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VH .*until June 88, 18M. expert accountant, band upon an ax

il the other check* of the defendant amination of tMa book* of The Pint Na- 
drawn on the bank and paid by it on or tional Bank of Dover, that immediately 
before the payment of the $300 check before the payment of tbia check there 
and never made good to the bank, be wa* a balance in favor of the defendant 
taken into consideration, the overdraft in hi* account on the hooka of that bank 
of the defendant on June 4,1096, would of $855.09. and that the payment of this 
have been at least $2,054.44, instead of check created an actual overdraft bv the 
$404.44. defendant, though not shown on the

That upon the payment of the check books of the bank, of $791.91. 
for $200 on June 4, 1896, the defendant The above mentioned check for $900 
had actually overdrawn his account with drawn by the de'endanl on The First 
that bank in the sum of $604.44, without National Bank of Dover, in favor of E. 
taking into consideration any other B. Cuthbett & Co., was for the use and 
checks of the defendant on that bank benefit of William N. Boggs; the same 
theretofore paid out of its funds and was paid out of the funds of that bank; 
never made good to the bank. The and tiie $900 so paid was wholly lost to 
check for $200 was not charged in the the bank. At the time of the payment | 
defendant’s account until June 15, 1896. of this check on September 24, 1896, it 
If the other checks of the defendant appears from the testimony of Rose, in 
drawn on the bank and paid by it on or connection with the books of The Farin- 
before the payment of the $200 check, ers’ Bank at Dover and of The First Na- 
and never made good to the batik, be tional Bank of Dover, that immediately 
taken into consideration, the overdraft before the payment of this $900 check 
of the defendant on June 4, 1896, would the account of the defendant on the 
have been at least $2,254.44 instead of books of The First National Bank of 
$604.44. Dover was .overdrawn in the sum of $3,-

Upon the payment of the check fpr $500 439.44, and that the payment of thiB 
on June 6, 1896, the defendant had actu- check created an actual overdraft by the 
ally overdrawn his account with that defendant, though not shown on the 
bank in the sum of $1,301.45 without books of the bank, of $4,339.44. 
taking into consideration any other The above mentioned cheek for $300 
checks of the defendant on that bank drawn by the defendant on The First 
theretofore paid out of its funds and not National Bank of Dover, in favor of Wil- 
made good to the bank. The check for liam Anderson, was for the use and 
$500 was not charged in the defendant’s benefit of William N. Boggs; the same 
account until July 25, 1896, or Septem- was paid out of the fnnds of that bank; 
ber 8, 1896. if the other checks of and the $300 so paid was wholly lost to 
the defendant drawn on the Dank the bank. At the time of the payment 
and paid by it on or before the pay- of this check on September 25, 1896, it 
ment of the $500 check and never appears from the testimony of Ross, in 
made good to the bank, be taken connection with the books of the Union 
into consideration the overdraft of the National Bank of Wilmington and The 
defendant on June 6, 1896, would have First National Bank of Dover, that im- 
been at least $2,951.45, instead of mediately before the payment of this 
$1,301.45. That upon the payment of check for $300 the account of the defend- 
the check for $500 on June 16, 1896, the ant on the books of The First National 
defendant had actually overdrawn his Bank of Dovar, was overdrawn in the 
account with that bank in the sum of sum of $1,934.54, and that the payment 
$1,515.72, without taking into considers- qf this check increased the actual over 
tion any other checks of the defendant draft by the defendant, though not 
on that bank theretofore paid out of its shown on the books of the bank, to at 
fuuds and not made good to the bank, least $2,234.54.
The check for $500 last named was not The above mentioned check for $250 
charged in the defendant’s account until drawn by the defendant on The First 
July 25, 1896, or September 8,1896. If National Bank of Dover, in favor of Wil- 
the other checks of the defendant on the liam Anderson, whs for the use and 
bank and paid by it on or before the benefit of William N. Boggs; the same 
payment of the $500 check last named was paid out of the funds of that bank; 
and never made good to the bank, be and the $250 so paid was wholly lost to 
taken into consideration, the overdraft the bank. At the time of the payment 
of the defendant on June 16, 1896, would of this check on October 6, 1896, it ap- 
have been at least $3,105.72, instead of pears from the testimony of Boss, in 
$1,515.72. That upon the payment of connection with the books of the two 
the check for $500 on July 1. 1896, the banks named, that immediately before 
defendant had actually overdrawn his the payment of this check for $250 the 
account with that hank in the Bum of account of the defendant on the books 
$2,598.46, without taking into considers- oi The First National Bank of Dover, 
tion any other checks of the defendant was overdrawn in the sum of $3,037.95, 
in that bank theretofore paid out of its and that the payment of this check in
funds and not made good to the bank, creased the actual overdraft bv the de- 
Tfce check for $500 last named was not fendant, though not shown on the books 
charged in the defendant’s account until of the bank, to at least $3,287.95. 
September 8, 1896. If the other checks The above mentioned check for $275, 
of the defendant drawn on the bank and drawn by the defendant on The First 
paid by it on or before the payment of National Bank of Dover, in favor of Wil- 
$5$0 check last named, and never made liam Anderson, was for the use and bene- 
good to the bank, be taken into con- % of William N. Boggs; the same was 
sideration, the overdraft of the defendant paid out of the funds of that bank; and 
on July 1,1896, would have been at least the $275 so paid was wholly lost to the 
$4,248.46, instead ot $2,598.46. That bank. At the time of the payment of this 
upon the payment of the check for $100 check on October 20, 1896, it appears 
on July 3,1896,the defendant had actually from the testimony of Ross, in conncc- 
overdrawn his account in that bank in the tion with the books of the two banks last 
sum of $3,627.91, without taking into named, that immediately before the pay- 
consideration any other checks of the de- ment of this check for $275, the account 
fendant on that bank theretofore paid of the defendant on the books of The 
out of its funds and not made good to the First National Bank of Dover, was over- 
bank. drawn in the sum of $2,824.16, and that

