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Last Will and Testament
of

Pierre Arnault,

dec’d.

in the name of God, Amen.
I, Pierre Arnaul t, of the City of New York, mer-
chant, declare this to be my Last Will and Testament.

10

I.  —I hereby revoke any and all wills at any time

heretofore made by me.

II. —JIgiveandbequeath unto my wife Elise Strasheim

Amault, the good will and benefit of the business of im-
paterand dealer in wines, spirits and liquors, which I
amnow carrying on in the City of New York, and all
nycapital, stock in trade, fixtures, assets and effects
belonging thereto, and the benefit of all contracts sub-
dgstingin respect to said business, and all debts and
nmoneys due me in respect thereof.

HI.—I give and bequeath unto my executrix and trus-
teehereinafter named the sum of five thousand dollars
um the trust to pay the same unto my daughter
Adedle when she shall attain the age of twenty-one
vears  Giving unto my said executrix and trustee full
pover to permit said sum of five thousand dollars to
renain in my said business or to invest and re-invest
t esame in any manner which my said executrix and
trestee shall deem expedient until my said daughter

attain said age of twenty-one years, when she
receive the same, together with five per cent,
interest thereon.

J - 1hereby give, bequeath and devise all the rest,

uve and remainder of my estate, both real and per-
nal, wheresoever situate and of whatever character,
n ysai wife, Elise Strasheim Arnault, her heirs,
yD rsand assigns, abolutely and forever.
+ appoint my wife, Elise Strasheim Arnault, to
xecutrix and trustee of and under this my last will
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and testament, and hereby direct that she shall not e
required to give security as such.

In witness whereof I have to this my last will ad
testament subscribed my hand and set my sed ths
twenty-ninth day of March, one thousand eight hn
dred and eighty-six.

[1.s.] P. Arnault.

The foregoing instrument was subscribed, seled
published and declared by the said testator as and for
his last will and testament in our presence, and we, a
his request, in his presence and in the presence of
each other, have hereunto subscribed our nanes =
witnesses this twenty-ninth day of March, one thox
sand eight hundred and eighty-six.

I. Hats,

66 East 92d St., New York.
Theodore Connoly,

No. 30 East 35th St., New York

To James O’Neill, Surrogate of Hudson County:

I, Clothilde J. Lang, one of the children and heirs-
at-law of Pierre Arnault, late of Jersey City, Hudson
County, New Jersey, deceased, hereby caveat and pro-
test against admitting to probate any paper purporting
to be the last will and testament of said Pierre Amault
until examination and decree thereon by the Orphans
Court of the said County of Hudson.

Dated January 3d, 1892.

CLOTHILDE J. LANG,
Bv Babbitt & Lawrence,

Proctors. 1
Filed January 3d, 1892.
Jas. H. Lillis,
Deputy Surrogate.
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HUDSON COUNTY ORPHANS’ COURT.

In the Matter
OF

The Admitting to Probate of a certain

paper in writing, purporting to be 10

the last Will and Testament of

Piebre Arn aul t, deceased.

ToJames H. O’Neill, Surrogate of the County of
Hudson:

I, Helene Arn ault, widow of Pierre Arnault, late
of Jersey City, in the County of Hudson, deceased,
dohereby caveat and protest against admitting to pro- 20
bete any paper purporting to be the last will and tes-
tamert of said Pierre Arnault, until examination and

decree thereon by the Orphans’ Court of said County
of Hudson.

Dated January 4, 1892.

HELENE ARNAULT,

By Wallis, Edwards & Bumstead.
Fled January 5, 1892.

James H. O’Neill,
Surrogate. 30



SURROGATE’S COURT,

HUDSON COUNTY.

In the-Matter
OF

The admitting to Probate of a certain
10 paper in writing purporting to be the
Last Will and Testament of Pierre

Arnault, deceased.

I, Clara Alice Arnault, widow and sole devisce
and heir-at-law of Alcide P. Arnault, deceased, asm
of Pierre Arnault, deceased, hereby caveat and protest
against admitting to probate any paper purporting to
be the last will and testament of said Pierre Arnault

20 until examination and decree thereon by the Orphans
Court of said County of Hudson.

Dated February 4, 1892.
CLARA ALICE ARNAULT,
By Jas. P. Neumann,
Proctor.
Filed February 5, 1892.
Jas. H. Lillis,
Deputy Surrogate.

State of New Jersey, )
County of Hudson, j

To Helene Arnault, Clothilde M. Lang, Elise Stras-
heim or Elise Strasheim Arnault and Clara Alice

ok .

