness, He
has been connected with banks for morethan
twenty vears He had frequently compared
signatures, but disclaimed to be anexpert.

| He had known Mr. Wallsce ever since the

latter hnd been in the banking business, He
himself had been a teller in the Lank for at
lenst twenty year.

Some lagal discuision then arossas to the

unliticat ous of an expert, counsel for the
efenss taking the ground that witness was
not nn axpert, neeording to his own statement,

The tectimon » was finally admitted by the
Conurt. The several notss in evidence were
then shown to witness who, after some de.
liberntion, stated that the formation of the
letters in tho soveral siguatures wers aliko,
lut that thers was a certain dissimilarity
which he could hurdly explain, Heo was not
fumi iar with Mr. Ludwig's handwriting, but
he eould say that s man might write difler.
ently at ditlerent times often the pen used
also erented a difference in the appearance of
nmiguature. The signature in the $1.250 note
looked very much ke that in the $1,500 note,
but even bLetwesn the two wea s difference.
| be characteristic in the handwriting which
appeared 1n the signatures of all the other
notes eould not be notieed in that of the
$1.200 note, but this mizht have been caused
by the surrounding circumstatices.

When eroes-eramined by Captain Wise wit-
pess stated that he wieht haveo passed forged
checks thinking them to be forged, and he
knew that on some occasions he had thrown
out checks, the signntures of which he

zhit to be forged and which afterwards
appeared to be genuine

Vhen neked by the Conrt whether in bia
opinton the sigasture on the $1,250 was made
Ly the snie person 48 thiose on the other notes
witiess sniil that he could not snswer the
ipuestion either way

W hen ssked by one of the jurymen witness
admitted that ha would have discounted the
£1.2°0 note if it had been presented so him by
o reputanie person.

ROTTDAR.
Mr. HL . Boudar wns next called to the

stand. He told the jury that he was u book-
kevper snd ountant, and as such had
thitty-six v e, Hedid not elaim
tir PoRsEAR 0 t, but he hadl ac-

int of kuowledge as to

eLerignce,

to the nature of J. A, [ud-
autated tuat their dissimi.
vary torcibly. He notived
mtion of the diftereut let-
ol thut all the papers, in
APNIonD wve been signed by the
BRING pelson,
(n  lits cross witneus stated
oy Smith had
turday. and had sliown
heck, but he did not
vy were. e waa not
Ludwip & hsndwriting, sud
e seon any of Lia glgnatires
wen hie wis show them o the pollce
lia sigugture in the receipt for the
the appearaucn of Leing genuine, In
re of the & ift the {ortuation
ters was very diferent, and he did
to state whether, in lns upinton, Mr
same or not.

exXaminstio
[

not diice

tept 1t a4 his sl anid yet lLe
vonld not like to pr forgary,
The sigusture | v Mk,
Lodwig t i
I LT C L 1 rested their case, and
n i Bs 1a il § ¢'elock in the after.
HE AFTERNOON KRENGION,
I.ong before the conrt.room was thrown open
forthe worowd througed
i was impossible for
b su in the City Hall
J I as the doors were
i el and in s fow sec.
| H [ 1.
] uty Tressurer of
th el wis the Hirst witness
1 (1 He stated that he

limT handwriting and was cons

ut to give an opinion as to the genuine.
ness of mignatures. He was shown the Lud.
wig notes whoch were adimitted to be genutua
and also a number o letters which was signed
by Mr. Ludwig. as he ndmitied when on the

| stand, He comparad with them the £1,25) nots

Lt in his opinion they had all
ter by the same party

(i gross-examination by Mr. Smith witoess
etated thut Lo wins 4 teller of & bank twenty.
seven yeurs apo snd since then o genernl and
individial bookkeaper nnd general assistant
in bunks, Hi= pressnt duties g8 deputy City
"Tren-urer required imto look over siguatures
to checks, et When the checks came to
him they had been received by some one else,
but they might be rejected niterwards by
as lorged. Whether such & case had
ever happeted, he did not recall st this time.
Uonnter iecks were pussed by the tellers in
the bipks, while ¢xchange checks went
directly to the hookkeeper. It waa the duty
of the hookkeaper it tha Pluuters' Bank to

"compure the e gratures on che ks and notes

. -4
o balieved thesignsture ol the Dute |

«d witness thought |
¢ differ any more than woy mau's |

| expended for their educstion, &e

tandird signature on the ook of
sl uld be performed
every bank.

