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À LOVESTORY
© NEXT WEEK

Next week, AXEetaihliseMartins Own
Story in her own w a pitiful story of a y wro
on who,idealising her love and her lover and implicitly I . ..
trusting him was ruined and her whole life cast into the sha-
dows by one of Montreal’s leading social lights, clubman,
financier and highly-placed citizen. We shall also print
Ogilvie’s legal declaration in his case against Miss Martin in

ich he demanded the return by her of his gifts amounting
in value to $45,000,the taking of which action by himwas the
cause of Miss Martin proceeding against Shirley Ogilvie for |

ORDER FROM YOUR NEWS AGENT EARLY.
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5 Wealthy rinbemesand biwatif‘stinogfipherTnpital
J dramaoflove.” A story of a woman's love”
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0j ~ We are sbleto tear away the screen that so far has hidden
4 the case ôf Mr, Shirlie Ogilvie and Miss Martin from pubtic view.|

| - Reputed millionaire, broker and financier, Ogilvie was suedby]
A LE Miss Martin for $100,000 damages for breach af promise and in-
ie jury to her reputation. Miss Martin's action was a counter-action
4 4 ‘to one taken against her by Ogilvie demanding the return to him
I af 345,000 which hedeclared to bethevalue of Rresenishe |

givenher during thelove-étorti that’ prévaiied ‘ en them
when, old enough to be her father, he made violent love to her,
promising to divorce his-wife and marry her.

… Coming on the heels of our revelations of last week eoncerning
immo in Montreal business offices, it throws an interesting side-
light on the game played by manyso-called business men to attract and
entrap the girls and young women they meet in business life. The
story hag all the marks of sordidness that characterise the average sex
drama of to-day and shows up our boasted Upper Ten in a most unsa-
voury light. There is shown the whole process by which the roue se-
cures his unclean desires, the inviting of an attractive girl to his of-

~ fice at the end of the day, the sad story told the trusting girl of do-
mestic troubles and lack of understanding (My God, how women fall
for it); the sudden embrace and kiss, the subseyuent begging for for-
£iveness ; the litt’, attentions such aesending Beauty Roses $ring the
girl's illness; # afternoon walks and tea together; the gradual win-
ning f conf! ise and love; the trip to the Old Country at expense
to see her people, and her treatment as a princess by all on board the
ship, which Ogilvie arranged (what money cai do!); the hailstorm of
lotteryand cablegrams while she was in Ireland, his request to her to
“take word “without going before a clergyman” in the event that he

: would be ungble to obtain a divorce; his renewed promise that he would
- marry her as soon as he could get a divorce; the presents of jewelry,

' the gifts of flowers, the sending of the girl to New York t purchase
clothes for herwelf; the making of his in her favor—these are all
features of the case as alleged by MissMartin and summarized byJudgeow - Bruneau in his judgment as set forth below. AR

veil Wag ever a more pitiful self-revelation of weakness, ‘infatuation,
> 2 and infidelity given by a member of Montreal's highest social circles ?

We doubt it. Coupled with all these things, Ogilvie's alleghtions that
Mies Martin wae his concubine, his mistress, his “wife in nme only”-—
things a MAN does not usually say after he has had hig fill-of pleasure
at the expense of a woman's honor, and we have a lurid spot-light

a

“
x    
 ones

by Mr. Ogilvie in his action against Miss [the defendant in May, 1919, in the office
Martin, a slur, which she indignantly repels. [of Craig, Luther & Irvine, stoskbrokess,
but which the judge declared the law did [where she was a stenographer, and whese
not compe} the defendant to prove, as va- [the defendant was one the clients. After
rious authorities in ancient and modern law having taken his account elsewhere the de-
had agreed that under given circumstances |fendant continued nevertheless to ge to the
certain conduct could be legally presumed. |officeof Craig, Luther & Irvine, converaing
The judge agreed that “platonic affection” |from time to time with the plaintiff and
such an Misg Martin claimed she felt for offering to do her any service of which she
Mr. Ogilvie wag an idyllic state, but one [might stand in need. In the early Autumn
which was so seldom encountered that the [of 1919 the plaintiff asked the defendant
law could not assume it. to arrange an interview with a certain
APPEAL 18 INTIMATED, business man, one of his friends, which he

Immediately the judgment was rendered did, and asked her to call at his office and .
Salluste Lavery, K.C., of Lavery & Demers, let him know the result.
Miss Martin’ lawyers, intimated an appeal.| “She went there and thanked him for the
Mr. Ogilvie's action against Miss Martin, [trouble be had taken. The next day he
though before her counter action, [telephoned her and told Wer he wished her
has not yet been decided. to go to his office in the afternoon, which
Of such importance to the community [she could not refuses to do after the ser-

did Mr. Justice Bruneay. consider the case lvice he had rendered her. To her great
that his findings are embodied in a docu- |surprise there was no one else present. |
ment of forty felies in which he summarizes The following. day be again telephoned
the declaration of the plaintiff, which con- her to come to his office on her way home
tained 157 paragraphs, comprising what {ashe had something to tell her which be
the juêge terms “une page d’un -roman|could net tell on the phone. She went
d'amour.” there and learned only thet the defendant

In the commencement of bis. judgment desired at any cost te 56e her everyday.
Judge Bruneau remarks satiricaily that the, “She told him that this was putting her
defendant has pleaded “for more ample in a false position in view of her youth,