Arnault, Greeting:
We cite and command thatyou and each of you F& :

sonally be and appear before the dJudges o

Orphans’ Court to be held at the Court Housein ®J

sey City in and for Hudson County, on Friday, _j
(0 third day of June, A. D., 1892, at the hour of 10 *
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L mmT unto the several caveats of Clara Alice
~mault, Helene Arnault and Clothilde M . Lang against
admitting to probate a certain paper writing purport-
ingto be the last will and testament of Pierre Arnault,
deceased, and to abide the judgment and decree of the
said Court in the premises.
WitnAQfi
JOBH. LIPPINCOTT, P. J.

ALBERT HOFFMAN, T
JOHN KENNY, (J ge 10

I Dated May 23,1892.
JAMES H. O'NEILL,

Surrogate.

20

40






Sulim @ (j)ban’s (S/mut,

JULY 1st, 1892.

In the Matter

OF

) On caveats filed.
The Probate of a paper purporting to

ke the last Will and Testament of

Perre Arnault, deceased.

por Proponent: Mr. J. S. Parry with Mr. Emile
Schultze, Jr., of the New York
bar, of Counsel.
Babbitt & Lawrence for Clothilde
Labge and Clara Alice Arnault,
contra.
Wallis, Edwards & Bumstead, by

Mr. Northrop, for Helena Ar-
nault.

M. Northrop : When this matter was before the
(hutlast there was some talk about an administrator
I™ g bond. Counsel for the proponent and for cav-
atoshave agreed that the administratrix shall be
Iappontedpendente lite and give bond in the sum of
110000 and that two weeks time shall be given to
[Repare that bond. i

The Court: A decree may be entered to that
dffect.

10
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Theodore Connoly being sworn for the proponert,
testifies as follow s:

Direct Examination by Mr. Schultz e :

I reside in New York City, 30 East 35th street; [ am
alawyer; I am assistant corporation counsel of theCitjl
of New York; have practiced my profession 20 years!
I knew Pierre Arnault four or five years before hs

10 death ; I am one of the subscribing witnesses to ths
will which you show me which was executed on tte
29th day of March; this instrument was executed n
my office, 7 Beekman street, New York City, onte
day of its date ; there were present at the time of its
execution, besides myself, Mr. Isaac Hayes, the ahg
witness, and the decedent; I asked Mr. Amait
whether he made, declared and published that ashs
last will and testament, and whether he requested s
to sign as witnesses, and he said he did ; he made tha

20 statement to me after I asked him the question, andhi
said : d Yes, all right.” dJ

Q. Was that declaration made in the presence«
those who became subscribing witnesses? A.
sir ; and the witnesses signed in the presence of eaa
other and in the presence of the decedent. I

Q. By whom was the instrument drafted? I
dictated it to one of my clerks, the original was mad

on a typewriter ; this is a copy made out of my o <1

I think. . d
30 Q. Did Mr. Arnault read it before he executed 1
A  Yes. |

Q. Before the execution of it did you haw several
interviews with Mr. Arnault about it. a.

or three. tud

5.

Q. How long a period of time was covered by *
interviews before the execution of the wi

eral weeks! , 1. tima
Q. About what was Mr. Arnault’s age a “j

of the execution of the instrument? A. n "
40 to be a man of fifty or fifty-five.



IQ Asto bis mental understanding, how was that,
ad was he under any restraint whatever? A. Under
rOrestraint so far as I know, and of sound mind , his
mnd appeared to be clear and all right.

10 Icall your attention to the signature P. Arnault,
Lou recognize that as his signature ? A. Yes ; that
is his signature, I am familiar with his writing, I
lad frequently seen him write his name, and that is
[hssignature, he always signed “ P. Arnault.

iGoss-Fxamination by Me. Laweence :

|@ Howleng had you known Mr. Arnault before
thedate of this will? A. Since about the middle of
(the summer of 18895 ; about nine or ten months, I should
say.

I Q How intimately had you known him during that
nreor ten months ? A. I suppose I saw him on an
[average of once in six weeks or two months, profes-
sionally at my office. i

I Q That was your only acquaintance with him ? A.
mYes; up to the time of the execution of the will.

10

20



HUDSON ORPHANS’ COURT,

November 17th 1893.

In the Matter

OF

_ I On caveatsfiled
The Probate of a Paper purporting to

be the Last Will and Testament of

Pierre Aenault, deceased.

Me. Paeey, for Proponent, with
Me. Emile Schultze.dJe., of New York bar, of Counsel, I
Me . Simpson, for the widow of the deceased.
Me. Laweence, representing Clothilde Lang, a daugh
ter of the testator, and Clara Alice
2q Arnault, the widow of a son of the

testator.

Proceedings in open Court on this November 17h
1893, Mr. Justice Hudspeth, presiding, with Associate
Justices Hoffman and Kenny.