with the
the bank, & duty whi
by the bovkkeeper of

HE SIGNATIIES,

was shown the several genuine
notes to compare the aiguatures. He stated
that there was s variation in the signatures
that the general chisra te istics wore smooth
and Lrm but irregular owever, he conld
not diseover aty nervousness in them. The
i@ opinion e guve in regard to the signn.
tare of the =1,250 note, He lind never hearl
that & min would write his naie in the body
o1 letter d tierent irom bis signature at tie
bottoms  He ackpowledged the diderence in
the signaturs of the 1,20 note as pointed
ont by My Smith on previous occesions, and
wnid thut while there was an 'nee of eon-
tinuity 1o that respoct in the signature, yet
it was his fing belisf that the note W”!iﬂhl‘.d
by the sané persou ns tho other notes,

He was shown by Captain Wise the four
sipun ures tusde by Mr, Ludwig in court on
the previous day st the request of Juror
Hugoes, aud be pointad out in the second
nnture the same peculiurities which had
heen discovered 1u the sipuature of the $1,260
note

Mr. Bernard DPeyton, Jr., easlier of the
Alerchants' and Planters' Savings Bank, who
ot the previous day hiad bean called by the
progecution, was then put on the stand by
counsel for the defense, Notwithstunding the
ol tion rased by Mr. Bwith, his testi.
mony was admitted by the court

Witness was shown the diflercut notes, the
genuine Ones As well ns those which are
allnged to be forged. sud e stated thst in bis
apiuion they were all written by the same
hand

When nasked by Juror Hoofnngle witness
stated that he hnd diseounted Mre. Da-hiell's
individual note for 21,050, for which be had
given him two of Mr. Iudwig's notes for
1,200 nnd $500, respectively, ws collaterals.
The pote of Mr Dashiell had not yet heer
paid. for the reason that no demand had as
yat bean mude 1or the sume

Vien crosscexamined by Mr. Smith witness
stuted that if the votes of Mr, Ludwig were
proven to be forgeries his bank would ouly
have Mr. Dashieil's note as security.

OMPANE

Witness

MH. TPARHIFLL

Mr. Willlam 8. Dashiall was then called by
Captain Wise and the oxcitoment in the
densely paeked courterom becime very great.
M Dashiell appenred to be very eomposel,
and inswered :\ll guestions with great ealm.
pess nuid frankness  In his direct exsmina-
tion he made the following statement to the
Court aud jury:

He was thirty-six years old, the defendant
in the case aud at present engaged in the
ren! estute Lusitess. He bhad known J, 1.
Ludwig sines September, 1576, Le first met
Lim when he was award of Mr, J. Thompson
Brown, WitLess wans then the mansyer of
the affairs of the four Ludwig brothers and
in behalf of Lis firm paid out sll the money
When
John beeame of age Le usked for n settle.

| ment and biv portion was allotted to Lim.

' brother, W,

saon after Johu went West, In 1'88 his
¢, Ludwig died, and the balance

| of the mouey due hin was then in the innds

of J, Thompson Brown, outside of the sum

| of #4000, which had been losned to H. M.

e e e

Smith & Co. :

After the funeral of W. C. Ludwig, at
which witness wis & pall-bearer, the two
brothers, J. 1. and J. A Lu ‘wig, eame to his
office snd asked him to ‘Sum' an their ad.
miunistrator. Thev talked the mutter over
and he consented to doso. The next day he
qual fied in the chancery court. At (irst he
t‘hollght that the estate of W, O Ludwiy was
wl right, but soou tound out that the 6,000
dalbit was tied uf. I arly in 1850 the firmof |
M, Smuith & Ce, falled, and it appeared that the
deed of trust tor the $4,000 loan had pot been
Pecgbt roperty feom 1. B. Tapver sad ko

pro romJ R. Tupper and
daecrd Mohljbundolivmfmuh. ) 4
never axecuted the deed and the same
not be found, in conssquence of this oyer-

He wounld |

L When the |
letters wares handad Lin to |

!

night the estate of W. C. Ludwig was tiel up
in litigation from January. 134, until the
summer of 1890, and it did not bring & Jdollar,
At the close of the court proceedings it was
decided that the property in question should
be sold, Hefore this was done witness told
Mr. J. 1. Ludwig that it would have to he
bought in by sowe oue or it could uot be sold
for its full value,
A BALE.