The check for $1,000 was not charged the payment of this check increased the 
in the account of the defendant before actual overdraft by the defendant, 
Julv 7, 1896. If the other checks of the though not shown on the books of the 
defendant drawn on the bank and paid bank to at least $3,099.16. 
by it on or before the payment of the The above mentioned check for $230, 
$1,000 Check, and never made good to drawn by the defendant on The First 
the bank be taken into consideration, National Bank of Dover, in favor of V\ il- 
the overdraft of the defendant on July 3, liam Anderson, was for the use and 
1896, would have been at least $5,277.91, benefit of William N. Boggs; the same 
instead of $3,627.91. : was paid out ol the funds of that bank;

It thus appears that the eight above [ and the $230 bo paid was wholly lost to 
mentioned checks drawn by the defend- the bank. At the time of the payment of 
ant on The First National Bank of Dover, this check on October 26, 1895, it appeals 
in favor of K. B. Cuthbert & Co., were from the testimony of Ross, in connec
tor the benefit and advantage of the de- tion with the books of the t wo banks last 
fendant; and that those eight checks named, that immediately before the pay- 
were paid out of the funds of that bank ment of this check for $230, the account 
and were not charged to the account of of the defendant on the books of The 
the defendant on the books thereof con- First National Bank of Dover was over- 
currentlv with their payment, but, on drawn in the sum of $5,676.80, and that 
the contrary, were withheld from the ac- the payment of this check increased the 
count of the defendant for varying actual overdraft, by the defendant, 
periods of time after they were so paid, though not shown on the books of tire 
The above evidence is to the effect that bank, to at least $5,906.80. 
those periods ranged from three days to The above mentioned check for $200, 
several months, an average of those drawn by the defendant on The First 
varying periods testified to amounts to National Bank of Dover, in favor of Wil- 
abont thirty-two days. liam Anderson, was for the use and benc-