Me. Laweence : There are three caveats to this will,
one 1is the caveat of Helene Arnault, the widow of
Pierre Arnault, whom Mr. Simpson represents, another
the caveat of Clothilde Lang, a daughter of the testa-

30 tor, whom I represent, and another the caveat of Clara
Alice Arnault, who isn widow of a son of the testator,
whom I represent, and 1 desire to state to the Court,
that I agree that there be one hearing only, on the
caveat of Helene Arnault, and that the adjudication
upon that caveat shall be entered on the other two.

The Couet : The one caveat will apply to all.

Me . Simpson : I state the ground that we expect to
have the will broken on, is the ground of undue i &
ence, and the first witness we will call will e

4-0 widow of the testator.



Helene Arnaul t, being sworn, testified as follows .

Direct-Examination by Me. Simpson :

11 amthe widow of Pierre Arnault, whose will is in

question now, and was married to him in January,
pO inthe Church of St. in New York,

Ld lived with him about 11 years. During all this

Le, his health was never very good; he had nervous
[its and epileptic fits ; we had to use all kinds of
Latives for him so that he could breathe ; he did not
know what he was saying nor what he was doing. He
was unconscious during these fits, but not very long
first off, but later he had them longer, about a quarter

[of an hour or half an hour. In the first years, these

[periods of illness were not so frequent, but during the
[latter part of my residence with him, they occurred
every three months, then every six months and then
hehad them all the time. In the last year that I lived
[with him, he had these fits about six times.

Q As to his general conduct, did you notice any-
thingin his general conduct that led you to remark it ?
A Well, not in the first years.

Q In the later years? A. Certainly.
the same man at all.

He was not

Q Why wasn’t he the same man—what do you
mean by that? A. I mean that he done things that
nenever---- (Interrupted).

Q What did he do? A. For instance, he illtreated
me. He never done that before.
I Q Imean anything else that he did that led you to
remark his conduct 2 A. I don’t understand what you
[mean.

| Q Did he do funny things ? A. Certainly he did.
I Q Just tell us what.

The Court : She must state facts in regard to
his conduct.
I ask you what things he done that you call
I fimmyor peculiar? A. He took me bodily and drag-
I pdneall over the room and dumped me down like a

10
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Q. What did he drag you by? A. Took me and]
bumped me from one place tp another.

Q. Where did he have hold of you ? A. (llustrating). I
Like here and like there, just like a ball.

Q. Do you know whether any accident ever hapl
pened to him? A. Certainly. He was three tines
sunstruck. The first was in *76.

Q. Do you remember any other times ? A. Afterthat
he had been sunstruck twice. The last one wasin’R

10 Q. Do you know a Lizzie Strassheim ? A. Yes I
know her.

Q. Do you know whether or not this woman that
you know, called Lizzie Strassheim, holds herself out]
as the wife of your husband ? A. Yes, she did.

Me. Schultze : I object to the question.
The Couet : I think I will admit that to show!
the relation between the parties.

Q. Do you know whether or not this woman hdd
herself out as his wife ? A. Yes, she did.

20 Q. When was the first time you met her and how
did you meet her ? A. I engaged her as a servant in
’74, and she was not four months in the house before
parties in the house told me-------

Q. I don’t care about that. While she was in your
house did you notice whether or not she had any con-
versation with your husband ? A. Certainly ; and she
had her own way ; and when she had a new dress on
she turned around. She had a new dress on, and he
turned her around, like that, and looked at her, and he

30 never done such a thing to me.

Q. Did you say anything to him ? A. I did not at
that time.

Q. How long did she remain in your house ?
Ten months. Then some working men told me, n
Arnault------- ” (Interrupted).

The Couet : Never mind that. s

Q. How did she come to leave your house !
found my husband coming out of her room. j
on a Sunday night. I always noticed that when

40 going out she stayed home and when I stay 0 @
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I. went out; and one evening I came home and
knocked at the basement door, and the door was not
opened - and I went through the hall, and there the
[door was always kept locked. We had a fine to pay,
five cents, whoever left the door open. The door was
wide open, and I went in the basement and I went up
the stairs, and when I came up he came out of her
room and she said, “ Oh, Mr. Arnault, what will Mrs.
Amault say when she comes?” And I said to her,
“You clear out to-morrow morning,” and I had to
pay up hermonth’s wages and------- ” (Interrupted by
objection).

Q She left you, then? A. Yes.

Q Did you see her after that time ? A. Yes, sir.