: particulars,” whieh ‘he could supply per-|if she went to his office without a particu-
thrown on the private lives of men who prey upon the daughters of the sonally, ro doubt, in all the particulars notilar reason, and that he was not to imsist,poor to satisfythe lusts of the rich, thrown fn such à way ag'to make the |mentioned in the action.” as she had only gone.there at hig wish to
very name ofSociety stink in the nostrils of decent, clean-minded people. [REVIEWS THE CASE. express her acknowledgment of his aer-

‘ avi e ° ui Declaring that it would be impossible to vices, at the same time telling him that
Court Holds that Miss Martin has » {decide the merit of the defence without ‘a similar visits would be very inconvenient.

co Right to Acti Co recitation of the facts which gaverise to it,| The defendant adimitted he Was Wrong, .igh ction taken, - * |Br. Justice Bruneau related them as fol-| made excusss and biamed hig domestic 4
The inexorable law of the land has deals, Jiimates to ‘J the value Bf presents he ;; lows: troubles, with which he made her

the first home thrust to the winsome plain. feve her durifig the ardent conrtship, a) “Tbe plaintiff alleges that she belongs to acquainted. Out of sympathy and to help ‘
"tiff in the breach ofpromise action taken feature of which was his préniise to obtain a respectable family, and that the defend-[him eustain his. courage she promised to i

_ by Miss Sarah Elisabeth Martin, former|a divercs and marry hèr. — ant surprised her confidence, abused her |visit him, but the moment when she rose :
+ stenographer to a Montreal firm of stock-| Mr. Justice Bruneau dit that, as Mr.!good faith and profited by her youth and to ge the defendant tried to embrace her: ;

brokers, against Shirley Ogilvie, Montrea}{ Ogilvie was a married man ‘when he made| inexperience to estrange her fromher rela-|She was so much {rightened that she was _ - wy
- financier and reputedmillionaire, who was ithe promisé, noright of seloncouldarieb, tives and the esteetsinwhith theyheld{unable te-veprench him and she léft im- 3
one-of their cHents. as the agreement was “illegal, immoral, her, to take pesession of her mind and her |mediately. a+ Mim Martin sued Mr. Ogilvie in theSu-|contrary to public order and prohibited by| heartand ruin her reputation under a pro-| DEFENDANT APOLOGIZED. jt; ‘perior Court for $100,000 damages for yw” co ‘| mise of marriage, which he-has not fulfill-| “Next day the deferMant telephoned her

7 breach of promise and injury to her repu-|- He also held that for the aamé reason od, and afterwards accused her of bein€ andapologized. He asked her to come
©, &rtation, &5 & counter action Mr. Ogilvie's [the plaintiff had no right of action in re-|his concubine. < again to his office, but she energetically =.

"", suit for the retuim of $45,000 which hé|apect to an allegation of cofrnbinage made “The plaintiff made the acquaintanceef © (Continued on page 8) LC
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Fete CAà PIE

age 2

PUT
AND
TAKE
Competition Number 1

$100.00 MUST BE WON!
First Prize Fifty Dollars
Second“ $25.00
Third“ $10.00
Three other prizes of $5 each.

HOW TO WIN

All you have to do is take the
phrase.

WHEN BILL KISSED MARY.
and make a new phrase by substituting for

each word another word with the same
number of letters. You “take” away the

old words, and “put” new words in their
places. Thus:

Take out WHEN and put in another 4
letter word.

another 4
letter word.

Take out KISSED and put in another 6

 

  

Take out BILL and put in

letter word. (pe : .
Take out MARY and put in another 4 1D addition to hig share of the profits.

letter word.

The new phraze must have some bearing

tHE AAE, FRIDAY, FEBRUARY etn 1922.

OUR ALDERMAN. BOOKIE, AND
~ GAMBLING HOUSE PROPRIETOR.

Alderman-Bookmaker-Keeper of a Gambling House—and Wrecker of
at least one man’s whc'e fortune— what a combination !

This phenomenon occurs not in New York or Chicago but right
here in our beloved Montreal. Elected to protect the people's interests,
having a part in the administration of the City, which includes the
proper enforcement of law, and stamped with the badge of honor by
reason of his being the people’s chosen representative for his ward, one
of our Civic Fathers has gotten rich by hand-bookmaking and running
a gambling house, which he is doing to-day.

In the last five years this Alderman of the City of Montreal must
have made a hundred and fifty thousand dollars out of hig handbook.
Day by day, rain or shine, he has sat “at the receipt of custom” gather-
ing in the shekels from the poor fools who think they can beat the game,
until he has amassed by these unholy means a fortune . Undisturbed by
the Police, unafraid of any interference, rejoicing in the possession of
a good thing, he has gonehis way unmolested and dares to sit in “the
seats of the mighty’ in the City Hall, an unpunished criminal laying
down the law for the decent people of the city and sharing in the con-
trol of the Police Force which compels other citizens to observe the laws
this man breaks with impunity and, apparently, immunity. We are not
starting a campaign against the Police in this matter. They are but
human, they have their jobs, their families, their future to think about
and, if they know about this unworthy Alderman’s defections fro
civic virtue, it is almost too much to expect of them that they will in
terfere with one of their civic employers. Yet a fellow near by, doing
a similar business but on much smaller lines, was raided only quite re-
cently and duly dealt With by process of law.