While the respective amounts of the I fit of William N. Boggs; the same was 
eight checks last referred to were at the I paid outofthefundsof thatbank;andthe 
expiration of those respective periods $200 so paid was wholly lost to the bank, 
paid by the defendant to The First' At the time of the payment of this check 
National Bank of Dover, that bank was on Ilecember 1, 1890, it appears from the 
deprived of the use and control during testimony of Ross, in connection with 
those respective periods of its funds to the books of the two banks last named, 
the amount of Die checks respectively that immediately before the payment of 
withheld from the account of the de- this check for $200 the account of the de
fendant during those periods; the bank fendant on the books of The First Na- 
not receiving any interest on the tional Bank of Dover was overdrawn in 
amount of the checks ior any the sum of $3,945.86, and that the pay- 
portion of the periods during which ment of this check increased the actual 
they were respectively withheld overdraft by the defendant, though not 
from the account of the defendant shown on the books of the bank, to be at 
the bank deprived in whole or in part of leaBt $4,145.86.
the possession and control of the funds William N. Boggs has pleaded guilty 
with which it carried on its legitimate to the charge of unlawfully embezzling, 
business without recompense by way of abstracting and misapplying the moneys 
interest or otherwise, thereby meets funds and credits of The First National 
with loss and injury. In fact there is Bank of Dover, and in this place he has 
uncontraverted evidence in this caBe testified in the character of an accom- 
that while the First National Bank of plice. While the testimony of an accom- 
llover received a small percentage on the plice should always be received with 
balance in the hands of the reserve caution and weighed 
agents of the bank, not to speak of loans with great care by the jury, the accom- 
and discounts yieldiug the banka higher plice is nevertheless a competent wit- 
rate of interest, the uncontraverted evi- ness, and the degree of credit which 
dence in this case is to the effect that no 
interest was paid on the checks men
tioned in the consolidated indictment, as 
it now stands, from the time of their 
payment out of the funds of the bank un
til the principal sums mentioned in the 
checks were restored to the bank. So

yr defendant’s account,V the jury. The elreumstancsa in on* 
may be such that an established reputa
tion for honesty and integrity on the part 
of the defendantwould create a reasonable 
doubt as to his guilt, although without 
such reputation the evidence in the case 
would be convincing and justify a ver
dict of guilty.

In another case Die circumstances may 
be such as would require a verdict of 
guilty notwithstanding an established 
reputation for honesty and integrity on 
the part of the defendant. It does not 
necessarily follow from the fart that a 
man bas a good reputation for honesty 
and integrity that lie actually possesses 
those traits of chartcter. The mere pos
session of such a reputation does not 
render the person possessing it incapable 
of committing a crime involving dishon
esty and a want of integrity.

It is within the common know ledge of 
mankind that many persons hearing a 
good reputation have nevertheless been 
guilty of crime. While the reputation 
of tiie defendant for honesty and integ
rity is for your consideration as part of 
the evidence in the case, it is entitled to 
just the weight, no less and no more, 
which you, upon a review of all the evi
dence in the case and in tbeexercise of a 
sound judgment Btiall attach to it. While 

court brings to your attention some 
of the evidence on both sides you are in
structed that you are not in the least to 
be controlled which has been or shall be 
stated by the court in relation to the 
evidence in this case, and are to exercise 
your own independent judgment in rela
tion to tiie same. While it is my duty 
to call your attention to such portions of 
the evidence as in the judgment of tiie 
court may aid you in arriving at a jusi 
verdict, you are to give to the testimony 
only such weight and effect as you con
sider it entitled to.

The alleged fraudulent checks set fortli 
in tiie consolidated indictment, as it 
now stands, it is admitted wore all 
drawn by the defendant on The First 
National Bank of Dover, and were paid 
out of its funds by the teller, as fol
lows:

A check drawn May 8, 1896, for $250, 
in favor of E. B. Cuthbert & Company 

, for the use and benefit of the defendant, 
not and paid May 12, 1896; a check draw n 

May 12,1896, for $250, in favor of E. B. 
Cuthbert & Company, for tiie use and 
benefit of the defendant, and paid May 
14, 1896; a check drawn June 2,1896, for 
$300, in favor of E. B. Cuthbert & Com
pany, for the use and benefit of the de
fendant, and paid June 4, 1890; another 
check drawn June 2, 1896, for $200, in 
favor of E. B. Cuthbert & Company, for 
the use and benefit of > the defendant, 
and paid June 4, 1896; a check drawn 
June!, 1896, for $50Q, in favor of K. B. 
Cuthbert & Company, for tiie use and 
benefit of tiie defendant, and paid June 
0, 1896; a check drawn June 13,1896, for 
$500, in favor of E. B. Cuthbert & Com
pany, for the use and benefit of the de
fendant, and paid June 16, 1896; a check 
drawn June 29, 1896, for $500, in favor 
of E. B. Cuthbert & Company, for the 
use and benefit of the defendant, and 
paid July 1, 1896; a check drawn July 2, 
1896, for $1,000, in favor of E. B. Cuth
bert & Company, for the use and benefit 
of the defendant, and paid July 3, 1896; 
a check drawn September 23, 1896, for 
$900, in favor of E. B. Cuthbert A Com
pany, for the use and benefit of William 
N. Boggs, and paid September 24, 1896; 
a check drawn September 21, 1896, for 
$300, in favor of William Anderson, for 
the use and benefit of William N. Boggs,

/’
'

First Classltd teat tons for today are that 
dear, slightly warmer weather will 
prevail. Tomorrow, probably cloudy, 
followed by snow or rain.