Q Where and when ?  A. First off I received let-

Q (The Court.) Where did you meet her after that ?
A Isaw her in the evenings meeting my husband; she
wes across the way as a servant, and then she had put
alight there between eleven and twelve o’clock, and
that was the sign, and he went out and locked the door
ard she came down and off they went.

Q (The Court.) How do you know? A. I saw
themtogether going away at eleven or twelve at night,
two or three times.

Q After that you say your husband beat you;
whenwas.it he beat you, was it before this woman
cag, or afterwards. A. Afterwards; before he was
kind and good to me and done every thing for me, and
assoon as that woman came in the house he did begin
toilltreat me.

Q How long did he illtreat you ? A. He illtreated
nefrom the time she was there till I had to leave
him

Q What did he do to you ? A. Once he knocked
medown out of bed and marched on me and broke my
knee-cap; another time he gave me a black eye and I
hadto have adoctor; another time he wanted to throw
reout of the window, only for my step-son he would
avethrown me out; another time he laid me on the

10
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lounge and beat me so my spine was hurt; that vesd]
after that woman came; I stood that treatment tin®1

Q. Did you leave him then ? A. Well, I went toa
lawyer, and he made me go and leave my house ad
home.

Q. Did he ever try to get a divorce from you? A
After that he turned round and wanted to get rid o
me by saying that I was cruel and inhuman to hm

Q. (Showing paper to witness.) Did you get ths
certified copy of the record of the New York Court!
A. Yes.

Mr. Simpson: We offer that; it shows that thed-
vorce proceedings terminated in favor of the witness.

Mr. Schultze objects to it.

The Court : The only purpose I see in offering this
would be the statement of counsel that undue influence
was alleged. Here is a woman employed in this hose
as a servant; here is the statement of the witness that
up to the entrance of this woman into their house the
husband was uniformly kind and considerate; here is
the evidence of this witness that she caught her hus-
band coming out of this woman’s room, their meetings,
the fact that he changed his whole course of treatment
toward her after this woman came. Now, the fact that
he attempted to obtain a divorce from her on the charge
that she was cruel and inhuman, and the result of that,
I think, is something that the Court ought to have in
this case in regard to undue influence on the part of this
lady. I admit the paper.

Q- Did you ever attempt to go back to your hus-
band ? A. Yes, I went with two witnesses.

Q. How did that attempt terminate ? A. He took
a policeman to put me ont.

Q. Then where did you go when he put you out,
where did you go to live? A. Where did I live; I
was away from him already.

The Court ; In whose favor is this will made [

Mr . Simpson : In favor of the illegitimate child of

this woman.
Mr. Parry : The will is made in favor of the
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daughter of Mrs. Arnault, as he calls her ; this lady is

{the trustee.

The Court : The will was made in favor of her
{daugtter ?

Mb. Parry : Yes.

The Court : All the estate ?

M. Smpson: Yes; everything.

Q After you left your husband’s house, did you ever
“eethis woman, Miss Strassheim, again ? A. Yes.

Q Where did you see her ? A. 133d street, be-
ftven 8th avenue and St. Nicholas avenue, Mr. and
[Ms Strassheim, traveling agent.

. Who was this so called Mr. Strassheim ? A. Mr.
[Araudt called himself, and they were called Mr. and
Ms Strassheim; I went to the police station, 126th
street,

Q You found them there together, living as Mr.
ndVis. Strassheim? A. Yes, found them in bed at
xoclock in the morning.

Q After that what became of them, do you know ?
|AThey went to Marion.

. From Marion where did they go ? A. They

jfent back to his place then ; she came entirely in his
e

10

20

5  When was that, when she came entirely in his

I&®Hto live with him ? A. After my step-daughter
fiarried.

+Did she live with him till the time of his death ?
1A Certainly.

QDo you know how long a period that was? A.
PBomthe time that she went in the house ; I couldn’t
pdly say ; maybe it is 83 or ’82, I can’t remember ;

"lenny step-daughter married, then she came in the
we

[+ Parry: If they were living apart how could
peknow about it ?

_ '"PP® Court.) How do you know about what
now testifying ? A. Because I had my nephew

[OWn (Bhess’ ankAbe knew 1it, from the time that
e was away, that she came in the house.

30

40
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Q. (The Court.) You don’t know, only from wet
he told you ? A. He is here.

Q. Haven’t you been to the Ogden avenue houed
where they lived ? A. Yes.

Q. Was she there? A. Certainly she was there dl
in mourning.

Q. Who were the children of Pierre Arnault; vee
there any other children that you know of ? A Hs
son is dead, his name was Isaac Arnault.

Q. Wasn’t there a daughter ? A. She is in Switzerj
land, Clothilde Arnault; she is still living; she isa
daughter of Mr. Arnault.