After the suit had been decidad in favor of
the Ludwiys and the lien established the
roperty was sold and bought in by witness
or #0,500, Little over two months ago he
sold the property for the ssme amount 1o Mr,
Wallerstain, and this was the first money
which Lis realized out of tue estats,
decres issuad in the chancery court was
shown on the previous day, which allowed
witness to check for the money adjudicated
to the Ludwigs, but that money was used to
make up the purclinse.money for the prop-
erty in quastion, to get it out of litigation.
Up to that tisne he had no means of the Lud-
wigs in huis possession astheir ndminstrator.
After hnr!uu been shown tlie various notes

Mr. Dashiell continued that Mr. Ludwig was |

always after money and | ol repastedly urged
Lim 1o close up the estate as soon as possible,
He then snhul the various AmMounis ol money
which hie pa:d to Mr. J. L. Ludwig. On May
18, 1757, hie let him have 1,200 by check: on
October 4. 1450, Le puid him %200, on March
8. 1840, he paid #2100, on April 15, 160, Mr.

Ludwig drew on him for #1000, aud he |

aid the draft. On April 215t he paid him

256.1%: on Jupe 5, 1290, B500; on August 19,
1590, $5.0, and on April 14, 1591, §00, or &
total of 34,742,272, Desides he paid £200 conn-
wal fmo to Mr. Hill Carter for estubliching the
lien. During this timea he wos & amber of
the firm of J. Thomeson Brown & Co. On
April 1, 1841, they dissolved purtnerslap,

ADVANCED MONEY.

In May. 1850, he ha'l money of his own, of
which 1o advanced Ludwig 51,200, and in O
tober he gave Lim #200. In the spring of

1590 ho received £250 from Luidwig tor
the October loan. e thonght  hoe
save Ludwig in October #70 in money
josides the #:06 check, but had no

vouehier for the amount, In the gpring of 1590
Ludwig wanted £1,000 and signed & note for
#1.500, whieh covered the £ 000 for which he
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| but sines giving her Hoo

drew on Dashiell, the 2250 note snd a Joan of |

2100, InJune next Ludwig wunted pore
mwoney, hut witness then hud no woney on
hund. On Sunday, June sth, he saw Lud-
wig ut Ford's Hotel, w « Do wans stopping
on his Dridal tour. Nex i
noxt, he ealled at lils
told bim that the est
that there was no wa

mutters wers in shapo a settlement would be |

obtained, He told Ludwiu
monev he would have to sign notes, lof
could not sdyance
wig then signed the =5
He also signed seve

£1.250.

after witness had told Lim bow they would
be used. The 21,060 note wias 1o payment
of the 21,200 can+l by witness aud the & 00
pote for the check which he had sent

trip, The 31.5)

months and wa

was renewsl
1 : v

bim before his wedding
note he thotuglht was for s
tured in Cot
Naxt spring it
Ludwig signod
ity on hig wedding
later he wiuld needanothier #1
Inter paid bus dealt for 2700 and ag

B L i
v when int
en sal

hitm $060, Ludw:ig signed two notes for
in addition, whieli were theiight to be sufli.
cle uutil the estate was settled up.

DIRBOLVED PARTSERSHI

I'p to April 1, 1801, the time wh
palveld parinership, wiiness |
tail d account of sll the Tudwig notes ont

Ll Koyt & de

lnet page of what was knowo as the Ludwig
ledpger eh comtmned the e of the
firm with the severn]l members of wig
family. When witness was first |

on  August ith, ks went to J I

Hrown's office and  asked for that
ledger. Mr. lLeroy E. Frown Lad then
left the city und the ledger could not be
found. e went back to the offive several
times, but with vo better resnit. At the tine

when witness iiss parinersbip M
Thompson Brown ngreed to give him fccess
to the books of the firm at anv time. How-
ever, he was atterwards refused access, and
esperially the Ludwigledger, and his power
of uttorney had disappeared! from view,

The staternent of W tness, that his pre
Intions with the Brownswoeravery u wendly,
was objected to by Mr. Smith, but sdmirtel
by the Court. who deemed it of great impor.
tanee to Mr, Uashiell, inssmuch ws the Lud.
wig ledger could pot be fouud

Witness stuted that Le slooleft two boxes of
private lettors at Hrown's offive, which had
disappeared, and the letter from Mr. Lud.
wig which he bad prodocsd in court he hud
ncoidently found im his offics among old pa.
pers, The bitter fesling betwesn him and
the Hrowns had besn created aboat thires
months before bis arrest. The firat breach
occurred op April 15th,

D THE NOTES

All the Ludwig notes had been sent to him
and returned signed or they hnd been signed
by hitu in blank whiie in the city. Withess
stiated positively that he had never sigued

Ludwig's nawe to a note, The proceeds of
the £i.0600 note of April 15, 1841, were |
in renewal of the first note of that amot

nt re.