Coatinaed From Pace Oue.

Oil Heater ilr sequent investigation ascertained to
amount to the above mentioned sum.

Irving D. Boggs, who was bookkeeper 
of the bank, testified to the effect that its 
individual ledger contained entries allow
ing balances due from time to time to 
the defendant as one of its depositors, 
and also overdrafts by the defendant 
from lime to time as a depositor, and 
further that be, Irving D. Boggs, had no 
knowledge of Die alleged fraudulent 
checks drawn by Die defendant upon the 
bank until after the flight of William N.
^ifi^ing D*. Boggs further testified that 

whenever he received a deposit from any 
depositor of Die bank tie did contem
poraneously and truly enter in his own 
handwriting tiie amount thereof in the 
individual ledger to Die credit of the.de
positor, and further that when William 

IN. Boggs, as teller, reported to him,
Irving I). Boggs, the amount of any de
posit which lie, William N. Boggs, had 
received, he, Irving D. Boggs would in 
like manner enter tiie amount thereof on 
the individual ledger to the credit of the 
person so reported by William N. Boggs 
to have made such deposit, and further 
that Die usual though not invariable 
course was for him, Irving D. Boggs, to 
correctly make entries in the individual 
ledger directly from an inspection by 
him of the deposits or deposit slips.

William N. Boggs testified to the effect 
that wlienever any deposit was made by 
or on account oi the defendant, he either 
correctly reported that amount to Irving 
D. Boggs, the bookkeeper, for entry 
the individual ledger to the credit of 
defendant, or, in case of the absence of 
Irving D. Boggs, truly and correctly 
made such entries in tiie individual 
ledger himself; and further, that with the 
exception of three deposits specified by 
him made by Die defendant during tiie 
period covered by the alleged fraudulent 
checks, such entries were made in the 
individual ledger contemporaneously 
with tiie deposits.

The three deposits which were 
entered in the individual ledger con
temporaneously with their receipt, were 
as follows, as testified to by William N.
Boggs, and bv T. Edward Ross, the ex
pert accountant, from the books. On 
June 20, 1896, there was a deposit of 
$100, which was not credited to the de
fendant’s account in the individual 
ledger until three days thereafter. On 

1896, there was a deposit of 
Vote to place women on the Board of! $1,386L50 which was not credited to the 

VnhWn FrT ii uni inn i defendant’s account m the individualI ublic Education. |edger unti, tWQ day8 thereafter. And
on December 7, 1890, there was a deposit 
of $188.85, which was not credited to tiie 
defendant’s account in the individual 
ledger until four days thereafter.
It appears from the testimony of William 
N. Boggs and Irving 1). Boggs that not 
taking into consideration the checks al- 

1 leged to have been fraudulently drawn 
by tiie defendant upon tiie bank, the 
entries in the individual ledger relating 
to the defendant’s account were so car
ried on as to correctly show, with the 
exception of the three deposits just men
tioned, the true condition of his account 
as a depositor at all times within tiie 
period above mentioned. These entries 
are before you, not as independent evi
dence of themselves, but as proper for 
your consideration in connection with
that testimony to show the amounts of j and paid September 25, 1890; a check 
tiie balances whether due from the de- i drawn Sept. 30, 1896, for $250 in favor of 
fendant to tiie bank or from the bank to I William Anderson, for the use and bene- 
tbe defendant during the period covered ; fit of William N. Boggs, and paid fic

tion may be used, and in many instances j by tiie alleged fraudulent cheeks, aside ! tober 0, 1896; a check drawn October 16, 
such cuts or drawings ,re eminently sat- from the alleged fraudulent check trails-! 1896, for $275, in favor of William An- 
isfactory for newspaper advertising, but actions of the defendant. 'derson, for the use and benefit of Wil-
for the general advertiser a more inti-1 Before adverting to the evidence in tiie , liam N< Boggs, and paid October 20,1896; 
pate connection between the two is re-' ease 1 shall now bring to your attention a check drawn October22, 1896, for $230, 
quired, and the illustration should do I some elementary principles of law neces-1 in favor of William Anderson, lor tiie 
more than merely attract the attention. ! sary for your guidance in determining use and benefit of William N. Boggs,
It should do its full share in the work of | upun your verdict. The law presumes j and paid October 21), ]896:a check drawn 
impressing tiie reader and explaining the persons charged witli crime are innocent i November 27, 1896, for $200, in favor of 
virtues of the goods to be sold. until they are proved by competent evi- ’ William Anderson, for the use and bene-