Q. Do you know the name of the widow of thedead
son ? A. Her first name I don’t know. I know where!
they are.

Q. Don’t you know the last name? A. Alice.

Q. (The Court.) Madam, you say that before this!
lady came into your household that your husbandg
conduct toward you was kind ? A. Yes.

Q. (The Court.) How did he customarily address
you, what did he used to call you ? A. Helene.

Q. (The Court.) Use any words of endearment td
you at all, always Helene ? A. Ma Chere—my dear.

Q. (The Court.) Anything else? A. I dont rg
member.

Q. (The Court.) Kiss you # A. Oh, yes.

Q. (The Court.) And how long had you been nmr,
ried up to the time this lady came to the house? Aj
About four or five years— about four years I guess, j

Q. (The Court.) And from the time of your mar
riage up to the period I have alluded to was is
duct always the same toward you. A. >
good until she came. 2 *

Q. (The Court.) Did you go out together. H

Yes, sir.

Q. (The Court.) Where? Tt‘; parties; weanv(viez
to New York bay somewhere = ' ¢ CATage
Hoboken and Jersey City somewhere. Jherj

Q. (The Court.) Places of amusemen
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1 Not often, because he was a man working day and

[if (The Court.) When you say parties what do you
rpferto* A. 1 mean we had two wagons full o
people, picnic parties on the Fourth of July ; that was
Jreonly time, because he was working day and mg ,
hewas not a man for pleasure.

I Q (The Cou rt .) After this woman came into the
Louse, how about his treatment of you then, was there
lachange! A. A great change, I had to stay home
and he went out; after that he went out with other
(people, with his son and his wife that is living, and
then left me home. 'v.;S1l X 8

Q (The Court.) Do I understand you to say that
after this woman came to your house, that instead of
taking you out with him he would take her out? A.
Jewas away, he was always visiting her.

1 Q (The Court.) How do you know ? A. T know
it by Mrs. Morgan, I know the lady where they
boarded.

Q (The Court.) Did you ever see them together?
A Yes, one morning I found them in bed sleeping ; I
wat to the Police Court, the sergeant said
rupted by question).

Q (The Court.) You found them sleeping together
where? A. No, she was up ; I went in and rushed to
ttrebedroom and opened the door, and I said to the
;policeman “ Here he is, he is asleep there.’”’

Q (The Court.) In whose bedroom was that? A.
Their bedroom. n *]

Q (The Court.) How do you know ? A. Because
they were living there as Mr. and Mrs. Strassheim.

Q (The Court.) That was after you
A Yes.

(inter-

separated ?

Q (The Court.) Before you separated and after
ths woman came to the house you say his treatment

you changed ? A. Certainly.

Q (The Court.) You have testified to the fact
that he ceased taking you out, now what else ? A.

10
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Everything I done was not right, he found fault with
everything.

Q. (The Court.) Did he ever refer to this wormn
by name ? A. No.

Q. (The Court.) Never mentioned her? A Oy
no, kept that still.

Q. (The Court.) Do you mean to say that before]
this woman came that he never struck you during
your married life ? A. No.

10 Q. (The Court.) Or called you names? A. No. 1

Q. (The Court.) Did he call you names after that!
A. Oh, certainly.

Q. (The Court.) What names did he call yo?
A. You could not translate them, they are Ferh
epithets of all kinds.

Q. (The Court.) Tell the interpreter? A. Dirtfj
cow, and other words that were not translatable; good
for nothing, and vile words, I don’t want to repeat]
them ; bitch and such things ; whore, ass, goat, horses

20 half a hundred more ; I can’t remember anymore.

Q. (The Court.) And what would cause him tol
call you these names that you refer to? A. Notthe
least occasion ; I had to get up at a quarter to live in
the morning, and I made the breakfast for all the
working men and for him first, and then he went at.

Q. (The Court.) What would cause his calling you
all these names ? A. When he came home and the
working men had left one tool not in the right place
then he flew up and called me all kinds of names.

30 Q. That is in the case of a working man leaving a
tool out of the way, that was generally the causeofl
his calling you names ? A. When one thing was not!
done like he wanted to have it done, because I wai
superintending the business, keeping the correspond-
ence in three languages, I was dispatching the goods,
making the invoices.

Q. What was your business ? A. Wines and liquors,
I was three years in the basement without fire.

Q. You worked in the basement during your marriedl

40 life ? A. Day and night.



Iq Was he a widower when you married him ? A.
Behad his wife, but she had gone away, and I had to
Lt till he was divorced ; I was there as a governess
[thehouse, so I got acquainted with him by an ad-
vertisement for a governess.

|Q And his wife had left him and there was a
livorce? A. Yes.