BN Y

The proceeds of the U0 note  just
about coverad the udvapced 200 and
interest. He earried the note from April nn.
| til about July, when' he solid it to Mis. Belle-

not, ndwig pever compluined to liim niout
the notes por expressad uny suspicion untl
the urrest of witness, The notes re.
ferrad to by Mr. uarles conld be explained
from the led er if it could be tound. 1ia
thought they were renewuls jor one original
note of that amount. The 1000 note dis.
connted Ly Mr. Wallaoe was given for the

#3500 drait  and interest and  discount,
Mr. Wallace agreed to  carry, lut
aAs SO0n AR W iness Wihs wrrested
he demanded jpuyment aml received
it on the evening of Augusc 25th. If it had

not been for witness’ arrest, and if the Lud.
wig brothers had agreed nmons them elvas,
the estate wonld have been settled up long
before this time, ach one ol the two
brothers would Lave recai about £2.000,

& Co. he had Mywﬂ!mmmwm
wig, and the lattar had only drawn oo bim
ones for #280. The #1,200 note which was
signed in July was for six months. He never
sl the nots because Lie wanted to usa it for
an investmant in real estate in Washington,
which fell through. He let the note run over
its time and subssquently had it renewed.
When he negotiated the 1,250 note
with the Marchants and Planters’ Bank notes
of J. L. Ludwig wers outstanding for the fol.
lowing smounts: #1,500, 81,000, 8500, #500,
The note taken up by Mr. Nelson for #6500, he
thought, wes withdrawn at that time. Hs
had given Mr. Nelson his individual cheek
for the nmont and received the notein re.
turn, The wmount of the notea was about the
sare as the money which he hud sdvanced to
Ludwig  The two sccounts ususlly varied

| moout 2100 or $200, and in the opision of wit-

ness ganerally in favor of Ludwig,
At this point s recess was taken until 10
o'clock this moruin{.
Juror Lewia F. Mason. who had been in.
formed of the sickness of his wife. was per.
mitted to visit the same in custody of a deputy
seryoeant,

Was saved by Hood's Sarsaparilla,’” says Mr,
B. B. Joues of Alma, Maine.
running sores in difderent {-Im-on on her body,
' Sarsaparilla sne

has becume well, strong and healthy."
m——

DRY GOODS, Lc.
. ’ R T e

WU yetd - G g F2no0d.

M y

Commencing this morning, we

l- place on sale in the Cloak-room

| different sha

|

He Lad overpnid J. 1, Ludwig 32,100, sud the |

Iutter would have to pav him 21,00 if hLe

witness was to pay the ontstanding notes,
smountng o 3H.500. fhere  whs o
dispute betweon L. and 4. A Lul.
wig, the latter three-lourths of
the estate, f this claim wus correct. J, L
Fudwiz won'd owe witness 52,400 1f the lutter
should have tu pay the notes.  Every one of
the notes was signed by Ludwig, who had
received a loun for the sums,

When guestiwonel by Mr, Carter witness
stated that tho nmounts paid by him to fud.
wig. 8s mentioned alove, were all he could
find in the absence of the ledger, but thought
it was too small, Howaever, esch charge was
coverad Ly a voucher,

A8 BUOE-REEFPER.