---------- -c—-------- | dence to he guilty. This presumption is ! fit of William N. Boggs, and paid De-
A charge for Willie tiie First Citizen I evidence in favor of the defendant and cember l, 1896; and a check drawn oh 

vniilrl serve liim well ki ttii« time Will i stands ns Ids sufficient protection unless or about Mav 6, 1896, for $1,650, in favor 
*° “Milly own’’charge is now played ,ias overcome and removed by ot Samuel L. Shaw, Sheriff, for Die 

B e 1 \ the evidence in the case, taken as a use and benefit of William N. Boggs and
whole, proving his guilt heyond a rea-1 paid May 6, 1896.

Ax exchange says- “After an invest- 80na^'e doubt. To justify a verdict of i There is evidence in Die case consist- 
ment or two in the Mrs. Botkin brand gnilty the evidence adduced in the case j ing not only of tiie testimony of William 
of love a man would be pardoned for 88 a whole must be such as to exclude i N. Boggs, but of documentary evidence 
dealing’thenccfortli only in hatred, for every reasonable hypothesis but that of; and of the testimony of T. Edward Ross, 
safety's sake.” J ' the guilt of the defendant as charged in j the expert accountant, based upon a

Close investigation of tiie proceedings one or more of the counts in the indict-1 comparison of the books of tiie Fanners’ 
in the Botkin trial shows that Mrs. Bot- went remaining open for your consider- Dank at Dover and tiie Union National 
kin’s Imp lias not, hpen nrnvpd to tip thp at'l,n: and from this it, of course, follows : Bank at Wilmington, with the individ- 
anirnus back of the death of the two ‘lia< if ll'« 3>lry And that all Die evidence ! tml ledger of the First National Bank of 
Dover women. In fact tiie progress of ’a the case, when taken together, is as I Dover,-to the effect that at tiie times the 
the case so far lias failed to show that compatible with the theory of innocence \ checks set forth in the consolidated in- 
Mrs. Cirdelia Botkin committed the 88 with the theory of guilt, there should j dictment, as it now stands, respectively
terrible crime w ith which she is charged. ! Ae an acquittal. . . were drawn by the defendant and paid

The ordeal through which this woman : ihe commission of a criminal offence out of the funds of the Tirsfc National 
is passing should not be considered ' can be proved by circumstantial evi- Bank of Dover, the account of tiie de
light! y. i dence, provided the circumstances fendant was either overdrawn and some-

proved, together with all reasonable in- times overdrawn to a large amount, or 
ferences drawn from them, are such as that the defendant had not sufficient 
to leave no reasonal doubt in the minds moneys to his credit in his account in 
of the jury that the defendant is guilty, that bank to meet these checks.
You are to take into consideration all To begin with the eight checks drawn 
the evidence in th.s case, both direct and by the defendant in favor of E. B. Cutli- 
circumstantial, together with all reason- bert A Company, for the use and benefit 
able inference to be drawn from that of tiie defendant, as above mentioned, 
evidence, in arriving at a conclusion, the evidence last referred to is to the 
A reasonable doubt is a doubt based on effect that upon tiie payment of the 
reason, and which is reasonable in view check for $250 on May 12, 1986, the de- 
of all the evidence. It is not a w him- fendant had actually overdrawn his ae- 
sical, arbitrary or purely speculative count with the First National Bank of 
doubt, nor a mere conjecture or guess. Dover in the sum of $77.44, without tak- 