Q And after this divorce you married him ? A.
Bsthalf an hour after I was married.
1Q. And you lived with him up to the time of the
leparation, and during that time aided him in his busi-
less? A. Yes, day and night.
. What, if anything, did he say was the reason for
lis beating you ; did he express any reason at all ?
k  Well, for the least thing; for instance, they came
fomewhen I was out, and then they had suppers, and
theywere laughing and singing, and every day they
Thedsomething else to torment me.
1 Q Who was “ they 7  A. The two children ; and
per that they put an alarm clock at three o’clock, so
getl should jump up ; they wanted to work on my
rervos system to put me in the crazy house; that is
wht they wanted to do.

Q Did he express any reason for beating you or
maltreating you? A. No, not a bit.

Q Did you occupy the same room as man and wife
Khleyou were married ? A. Certainly.

1 Q When did you cease to occupy the same room
together? A. When I had the summons, then I
Wed my door.

IQ- Was this while you were living in the same
mee? A. Certainly.
IQ- How long did you live in the same house and
N occupy the same room ? A. It was on my birth-
v, the 18th of August, when I got the paper, and
jh®13th of September I left the house.
m Q Youoccupied the same room together till you
Ptthepapers in his divorce suit ? A. Yes.
Q And then you ceased ? A. Yes.
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Cross-Examined by Mr. Schultze :

Q. Where did you first meet Mr. Arnault! Al
Through an advertisement I saw in a paper, I wrotef
letter to teach his children German.

Q. Was it anjadvertisement for a governess?
Yes.

Q. And what salary did vou receive there ? A H]
promised me $25.

Q. Did you get it? A. The first months.

Q. How many? A. Five or six months.

Q. After that time why didn’t you getit? A
cause we were engaged to be married.

Q. About five months after you went to his hous|
you were engaged to be married to him ? A. Yes.

Q. You knew at that time he was a married man
A. Certainly, but he had a divorce, and thedivorg
was not right.

Q. You knew he was a married man? A. Yes.

Q. Had he been divorced when you became engage!
to him ? A. He showed me his papers that he wasI
divorced man.

Q. Then you married him half an hour after? Al
No, that was not a right divorce; I waited—(intej
rupted).

Q. You became engaged to him before he wj
divorced, didn’t you ? A. I can’t answer that, be
cause he was divorced in his mind but not in
mind.

Q. In your mind he was not divorced when you e
came engaged to him? A. Yes, because hegot V
divorce after. ,-1

Q. Then you lived with him from January, '»
when you were married to him ? A. 7hb.

Q. Until’89? A. ’79. dJ

Q. In 1870 you remember there was the A
Prussian war, wasn’t there? A. Yes.

Q. You are a German, are you not? A. es

Q. Mr. Arnault was a Frenchman ? A. A

Q. Didn’t you have a great many disputes a
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2 v *
knco-Prussian v]x;glt { A. 11?{1?, m}’ husband knew
I t came from Mayence, m Germany,

j. Younever had any conversation with him abou

(Ad~*ever appeal to the police for protection
Val herolled you around the floor and maltreated
W 2~ 't o any of your friends« *~ Never.
| Complain to anybody aboutit? A. O , ye ,
jmplained to a lady. . M y

! What lady? A. She is herein court, Mrs. <Le-
Jiter; she saw me all black and blue.

;Q Anyone else ? A. No. y

Q Was she your most intimate friend I A. 1 es.

q' Everything you would tell to anybody you would
irtainly tell to her ? A. No.

Q You did not tell anyone else ever ? A. W hatj

Q Of this maltreatmentt A. Oh, I suppose I did
Dlerpeople, but I can’t remember.

Q Who else lived in the house ? A. When .
1Q When this cruelty occurred, when he maltreated
Juand rolled you around ? A. There were tenants
ithe house. AL

Q Did they ever come rushing in ? A. No.

Q Did they ever complain to the landlord of the
Listubance that went on in your apartments? A.
S

Q Did the police ever come in from the street ? A.
S

Q What was Mr. Arnault’s temperament ? A. It
wevery quick.

Q And apt to get excited very easily ? A. Yes.

Q But he was a kind man? A. He was kind
befare

Q Always treated you kindly, did he? A. Yes,
before that woman came.

Q But his temperament was very nervous and easily
exited? A. Yes.

Q So that over very small causes he would lose'
oantrd of himself? A. Yes.
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Q. Do you remember any one occasion on which the!
person that you call Miss Strassheim was the direct
cause of any disagreement or row between yoursef
and your husband ? A. No, I don’t.

Q. You don’t recollect that she was the direct cause!
A. No, because he kept it secret.

Q. But when he saw anything wrong about the hs-
ness, in respect to tools of the workmen and netters
of that kind he became excited and lost control of hm
self 2 A. Yes.