Now, we assure readers that we know this man, his name, his ad-
dress. We are naturally trying to speak carefully for obvious reasons
so that we ask our public to believe that although at present we do not
name this Alderman in our colur:ns that we are prepared to do so if it
should be necessary. The büsinees is carried on so openly that every-
body interested might easily know gbout it. Only lately this bright
specimen of Civic Fatherhood gave a party to his fellow-aldermen,
when ten or twelve of them attended. They should know all about what
goes on there. Frequently there are oyster suppers and to give a little
vim and verve to the proceedings there’s always whisky and gin, etc., on
hand. We are not quite sure if the admission fee to the oyster suppers
covers the price of drinks supplied or separate payment is made for
same. But the Alderman is running a “blind pig” also. We could say
a lot more but we don’t want to say anything that will indicate either
the situation of the premises (for fear of increasing the Alderman’s
business) or the name of the Alderman-bookie-bootlegger. All we want
to say further is to tell the story of one of this man’s victims.
Picture a young man, married, with two or three children, a part-
ner in a fine business from which he drew ten thousand dollars a year,

now brought to ruin by this
shark and his partners. In a year orlittle more they have succeeded
in getting away from him one hundred and fifty thousand dollars
which often was taken from him at the rate of a thousand dollars a

 

 on the phrase given. Contractions such as
“don’t” “its,” ‘‘can't” can be used as
words.

POOR GIRL NEARLY DIED.
, FRED SHOT LOVERS DEAD.
BOTH FELT CUPID'S DART.

+

]
These examples wil] sh the idea. : .NEARLY DIED. ipockets, just as they got the other. Then they fired him out, told him

{to “clear to Hell out of that”. They took the hair from his furs, as the

day, playing the horses. When this big sum was gone all the young man
‘had left was some real estate. This the Alderman and Co. bought from
him and then they got that money away from him and into their own

saying is, and also the furs from his heirs. By which the “Alderman
When you have thought out your phrase; Will know that we know who the young man is and what the business

write it, in ink, on the Coupon below, and‘":e was formerly a partner in.
Then cut!

out the Entry Form, and post it, together

with 25 cents, in stamps, currency or mo-|
ney order, to arrive not later than Mon-!

sign your name and address.

day, March 13th, 1922. Address your!
envelope :—

“PUT and TAKE” No 1,

THE AXE,

105 Coronation Building, Montreal.
You may make as many attempts-as you

like, but each attempt must be written on
a separate coupon and accompanied by 25

cents, Competitors who are unable to ob-

tain extra copies of the paper to make ad-

ditiona) attempts may copy the Coupon on

to a piece of notepaper, Use a separate
sheet for each additional attempt.

The prize of $50. will be awarded to the

What's to be done aboutit. Well, there’s the police. We'll give
them a chance. We hold nothing against the police nor are we criticis-
ing them. But things happen when THE AXE gets after things.
That's all for the present. : _

=

The Editor's Mail
To the Editor

“THE AXE".

|
GENERAL CONDITIONS FOR “PUT and

TAKE” COMPETITION.
1. Where entry forms are provided,

these must be used by competitors.
2. All names and addresses must be

written in ink by the person competing.
3. Any competitor competing under a Sir:—

false or assumed name may bedisquali-| A few questions Mr. Tagchereau

fied. shouldbe asked through your valu-
4. Solutions themselves may be type-|gphle AXE. SL

written or printed, but under no circum-| “After your consultation at Que-

stances may they be written in pencil. bec with Chief Lorrain, Chief

5. Any coupon or entryform on which page - and Coroner McMahon, no 
sender of the attempt which is considered
to be the best by the adjudicators, by whom
originality of idea will be taken into con-
sideration. The remaining prizes will be

awarded to those competitors whose at-

tempts are considered next best in merit.
In the event of a tie the first prize will be
divided.

All competitors must comply with the

general conditions printed below.
Enclose 25c with this Coupon.

“PUT AND TAKE” No, 1.

[Nowsren) tee vote anes sere vane voue even sn
3:117YO
(KISSED) .….. .……. 1.ie coco vree sono vos0 000
(MARY) … ..ever sen ven Ceenn seer ees

I agree to abide by the Editor's.
decision publishéd in “The Axe,”
and to accept it as final, and I enter
only on this understanding, and I!
agree to abide by the conditions
srinted in “The Axe.”

Signed ee coe mass sn wise vn0n vc00

Address sv. GEIS S408 este 0408 août nest

 

  
 

. (Pleasewriteclearly). =
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an alteration has been made will not be doubt you thought you had suffi

admitted. ' |cient evidence to force the Coroner's

am +1 — 0 120000

-|beat us to it this time.

6. Each competitor may make any num- hand for the arrest of Father Dé-

{lorme,
ber of attempts. Each such attempt will
be judged independently, but all attempts

may be sent in the same envelope. The

stipulated entrance fee must accompany

each attempt.
7. The Editor will accept no responsibil.

ity in regard to the loss or non delivery of
any attempt submitted. Proof of posting
will not be accepted as proof of receipt or
delivery.

8. No correspondence will be entered

into in connection with the competition and
telegrams will be ignored.

9. The Editor reserves the right to dis-

quality any competitor for reasons which

he considers good and sufficient, and the
Editor's decision with regard to all ques-
tions relating to the competitions, whether
before or after the award, will be abso-
lutely final and legally binding Competi-
tors can only entèr on this distinct under-

standing.’
10. In the event of ties, the Editor re-

serves the right to divide the prize, or the
value of the prize, but only one prize, or

are of a prize, will go to one competitor.