If after an impartial comparison and ing into consideration any other checks 
consideration of all the evidence you can of the defendant on that bank thereto- 
candidly eay that you are not satisfied of fore paid out of its funds and never made 
Die defendant’s guilt, you have a reason- good to the bank. The check for $250 
able doubt; but if, after such impartial was not charged in tiie defendant’s ac- 
comparison and consideration of all tiie count until May 22, 1890. 
evidence you can truthfully say that you If the other checks of tiie defendant 
have a fixed conviction of the defend- drawn on the bank and paid by it at or 
ant’s guilt, sucii as you would be willing before the payment of the $250 check, 
to act upon in the more weighty and im-; and never made good to tiie bank, be 
portant matters relating to your own I taken into consideration, the overdraft 
affairs, you have no reasonable doubt, of the defendant on Mav 12. 1896, would 
and in that case should find a verdict of | have been at least $1,724.44, instead of
gu‘|t.v-, j $77.44. That upon tiie payment of the far as the existence of Iobs is concerned,

Absolute certainty is not required for j check for $250 on May 14, 1896, the de- it iB unimportant whether, on the one 
such a verdict. Proof beyond a reason-1 fendant had actually overdrawn his ac-1 hand, all the fundsof the bank, or, on 
able doubt as above defined is sufficient. | count with that bank in the sum of j the other, only a portion of sucii funds 
A number of reputable witnesBess have $1,110, without taking into considers- are wrongfully withheld for any period, 

j testified that for many years past the tion any other checks of the defendant I great or small, without recompense by 
tt,>,<w,m.,il!/, , ,, reputation of the defendant for honesty on that bank theretofore paid out of its way of interest or otherwise, for its de-
uclliui'l •till, VOils ior me and integrity in the community in which funds and never made good to the bank, privation of the use and control of its 

lie has resided during that period has The check for $250 last named was not moneys during such period. In either 
last ten years.”—-Jerome B. • ,n good; This testimony is evidence charged in the defendant’s account un- case the principle is the same, although 

in favor of the defendant and is before , til June 1, 1896. If the other checks of the loss may vary in degree. Criminal- 
; you for your consideration in connection the defendant drawn on the bank and ity under Section 5.209 of the revised 
I with the other evidence m the case. In paid by it on or before the payment of statutes of the United States docs not de- 
all cases in which a person accused of a the $250 check last named, and never pend upon the extent of the loss or in- 

line, involving dishonesty and want of made good to the bank, be taken into jury to a national bank. I shall deal 
integrity, is on trial, ins good reputation consideration, tiie overdraft of the de- witli tiie intent necessary to constitute 
for honesty and integrity or, as it is fendant on May 14, 1896, would have criminality later, 
sometimes called, his good character for been at leaBt $2,760, instead of $1,110. The above mentioned check for $1.650, 
honesty and integrity, is properly to be That upon tiie payment of the check for drawn by the defendant on Tiie First 

to the jury. $300 on June 4, 1896, the defendant had National Bank of Dover, in favor of
Ihe purpose ot sucii testimony is to actually overdrawn liis account with Samuel L. Shaw, sheriff, was for Die use 

enable the jury to determine the degree that bank in the sum of $404.44, without and benefit of William N. Boggs; the 
improbability that the person on trial, taking into consideration any other same was paid out of the funds of that 

possesses-such a reputation should checks of the defendant on that bank bank; and the $1,650 so paid was wholly 
nave committed such a crime. What theretofore paid out of its funds and lost to tiie bank. At Die time of the 
weight is to be given to the good reputa- never made good to the bank. The payment of this check on May 6,1896, it 
tion of the defendant resti solely with check for $300 was not charged in the appears from the testimony of Robs, the
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Wm. Lawton,

611 Market Street.

Good morning! Do you buy in Wil
mington?

Every Evening is in for reforming the 
manner in which the Legislature of this 
State transacts business. Reform is al
right in whatever line it is carried on. 
But is Every Evening sincere in its en
dorsement of reform? Decidedly no, if 
ita course in the Levy Court reform is a 
criterion, Samuel Bancroft, with the 
facts in his possession by which he could 
have substantiated liis charges against 
the Levy Court, failed to act.

Don’t talk reform without you support 
the talk by real live action. Tiie Sun 
will have something to say concerning 
reform, and an act and perhaps several 
of them to perform relative to the same 
question.

SEEING IS BELIEVING
BAR6AINS IN REAL ESTATE

S. W. Cor. 8th and Lincoln, Store and 
dwelling.

627 East 7th street, dwelling.
507 West 5th Street, dwelling.
824 West 2nd Street, dwelling find stable 
518 East 7th Street, dwelling.
505 East 3rd Street, dwelling.
2409 Lancaster ave, dwelling.
234 236, 238 Harrison Street, dwellings. 