When cross exsmined by X
ness stated that he was b sapar for the
firm of J. Thompson Brown 4 v from |
untyl Mareh, 1591, He was shown a state.
ment ot the 1 udwig estate. which he saul
was mado by him. It showed a balunce of
+1.1 410 favor of the ludwigs and it was
mads in aecount with J. Thompson Brown &
Co. and not with W. 8. Dashiell. The uec-
count was made ont in port by witness and
only the bottom items waere added by soue
one else. 1t showed a credit to J, L. Ludwig
on April 1, 1884, of 811641,

The firm paid Ludwig's draft for #1200 on
May 20th, and witness sent Ludwig his per-
gonnl cherk for $1.200 on Mar 1 . 1w, to
Birmingham, Als,  An sgreement existed | e.
tween the Ludwigs and him elf by which all
t e money coming t them from the W, (.
Ludwig estute should be paid to them di-
roctly by the firm of J. Thompson Brown &
Co., and pot by witness. 'I'his agreement
formed part of the power of attorney given
to witness, and which bad disappeared in
Brown's office. The power of attorney had
been drawn up by Mr. William A, Talman,
who has since died, and who advised Lim
that the imstrument would prevent any trou.
bie in the administration of the estate, It
was sont to the Ludwigs and returned by
them after tlwr had signed it _

‘Ihe $0.000 loaned to 1. M. Smith & Co,
wors given by W. (. Ludwig nt the witnesa’
advice. Witness advanced Ludwig 21,200
in May, 1880, for which e geve a due bill; in

ing

O0A -
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(ctober, 18539, he gave hum 8250 more. He
then had nothin the estate in his hands,
When hie vuntes more MWODEY Wilness in-

dorsed his note. Helet the note go by aud
only paid it after discounting the £1.000 note.
It it had not been for Ludwig's letter, which
be had fourd at his houss, he would bave
never been sble to give a satisiactory expla-
nation of the #1700 note. | udwig wien in
th s city on his bridal tour signed nbout six
hinnk notes, which were to muke the neces.
sary provisions until the setticment of the es.

AS A BROTHER,
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for Ladies in four

inst 250 Jackets
hapes:

Lonz Military Reefer.

Longe-ittinge Reefer.

Long Hip-Seam Jacket.

Tight-Fitting English Coat,

The price of which are just $5

each.

A more remarkable bargain we
doubt if you ever have seen, While
of some there are only one, two and
three of a kind, which of course we
can't describe, we give below a few

details:

For 45 All-Wool Beaver Military Reefer,
four silk loops, cloth faced, silk cord all
around edge, solid hlsck and navy blue,
Fizos 12 to 42,

For 8% Hough-Wool Cheviot Reofer,
with fall wool Astrachan collar, four silk
loops.

For 5 Rongh Black Diagonal Cheviot
Hip-Seam Jacket, #2 inches long, As-
trachan pockets nnd trimming.

tar 85 Gray Disgonal Chevior Hip-
Qeam Jacket, with double row large pearl
Luttons

We won't take space to say how |
| we came across such a lot of Cloaks

for so remarkably low a price, but

| we will say, and we think you will

.

agree, that many are worth from

£7.50 to 812 each. =
.'./" - b ‘ﬂ e T -
[[litlet & Kroaaz.

SATURDAY, October 24th.

The Fire Sale!
On account of the lateness in
making the necessary repairs on

our first and second floors we

| were unable to put miuch of our

damaged  stock  into  salable
shape. That which wus the most
injured by fire has been nearly
disposed of, and now we are
gommg through every department
carefully and reducing the slightly
apiled and smoked goods—in fact,
the greater part of our dry goods
are just as perfect as they were

Smith wit- |

before the fire—but we realize that
} having had fire and smoke in the
house injures more or less the

| general character of the stock in
| the estimation of the puhlw-—aml
| 80 the prices will have to drop—

way down—until every vestige of

| our present stock is disposed of.

In the Coat-Room-—-

Not a drop of water on our
Coats—not an odor of smoke cau
vou detect about one of them—in
Tact, many of them came in since
the fire—but we know we cannot
get full price for them—which is
your gain and our loss. On any
Coat in our house you can seave
from $1 to $35 on the price.

Ladies’ Blazers, Iteefers, Jackets,
Capes and Connernaras,

Children’s Reefers,

Misses' Jackets,

all at reduced prices.

Our stock of Dress Goods,
which just came in a week or §0
previous to the fire, is entirely
unipjured, but the prices have
heen changed, so as to dispose of
it at once.

Willer & Rboads.

“*Sle bad seven |

|

DRY @00DS, Se.

Woodward & Lottrop,
Templs Dry Goods Stors,

CORNER BROAD AND ADAMS STREETS

STORE OPEN FROM 8 A. M. TO ¢
2 P M.

When you are too busy to eall in person i
is always perfectly safe to send a messenger,
Why?