’ > -
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If such was the case, why

will the government not be ready to
proceed with the preliminary hear-
ing on Feb, 21, 1922? .

As’ you stated in your last issue
re Father Délorme; every man is in-
nocent until proven guilty. Why
lock a man up apd hold him in cells
on a murder charge?

If the “Crown” hddnot sufficient
evidence to proceed with the preli-
minary hearing in the eight days
following his arrest and try and de-
lay proceedings to hold that man in
cells until June before he has -a
chance to vindicate his honour,
there was no hurry to arrest this’
man.‘ Why was he not left free un-
til the auditors had completed their
work as he could supply them with
any information they needed?
Are these auditors without re-

proach to be left to do suchimport.
ant work alonewithout prejudice to

me cm0 0 atemmame 188SEGEe(50MI0000mr Po =ies Sul

’
comme

Quotation of the Week.

This England is youns. It be-
longs to you. Many enemies

have desired it because it is the
most glorious and splendid

country in the world, But they
have never taken it, because it
is yours and has been kept for
you. This book is to tell you
how it has come to be yours and
how it has been kept for

you, — not by kings or
statesmen, or by the great
men alone, but by the En.
glish people. Down the long
years they have handed it on
to you, as a torch is sent from
hand to hand, and you in your
turn will hand it on down the
long years before you. They
made the flame of England
bright and ever brigter for
you; and you, stepping into all
that they have made for you,
will make it bright and bright.
er yet. They passed and are
gone; and you will pass and go.
But England will continue. Your
England. Yours.” — From ‘If
Winter comes”, by A. 8S. M. Hut.
chinson.

 
THE AXE MAKES

A GREAT SCOOP
Interview with the Devil
adjudged sensational.

(Editor's Note:—From all quart.
ers we have received congratulations
upon our scoop of last week, -when
we interviewed the Devil during his
visit to Quebec. Naturally, there is
some amount of envy discrenible in
the felicitations received from our
contemporaries. © We reproduce a
few extracts from these communica.
tions for which we take this public
opportunity of thanking our
friends.)

Mofitreal S...r — “You have done
what we have tried to do for years,
get in touch with the Devil, and we
congratulate you on thus scooping
your older rivals. As old hands at
the game we advise you to go to the
Devil any time you want a good
story,” -

Montreal G..........e — “We thought
we knew a thing or two about get-
ting next to big people, but you have.

What we
cannotunderstand it how our re
presentative at Quebec missed -con-
nections with Satan. He seldom

 
 

does. Anyhow, yours’ was
journalism, even if a trifle yeliow.”

Montreal H.......d —“There'll be
the Devil to pay in Canadian jour.’
nalism ifTHE AXE scoops us all
again like this. We feel we have a
right to grumble because we shall

Le- [now have to send our men towhere
the Old Fellow lives to get an in-
terview. . And we understand its
dry there. Maybe allright in win-
ter, but — Still, we congratulate
you, youngster. But, as the Govern-
ment organ, we should have handied
the story differently.” oo

+

Beg Pardon! Our Mistake!

“THE AXE, Pp ;
Friday, February 117th, 1922”.

From The Axe, Montreal.
February 17th. 1922.

We never knew before that February
was the longest month of the year. Per-
haps the hapless printer who put this one
over on us thought there was an accu-
mulation of Leap Years to bemade note
of. Anyhow, THE AXE now lops off one
hundred days. May we always beable to
laugh at our own mistakes: , .

Taschereau send his auditors to
clear up such a case? ‘

Is this znother Blanche Garnesu-
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Shirley Ogilvie's
- Love Story

PROMISED TO GET DIVORCE.

 

(Continued from page 1)
refused. The defendant, declaring he,

 

“The plaintiff replied that it would not

easy to obtain a divorce, if Mrs. Ogilvie

Letter of in action |
from Ogilvie to
Lord Lascelles

“My Dear Lascelles — This
letter will introduce to You
Miss Sarah Elizabeth Martin,
a very dear friend of mine, who
will be in London from time to

wished to remain on good terms with her
asked if she would not at least telephone
him from time to time. She refused. The
defendant then asked the number of her
house telephone, but she refused and told
him that he must discontinue his atten-
tions.
“Some days later she fell ill, and

received a dozen American Beauty roses
with the defendant's card. She wag so much
touched with this mark of goodwill that the
next morning, when the defendant called
her on the telephone she rose in order to
thank him. Some days after she had
returned to her work the defendant invited
her te dine with him and she accepted on
the promise that he would never again try
to embrace her.

EXPRESSED MiSs DEVOTION.

“At 7 o'clock in the evening the de-

   

 

   

  

   

 

   

 

  

 

time. 1 shall be very grateful
for any courtesies you may ac-
cord her.”

In these terms of warm com-
mendation, Ogilvie, worded +»
letter to his close friend Vis-
count Lascelles, fiancé of Prin-

opposed it, but the defendant replied that
“when one would one could”, adding that
the plaintiff had only to have faith in him,
and that he would succeed in obtaining
what appeared to be impossible.