And many others.

I Julv Daniel W. Taylor,
400 EQUITABLE BUILDING»

Real Estate,
Loans and Fire Insurance.

Many merchants use an illustration 
with their advertisements especially dur
ing the Christmas holidays. Art in Ad
vertising has this to say subject to illus
trations: The purpose of an illustration 
is not simply to attract attention to tiie 
reading matter of the advertisement. In 
itself the illustration may convey more 
than is said in the text. There appear 
in every publication some excellent ex
amples of illustrations which do nine-' 
tenths of tiie work, and in which there 
are only a few words of reading matter. 
Frequently these advertisements are the 
most effective; very often they are the 
most attractive.

However, the best use an illustration 
can be put to is that in which it sets 
fortli the properties or value of tiie arti 
cle advertised coiointlv with the reading 
matter. For mere ephemeral advertising 
any illustration that attracts ttie atten-

NOTHING IN IT
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but there will be soon, for nearly every 
one knows a bargain when be sees one. 
We have frames for your pictures and 
pictures for your frames. From our var
ied stock you cannot fail to find what 
you want.

Harry Yerger,
410 Shipley Street,

WILMINGTON, DEL.

lie’s
out.

MORRIS & CO
ELECTRICIANS.

M

n %it I

¥Christmas shopping is on in force, and 
Market street is crowded with well- 
dressed throngs. From Second to Tenth 
streets on JMarket street are centres 
where the entire population meet these 
days. It is noticeable that while the 
family of the mechanic brushes against 
those of wealth, that all are well dressed. 
In no other city in the land of the Bame 
size will you find the population in gen
eral as well clothed and wearing a gen
eral air of comfort. To strangers it is 
noticeable. We see nothing out of the 
ordinary in it, because we are accus
tomed to it.

t tt

V J M:

We install complete electric 
light plants.

No. ii East 8th St.
and scrutinized

FHONE 814.
Christmas presents of any design’ 

make or price can be secured in Wil. 
mington at as cheap rateB as can be ee’ 
cured in largea cities.

“The Farmers’ Bank at 

Georgetown is holding 

worthless paper,upon which 

money was raised to buy

FOR SALEshould be given to tiie testimony of an 
accomplice is a matter exclusively with
in the province of the jury.

While the jury as matter of law may 
convict a person accused of a grave crime 
upon the uncorroborated testimony of an 
accomplice, it is, however, usual for the 
court to advise the jury against a con
viction unless tiie testimony of the ac
complice lias been corroborated by com
petent evidence in some material part or 
parts. Tiie corroboration need not ex
tend to all matters testified to by tiie 
accomplice, but it being shown that, the 
accomplice has testified truly in some 
particulars, it may be inferred by the 
jury that he has in others. In this case 
you are to determine upon the evidence 
whether William N. Boggs lias or has 
not been corroborated with respect to 
material partB of liis testimony by the 
documentary evidence and tiie testi
mony of other witnesses; and you are 
also to determine whether or not Wil
liam N. Bogus has been successfully 
tradicted, it at all, with respect to any 
material portion of his testimony. It is 
also true, gentlemen, that while the 
court is careful to remind you that 
the credit of William N. 
entirely for your consideration, it 
would be very far from your duty

A BARGAIN. V
Grocery Business, Horse, Wagon, 
good established trade. Good oppor

tunity l'or young mail to start in busi
ness. Good reasons for selling 

Address

GROCERY,

SUN OFFICE.

J. L. DASH I ELL, <3 
Violinist and Teacher,

Studio, 702 West Fifth Street, H

WILMINGTON, DEL.

First Violin in Philadelphia Symphony 

Orchestra.

Bell, in the Sunday Star.

Real Estate Wanted.

I

\ ]I Desirable tenant wants 
store-room on Market 
street bet ween Third and 
Eighth streets. Rental 
must not exceed $50. Ad
dress Tenant,

con-

EASIEST PLAN

to earn a bicycle is to Bell 600 of my “10 
Nights in a Bar Room,” at 10 cents i, 
apiece. Retail price 26 cents. A2-cent 5 
stamp brings particular*. 12 cents a copy ; 
of the book and full particulars. I

BICYOLB BOX. 37, Uttte, Pa. )|

of
who

THE SUN, 
Wilmington, Del.

Continued on Page Three.
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