Q- Did you ever speak to him about his relationship
with this person you call Miss Strassheim ? A. Yes I
did, I found a letter.

Q. Never mind the letter ; you spoke to him about
it ? A. Yes.

Q. On what occasion ; tell the Court, if you pleas
any one occasion that you refer to? A. Intheer
ing when I met them meeting together; I was stand-
ing on the corner and I saw her sign at the window.

Q- Where was this? A. 26 West Houston street,
and she was at 27, across the way.

Q. Where were you ? A. I was in South Ffth ave-
nue.

Q. Was that back of Houston street ? A. Itisnot
far away.

Q. Is it back of Houston street? A. It is in an
other direction altogether : it crosses.

Q. You could plainly see her window ? A. No; 1
went to watch them on the corner.

Q- And from the corner you could see her window?
A. Yes.

Q. And you could see this light blaze up ? A. Yes,
and she had the light there, and then he came out, and
he locked the door, and she went down and they went

off together.
Q. Did you follow ? A. No. And then after, when

he came home, I spoke about it; and one day he
wanted to throw me out of the window, and only or
his boy came just from school—it was on the vacation



I wanted to throw me out—and he took him back
Lain or he would have pitched me out.

|Q. Were you about the same size that you are now ?
I No; I was not as stout as I am now.

1Q. Mr. Arnault was a [very slight man? A. He
Las avery strong man.

1Q. How much did you weigh about that time ? A.
150

I Q How much did he weigh ? A. He weighs more.
I Q You were in your full physical powers ? A. Yes. 10
1Q. Good strong woman ? A. I was never very
Srag 1 looked good and strong.

Q What was the occasion of this attempt to throw
[ouout of the window ? A. Because I had found a
[letterin his pocket, where he stated “ My wife is in

country.” I said, “ I was never in the country.
[Whois that |”

Q Whom was the letter addressed to ? A. It wasa

(.slmhfrom him, a letter written to send away, but he

- 20
I Q Justthe rough draft ? A. The draft, yes, sir. It
has addressed in the country. I had not been in the
pantry.
I Q It did not refer to Miss Strassheim? A. -He re-
ferred to her.
I Q Hername ? A. No, but it was her.
I M. Shultze : I move to strike that all out.
I The Court: I understand what she means; that
jitwas not alluding to her.
I Q Where was Miss Strassheim at the time of the 30
mater? A. I don’t know.
I Q You said something in your direct about finding
Itheinin bed together. A. I found them-—not in bed
Ttogether. 1 did not say that. I saw Mr. Arnault
looming out of her room the day I came home.
I 1 Didyou see either of them in bed ? A. She was
I®bed I saw her in bed, and she spoke.
I @Q The other time, when they were living as Mr.

{Kﬂm’ /’\ﬁ%fs’bmm’ g,t six 0’01¥0k in the orning ?

was in 133d street. went to ‘the poliice 40
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station and 1 said, “ Do you know that gentleman]
“0Oh>Yes¥ he said ; “ that is Mr. Strassheim.” “Nol
I beg your pardon; that is Mr. Arnault, and [ am
his wife. Will you please give me a policeman!"
“ Providing you won’t make a fuss, I will give ym
one.” And I went there, and I was in her rooomdJ
SiX.

Q. Had you ever been there before ? A. Yes

Q. Had you ever been to her room before ? A Ad
but Mrs. Morgan told me about her.

Q. And Mrs. Morgan escorted vou to her room?A
Yes. v

Q. And said, “this is Mrs. Strassheim’sroom!” Aj
Yes, and then I went on an opened the bed-room door
and saw him in bed, and she too.

Q. Who was in bed ? A. He was asleep; herever
saw me.

Q. Was she in bed with him? A. She was wpn
the room, where she received me.

Q- And he was in her bed in that room ? A Yes I

Q. (The Court.) Both in the same room? A In
the bed-room.

Q. (TheCourt.) Both in the same room? A. lesj
she was in the room there, and there was the door, axd
I opened the door and he was laying there.

Q. You did not know whose room this was? A It
was her apartments ; her bed-room.

Q. Was it Air. Arnault’s room too? A. Certainly»
Mr. and Mrs. Strassheim’s room, he went by thJ
name of Mr. Strassheim.

Q. (The Court.) What time of the day ornightl
was this ? A. Half-past six in the morning.

Q. (The Court.) How was she dressed? A. Inhel
morning costume, she was' dressed.

Q. You separated from Mr. Arnault ? A. My laW
yer told me.

Q. Answer the question ? A." Yes, I separated. I

Q. How much did he pay you a week ? A. He gava
me eight dollars ; he had to give me $14. I

Q- How much did you actually get? A. Only $ -
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Jj. You receipted for that ? A. I did ; but the last
Le he wasdead ; I wrote to him and he was a corpse,
L sheconfiscated my letter and she— (Interrupted).

q_you said enough about him before his death,
jion't say anything about him after his death, if you
Lhelp it; answer the questions. You lived apart
Comhim how long ? A. I lived apart from Y9 till he
Tied.