“Realising that the defendant was the
only man who had loved her so sincerely

and disinterestedly the plaintiff declared

that if she would be able thus to make bim beatifuloi: ntroducing, the
happy she was disposed tg marry him, marry after he obtained a di-

“The defendant replied: “Look at [tals

dinner, and thig ring which 1 have bought

for your birthday. Let the dinner and the

ring be our affisncing.' The plaintiff ob-

served that it was putting her in a strange

position to engage herself to a married

man, but the defendant replied that he had

been long enough without being married

vorce in Paris.
The letter was never pre-

- sented, because Lord Lascelles
was not in town when Miss
Martin reached London, and it
is now in the possession of her
lawyers, Lavery and Demers,
of Montreal,  to remarry this time with the plaintiff,

that he loved and adored her mors than
 

will by which he made her his sole exe-fondant conducted the plaintiff into a room |any other thing in the world, Theparties

im which the table was decorated with|arranged to consider themselves engaged
flowers — American Beauty roses, and on |and to fly together as soon as the defen-
which there wasalso a magnificent bouquet dant had realised his belongings, so as to
of orchids, destined for her corsage. Mr. furnish Mrs. Ogilvie the occasion to divor-
Ogilvie was in evening dress, which, he told |ce him, and that, in the event that she
-Miss Martin, was very rare With him. He [would do nothing the defendant would
only donned it on special occasions, and make it impossible for his wife not to

  

cutrix, and the Montreal Trust, adminis-
trator, with instructions to follow her re-
commendations as to the placing of the
capital.

“The defendant had already manifested
to the plaintiff his intentions on this sub-
ject and he knew that he would be able to
leave it entirely to her to accomplish hishve was the most special occasion of his

life.
“During the dinner the defendant ex-

premed to. the plaintiff fifty times at least
thedevotion that he bore her, and how he

  proceed against him, which appeaied’ all
the easier since his wife had already mani-
feated that intention, asking him in the
name of God to go away so that she could

desires to the letter. The defendant told
her he had made his will to protect her
and assure her future, in case he died in

divorce him because she hated him.

    

ed. '

  

had been strangely drawn to ber since the
first day he had seen her. =~
“The plaintiff permitted him to telepho-

ne her from time to time, and when he
would have something special to com-
municate to her she would mest him to
take tea and talk with him foran hour or
20, on the condition that he would not
again attempt to embrace her, but would
treat heras sn‘amie ideale’ — platonic
friend. Thik he promised fo do. :

SENT HER FLOWERS. :

“After the dinner already mentioned

the defendant sent American Beauty roses

to her every week, and once or twice a

week the parties would meet and take tea

together. The defendant then related

to the plaintiff his affairs — his domestic
troubles. “ -

‘‘“’In November or December, 1919, as a

Christmas present, he paid her expenses

for a voyage to Belfast, Ireland, to enable

her to see her mother. She was so happy to

be able to. regi home that she could not
find expressions to thank him for his

goodness, not supposing thst he intended

to act as he did, but only as a friend loved

with a platonic love. -

“The plaintiff left Montreal for Bel-
fast, January 1, 1920, and following in-

structions given by the defendant she was

treated during the voyags with such con-

sideration that she was profoundly ‘touch-

ORDERED FLOWERS DAILY.
“Some days later, before going on a

trip to Augusta, Florida, the defendant
paid $235 to his florist for the flowers
sent to the plaintiff during the two months
preceding, and gave the florist instruct-
ions to send her each week during his
absence, a dosen American Beauty roses.
“The defendant himself stopped in New

York where he. telephaned to her it a cost
of $24.00. Theplaintiff believed the de-
fendant sincere and devoted, because he
made everybody in his world acquainted
with his love and devotion for her, and of
his intention-to obtain a divorce and fhar-
ry her. :

“During the absence of the plaintiff in

Ireland, the fifteenth of February, 1920,
her birthday, he invited two young girls
to dine, both of them ‘her best friends, to
the sole end of having the opportunity of
talking about her, of his love and his in-

tention to obtain a divorce and marry her.

“Towards the twenty-fourth of May,
1920, the defendant suggested that she go
to NewYork aid büy herself seme clothes,
and that he would join her, which he did.
She stayed at the Vanderbilt Hotel, and
he stayed at the Waldorf Astoria. Mrs.
Ogilvie was under the impression that
during that time he was at Ste. Agathe.

ACKNOWLEDGED HER PUBLICLY.
“At New York the defendant recom-

mended the maitre d'hotel of the Rits-
Carlton, where he dined with the. plaintiff,

—

“During her sojourn in Ireland she

received from the defendant thres or four
cables a week, letters gvery day, and |as his companion was his fiancee.

even flowers from Dublin every. Wednes- “Some weeks after his return from

- day. Thedefendant cabled "to her to Augusta, when the parties dined together,

kyow if she received the flowers from |Mrs. Ogilvie and her daughter, Mar.on,

Dublin. . questioned the defendant and a violent

"4All the letters she received from him |conversation followed.- The defendant
treated ‘only of his business, his domestic decided then to quit Mantreal immediately

“ troubles, his loneliness and the impatience |after the marriage of his daughter, Marion,

with which he awaited herreturn, of the [asking the plaintiff to hold herself ready

dancing lessons he was taking to give her to go at the tame time,

pleasure, and of the avowal he had made| “Some time afterwards the defendant

to his nephew of this love of his life’—of told the plaintiff that the reports congern-

the knowledge that Mr. and Mrs, McMur-|ing the Peerless Gold Mines were not

try (the nephew and niece)” had of his reasuring; the reports which followed went
from worse to worse.. The defendant ex-

that the repast was to be “extra special”, |
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. love, affairs, and that they felt much

received at the home of Mr. and Mra. ‘Me-

«that when the time-would come he would

.& divêtce.. ..:::!