BECAUSE WE HAVE

ONE PRICE

FOR EVERY CUSTOMER, AND THAT
PRICE IN PLAIN AND DISTINCT
FIGURES.

No transaction with us is ever finally com-
pleted nuntil you are pleased. Wa don't wans
& tustomear of ours disappointed,

Our rule is: Money refunded and goods
taken back if not satisfuctory.

We oall attention to our

NOTION COUNTER.

It is always full of articles of interest to the
ladies,

The fat pursa and thelean alike leave a part
of their contents hiere, for Indies, in whatevar
ciroumatances, mnst have their Pins, Neadles,
Elastics, Crimpers, Whalsbhones, Darning
Cotton and the host of other small but indis.
pensable articles that are found in s notion

stuok,

THINGS FOR EVERY-DAY USE.

Gilova.Darners, “e,

Uarning Cotton in all shrdes, {ast colors, 3
and ie a ball,

Htocking-Darners, 8 and 10¢,

Cube Fins, three sizes, 5, 12 and 18a,

J. & P. Coats’ Spoul Cotton, 40. 8 I"N'N'll -
45e, o dozen.

Hpating (Cotton
yards, Sc, nsponl,

Vurbour's Lines Thread in white, black and
sora, To. & spool,

Hesdy-Wound Boblius for Singer and Do.
mestic Sawing Machiues, be. & box.

Crochet Cotton, white and ecru—Large
balls, 10e: stall balls, Se.

Helding's Spool Silk, 100 j'ill'dl, Re.

Twist. “c,

Cutter's Spool Silk, Be.

I 'wist, Do,

Fust-iilnck Darning Cotton, 20. 8 eard —20c,
a dozen cards,
& Dexter's Knitting Cotton, 7e. a ballor 81 a

OX,

Whita Cotton Tape, 8% vards to piece, 150,

Vokes for |'lannel Shirts, 10¢,

Curling Irons, 20 and e,

All-nln}l l.ﬂmpb. 250,

Hair-Fins, assorted, 100 in a box, Be,

Faucy Silk Garter Elastic, b6 and 60c. &

ard,
I3lack and White Cotton Elastic, from 4 to
9o a yard,
(lolored Silk FElastie—"(.inch, 18¢. & yard;
¢-inch, 25 and 3fe, & vard,
Ladies' Hose-Sunporters, with belt, 25¢,;
without belt, 15 and e,
u‘llimﬂ' Hose.Supporters, without belt,
v,
Ladios’ Safety Belt, 2%.
Black Silk Eve-(iluss Cord, 5e, & yard,
Plain Hooks and Fves, 3 and 40 8 card,
Beut Hooks and Fyes, 3¢, a card,
Iia Long's Hooks and Eyes, Ge. o eard,
Fancy Key Racks, e
Drums of Colored Deads, 10e.

VDD & LT

FLoOUR,

0 vards, 20, a spool; [0)

¥

B T i e B e

174, FLOUR sl

The reasons for tha UNPRECEDENTED
SUCCESS of PATAPSCO FLOUR for OVER
ONE HUNDRED YEARS are:

Becauss the PATAPSCO FLOURING
MILLS grind the CREAM OF THE BEST
HARD WHEAT OF EVERY VARIETY
grown in this country, .

Because the FLOUR s ALWAYSUNIFORM
IN QUALITY, and always sivesthe HIGHEST
RESULTS TO THE CONSUMER.

Heuce, PATAPSCO SUPERLATIVE PA.
TENT ts the PREMIER Flour of Ameriea.

1T LEADS ALL BRANDS in this couutry
and all American brands in Europe.

Ask your Grocer for it

C. A GAMBRILL MFG. GO,

Office, No. 214 COMMERCE ST,
BALTIMORE, MD
[ocit-1rx]

LAUNDRY.

e PP— e,

FINE LAUNDRY WORK

OF EVERY DESCRIPTION
—p Y
VIRGINIA LAUNDRY AND TOILET SUP.
PLY COMPANY,

LACE CURTAINS A SPECIALTY.
FHONE 211

1207 . Mein @i 635 E. Main Stret

TEW YORK LAUNDRY WORKS,
12 porth Ninth strees

PRICES FOR 180:
Khirts, 10 cents each: Caoffs, 2 conts sach; %
En. 2 couts ?u-h. Clothes called for and
vered fres of charge Telephone, Wl

~ il
— R —_