athy for him and would do all for

to live without the plaintiff and in

the event that he would be unable to ob-

tain the divorce, if the plaintiff loved him

enough to take his word, without going

before a clergyman, she would be cordially

gi hen the plaintiff arrived at Boñ-
aventure station the defendant was there,

having waited five hours for her. The

same evening the parties dined together,

the “defendant assuring’ the plaintiff that

Hé could not live without her, or without

the hope that she would one day belong

completely to him. He declared again

desire that she go away with him and that 
perienced from this much chargin and d'a-
appointment, and theplaintiff did all she
could to console him. The defendant de-
cared, however, that this situation need;
not have any Tafluence on the decisions
taken, his flight, his divorce, his marriage
with the plaintiff, becauseheexpected that
hig Abitibi stock wouldbring him more
than he had hoped. PTT

TOLDHER OF WILL, |
“Almost at the same time the defendant

told the plaintiff that he had made his
will, by which he give her $25,000, but as
he had bgen informed: that such a testa-
ment might be revoked, he made another
before Fair and Cameron,notaries, giving
to the plaintiff, this time, $60,000, and]
the quarter of theresidup of his estate.

hewould marry her as soonas lg obtainedfoeereji defendant. told
1044 eu ds :
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Montreal before they had commenced to
live together. He made a new will by
which he left her all that he possessed in
the world, except the house bearing the
number 90 Westmount boulevard.

In Canada, as in other civilized count-
ries, even a financier is permitted but one
wife, and as Mr, Ogilvie was already mar-
ried there were only two ways in which he
could be placed in a position to carry out
his promise — either he must obtain a
divorce from his wife or she must divorce
him,
The financiers decision was quickly

made. He determined to go to nee,

where he understood these things could
be arranged, and where, he had been in-
formed, incompatibility of temper would
be sufficient ground. To Europe then he

i

pert in international divorce law, who has
been instruments! in releasing many Ame-
ricans and some prominent Canadisns from
their marital bondage. Mr. Archibald
pointed out some technical difficulties and

an interview with Sir Henry Egan, his|
wife's uncle, who hadceme to London,
confirmed Mr. Oglivie in his belief that it
would. be better for him to return to
Montreal and either get a separation in
the Quebec courts, which. would be ground
for a ‘divorce in France, or persdade his
wife tà return to France with’ him and
divorce him. y .

WIFE SPURNS DIVORCE,
Mrs. Ogilvie was adamant in her #efusal

to aid him and thefinancier again crossed
the seas and told Miss Martin ft weuld be
necessary forhim to return to Montreal
and take proceedings there. He arranged
that she legve on a different boat, a day
ahead of him, and she reached Montreal
three days before he did. -

Part of the-understanding between them
was thatMr. Ogilvie would not return to
his wife, but would take up a separate re-
sidence. When, therefore, he telephoned
the girl, the day after h:g return, asking
for an interview, and admitted he was
living with his wife, she was angry and

demanded .a reason for hig change of plan,
which he did not give. His phone calls
suddenly ceased.. © =
On one point Miss Martin is emphatic.

She did not cause a break between Mr.
gilvie and his wife, she says. And this

is how she ‘explains that statement:
- “Long before he ever made love to me

Myr. Ogilvie told me of his intention to
leave big. wife ad soon as his younger
(daughter, who last April*became Mrs. J.
K. Y. Walbank, was married. He attended
the wedding and gave. his daughter away.
He would have left the same sight,but
the annual meeting of the Abitibi Pulp &
Power Company, of which he was vice-
president, wag held the next day, Satur-
‘day, and he attended it and was re-elected.  jon,Monday be left for Europe. pen

mjainti£éthat bebadmadestil anotherf:- “Mr Ogilvie had appealedto myspw-
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What The Man In the Street
Would Like To Know.

What is the name of the Member
of the Legislative Council who paid
someone five thousand dollars for
getting him the position?

And who also gave the samr per-
son a horse and saddle?

If it would nottake more than
five thousand dollars, and a horse
and saddle to make this same
Honorable honorable?

If the “someone” who got the five
thousand dollars was not consider-
od 8 “Prince” of good fellows?

esse

Is anything being done about the
two gambling houses on City Coun-
cillors Street, Montreal, where they
pierce the bill?

 

Will the Attorney General give
THE AXE permission to takepro-
ceedings against the Quebec Liquor
Commiæion ?
 

How comes it that the public of
Montreal must rely on THE AXE
for knowledge of the underworld of
Montreal High Society?

—rmocmedanemenantatee

Where do all the flies go when
Montreal's Four Hundred are out of
own

 

The Printers’ Strike
A little group of men, printers, at

Quebec have heen able to hold up the
work of theLegislature during this
week. These men received twesty-
four dollars per week and they
struck for higher wages and better
conditions of labour, Mr. Tasche-
reau chose to denounce this as a
challenge to the Government. The
fool, with. his mack heroics. Why,
he himself will entertain several
friends at the Château Frontenac
and pay more than twenty-four dol.
lars for their entertainment and of-
ten does so. These men are chal-
lenging the Devils of Want and Hun-
ger. If the Taschereau Government

went and to Europe also went Miss Martin, [care to take the side of those evils
In London Mr. Ogilvie obtained from{the workingmen of this Province

Lord Beaverbrook a recommendation to|will deal with it at the
S. G. Archibäld, a distinguished legal ex-|are not mistaken.

polls, if. we

pathy for years with stories of his wife's
temper, which he said made life unbearable -
for him.” He used to make me cry with
his picture of the miserable mistake he
bad made in his marriage. He knew I wag
warm-hearted and sympathetic, and he en-
gaged my sympathies in this way. But
when he made love to me I always made
it clear to him and would not allow him to
continue his love-making if I was to cause
a break between him and his wife.
“Me always reasse”ted his unalterable

determination to obtain a divorce, He
saidhis mind had been made up regarding

that decision for many years, and that he
only awaited his daughter's wedding to
carry it out.” 5

Miss Martni insisted that she always left
the initiative to Mr. Og'lvie, = _

“I did not ask him to marry me,” she
said, “and when he returned and made no
appearance of carrying out his promise !
did not reproach him or influence him in
any way. It was not until he took his un-
worthy action against me and I found he

was becmirching my reputation that I

entered an action against him.

“Certainly he gave me presents. And

just as certainly he has no right to get them
back. They did not amount to anything.

like the sum he claims anyway.”
Miss Martin had no reason to believe up

to then that Mr. Oglivie had decided to
break off relations with her. She was
astounded to have served on her soon
afterward a grit demanding the return of
$45,000, the value of presents he alleged
he had given her, and asserting that she
was not legally entitled to them ag she

was not his fiancee. ;

SHE SUES FOR $100,000. :
Mr. Ogilvie used an unpleasant term,

which the girl resented. She immediately
filed a counter action demanding pay-
ment of $100,000 for defamation of cha-

racter. She alsofiled an action against a
mining company in which Ogilvie was in- 
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terested, demandingthe return of $181
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rage € THE AXE, FRIDAY,

 

“We wouldn’t hang a cat on such evidence”
 

WE BELIEVE FATHER DELORME IS INNOCENT OF
THE MURDER OF HIS BROTHER.

Admitted that the evidence given at the Coroner’s Inquest|Province in which I have asked his permission to take action to remove
told strongly against him. Admitted that nearly eve
have discussed the matter with holds the contrary belief to ours.
Admitted that he stood to gain financially by the murdered man’s AXE was the only paper in Montreal which
death. In spite of all these things, we believe Father Délorme in-
nocent.

dence is favorable to his guilt.

PRIEST WENT TO MASS.

For instance, the morning after
the murder of Raoul Délorme, his
brother, Father Délorme went to
Mass as usual. We -do not believe

he could have taken part in this re-
ligious exercise with the knowledge
in his brain of that frozen corpse
lying at Snowdon Junction.

The accused priest took a leading
part in the funeral service of his
brother, conducted himself thereat
in every way as a true and sincere
mourner, and gave evidence only of
deep grief at the loss he and the fa-
mily had sustained and none what-
ever of any culpability for the atro-

cious crime.

More than anybody else, as natur-
ally more responsible than other
members of the family, Father Dé-
lorme has insisted on every possible
effort being made to discover the
murderer, and upon his due punish.
ment; and has evn offered the large
reward of ten thousand dollars for
the discovery of the criminal.
Beset by detectives, interviewed in-

terminably by newspaper men (who
were sometimes accompanied by pri-
vate detectives) who laid innumer-
able clever traps for him, the sus-
pected Priest has borne himself cre-
ditably. and, apart from one or two
apparent contradictions, easily un-
derstandable, has stuck to his story
without change or equivocation. His
story is the more creditable because

. of the apparent contradictions: a
made-up story would have “hung to-
gether” better, as any criminal in-
vestigator will admit.
The prisoner's bearing under the

examination was not that ofa guilty
man but, on the contrary, one that
impressed those who studied the
verbatim reports of the Coroner's
Inquest as that of an innocent man
anxiousonly for justice to be vin.
dicated.

THE IMPOSSIBLE ACT.
As a Minister of Christ and the

Roman Catholic Church the accused
lives under the control and direc-
tion of a tender sensitive conscience,
rendered so by the duties and devo-

The evidence may appear to be strong against Father Dé-
lorme, but it is circumstantial evidence only, and we would not
hang a cat upon such evidence. Many a man has been hanged
upon circumstantial evidence, to be afterwards discovered and|Action! Actiqn! This is true of the Merchants’ Bank Scandal. I have
declared innocent The inferential evidence is much stronger in
favor of Father Délorme’s innocence than the circumstantial evi-

the true nature and character of

even in a moment of mad passion, a
priest of God could bring himself to
do such a foul thing as to slay his
half-brother.

a priest he has a knowledge of the
actual perpetrator of the crime that
by reason of his priestly office he
may not be at liberty to reveal.

To conclude, only an insane man
could have committed such a crime

and Father Délorme has given no

evidences of insanity.

of our inherent suspicionof circum-
stantial evidence, we believe Father
Délorme innocent and we ask our
public to suspend judgment and give
the accused man fair play. There
are stories being passed from mouth
to mouth about Father Délorme that
we unhesitatingly brand as damned
lies. They are unbelievable. We
ask everybody who hears them not
to repeat them but to believe the
best and only the best of Father Dé-
dorme until he has been proved
guilty beyond all doubt end perad-

venture — and then if such should
be proven, think of him only with
pity and forgiveness.
The editor and staff of this jour-

nal are’ Protestants and therefore
have no religious bias in favor of
Father Délorme. Our only concern
is"for justice and a square deal and

we remind the world that every man
is innocent until proved guilty.
That the Attorney-General of this

Province who bears the honored na-
me of a Prince of the Roman Catho-
lic Church, Cardinal Taschereau,
could be a consenting party to the
arrestof a Priest of God on such
flimsy evidence is evidence of pan-
ic-stricken fear of the newspapers.
Let his action be taken for what it

regard Father Délorme as an inno-
cent victim of yellow journalism’s
demand for a scapegoat . Time will tell! =

 

TO THE PUBLISHER,
“THE AXE”,

121 BISHOP ST,

SIR,
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person we

tions of his holy office and, with

such a knowledge as he possessed of

such a deed, it is unthinkable that,

Moreover, it may easily be that as

For all these reasons, and because

is worth; it is not worth müch. We

- fout fear or favour, I am sure the

FEBRUARY S4th 1uxs.

Father Delorme is Innocent!| Why I PublishThe Axe

 

This number of THE AXE explaing better than hing I could
personally say as to my reasons for publishing THE AXE. From the
first I have called the paper. “A Journal of Action against Reaction”.
Read the leading articles in this issue: “Father Delorme is innocent”,
Montreal's Alderman-Bookie and Gambling House Keeper”, and the
“Ogilvie-Martin Love Story”, and you will realise that THE AXE is live
ing up to its sub-title, Note also, the letter to the Attorney General of the

   
   

  

 

  

 

   

  

    
  

certain members o! the Quebec Liquor Commission from office, and you
Will see that I meant business when I said “Action against Reaction.’

Or take a further illustration, the Merchant's Bank Scandal. THE
plainly and unmistakably

said that the Directors of the Merchants’ Bank had broken the laws of
Canada and should be deal; with just as every other criminal is dealt
with. We said this long before the fateful meeting of shareholders after
which some other papers gathered courage and said ditto to our senti-
ments. Let it be plainly understood that THE AXE will not only speak
out against what it believes is wrong: THE AXE will act. Action!

not finished with it. I mean to act and have attorneys now engaged in
looking into the whole matter in order to advise me how to proceed.
80 advised, I shail myself swear out warrants for the arrest of
concerned in “looting and robbing” the Merchants’ Bank. It shall not
be said in this our country much longer that rich men can break the laws
with impunity while poor men are sent to jail for crimes that pale into
insignificance in comparison with the greater crimes of those in
places. “Three years for stealing three dollars”. Can you imagine it?
And those who broke the law in the Merchants’ Bank case lording it in
Montreal society and dominating our financial life.

THE AXE wants a square dea! for every man and every woman, and,
gets a square deal. Itas far as possible, its going to see that

will strip Society (with a big S) of its cloak of ty when it is no
longer respectable. It will brand Finance (with & b F) as robbery -
when it is robbery. And the high and mighty fn our midst who set our
fashions, pose as our patrons at our public functions, run our charities,
and claim precedence over the common people will respect the law, ¢
if they don't fear God, just as every other man-jack of us is expec
to do, or THE AXE will strike and strike hard.

JOHN H. ROBERTS.

WE ASK THE ATTORNEY GENERAL'S
PERMISSION TO PROCEED AGAINST

QUEBEC LIQUOR COMMISSION
Mr. Simard having failed to act in investigating the

Summer Garden and Club La France licences, he
having publicly said he would vestigate

such charges, THE AXE mow desires

to take legal action,

TheHonorable the Attorney General, Forarr ad. 1922.

 

 

  

 

 

A. Taschereau, Esq, K.C., M.L.A.,
Parliamentary Buildings, Quebec. .-

Sir tem. : TU
In the issue of my paper, “THE AXE” dated February 8rd last, °

1 publicly accused the Chairman of the Quebec Liquor Commission, Mr.
G. À. Simard, of being party to the using ofundueinfluence in thegrant.
ing of liquor licenses, particularly specifying the cases of the Summer
Gardenand Club La France, Montreal, in the granting of which licenses .
I charged that the Chairman of the Quebec Liquor Commission, the afore.
said G. A. Simard, has prostituted the high ofice he holds in the service
of his business partner, Colonel A. Mignault. 2°

: This charge I invited Mr. Simard to investigate, he having stated
to the press a few days previously that the Liquor Commission was pre-
pared to investigate any such charges if any citizens would come for-
ward prepared to substantiate them. )

A week later, as the Liquor Commissionhadgiven nosign of its be-
ing prepared to act on my charges, I publicly said in THE AXE that if
the Liquor Commission did not -act in the matter within a week's time, *
or if alternatively, the Government did not act, steps would be taken to
have the members of the Quebec Liquor Commission responsible for the
granting of the ahove-named license. removed from office. So far the
Commission has not acted. 20° a

I am nowinformedby. my.attorneys thaï beforeanyaetion mayby

Province of Quebec. Therefore, I take pleasure in asking youto grams
this necessary permission sp that actionalong the lines indicated may
immediately be instituted by myself in my capacity of citizen of the
Province of Quebec. It being your duty as Attorney General tosee that
the laws of the province are administered in the public interest and with 

 

granted, 2 i
.  Ihavethe bonortabe, : … … 29
fo+24Yose obedient servant, -… 3450712 z
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instituted against the members of the Liquor Commission permission -
to do so must be first secured from yourself, the Attorney General of the

Permission sought willbe readily= |
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