Q During which time he paid you regularly each
wak $8? A. Yes. 7

Q During all this time you knew that he was living
withthis Lizzie Strassheim ? A. Yes.

Q Did you ever apply for a divorce during that
im}? A. No, sir.
1Q. Did you ever apply for a separation? A. No,
sir; [ was bound to keep tho peace so I could not do
anything but take my $8.
1Q. You were bound to keep the peace by whom?
A By the written agreement that I signed.
1Q. Did you think that was a just demand, to ask
yuuto sign any agreement to keep the peace ? A. He
foew very well that I would not like to harass him.
I Q Isthat why you are contesting the will now ? A.
[Nyitis because I am poor, and I have nothing to sup-
patmenow. I have to give lessons.
I Q Will you describe these fits that Mr. Arnault
pad! A. When he had these fits he would— (illus-
trating).
I Q Who was your physician at that time ? A. We
Rd several physicians.
I Q Who were they ; do you rqmember the names ?
r “rewasin Prince street; I don’t remember his

no more ; he died.

1Q- You consulted a physician when these fits came
F* A Not after that; he told us what to do, and
["e  not need none.
I Q Was Mr. Arnault ever in an asylum ? A. No.
[Q- Mentally, he was perfectly all right ? A. His

r 10s was so that I was compelled to write down-
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r A w ihe matter with wm’ that* ««w J
%8%8% R%s f]o come up, and thaet was %)he ‘clmeﬂ]ey3

him in business with his brother.

A" BefRre Auk bal F ¢ niergm seporatedtantig

’

M dillJs' » Mr-Araault® uness? A.lj

Q. And he conducted it himself ? A. Well attin

time he did conduct it; he was outside a,I TA 1
i I was the soul of the business.

Q. Did he have anything to do with the hsres

the place of business itself? A. Certainly, when1
]

was home.

Q. What do you mean when you say you wereil
side and he was outside ? A. Because he went awa
in t e morning at six o’clock and came hone a
eleven.

Q. And then he did not work about the business d
day long from morning till night ? A. No.

Q. 1ou don’t know what he did about the busines!
A. He served his customers in the day time; he n
away on hiS wagon all the time.

Q. You never raised any objection to his daviry
about in Hew York on his wag-on. A. Certain!
not. b I

Q. Notwithstanding the fits and irrational condug
otherwise ? A. Ho.

Q. Did the physician ever say that he should notd
that ? A. We never spoke about that to the physician
we only spoke about the fits and the sunstroke; I
was sunstruck once, and then twice after; in 79 th(
second time, and the third time I don’t know;
was three sunstrokes.

Q. And these were mentioned to the physician |
Yes, in '76.

Q. Were they mentioned or were they not mentio

to the physician ?  A. How do I know ; bis brol

done that.
Q. These were before you were married ? A.
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mQ. When was his first attack? A. In 76, but I
[wasnot home ; I had a branch business in 46th street,
(ml he came only twice to the branch business, and
(hen he was boarding with his brother, so I was called
|t 120’clock in the night, and he was unconscious ; he
[was sunstruck.
m Q What time of the year was it, do you remember ?
[A. Tt was in the vacation.
I Q Winter vacation? A. Yes ; 1 don’t know ex-
Tketly.
I Q Along about the Christmas holidays ? A. No;
[thevacation came on the first of September ; I gave
thebusiness up again, and came back again.
I Q Then he had two other strokes after that, or
mvere they just'relapses? A. And then I was not in the
mbusiness; he was in partnership with his brother, that
lis thereason I can’t testify to it ; I have people to
iestify to it.
I Q Inregard to this first sunstroke, you were not
mthere when he was taken, you were sent for ? A.
lies.
I Q So that they told you about it ? A. Yes.
I Q What did you see when you actually got there ?
IA He was asleep, it was 12 o’clock at night.
I Q And he slept quietly as he would ordinarily ? A.
iWhen I was there he was asleep ; he was in bed about
Taweek after that sunstroke.
I Q Did he ever say to you that these sunstrokes
wfleeted his business capacity ? A. No, he did not.
I Q It was not spoken of? A. No, only I found a
I erence in his ways of acting in everything and
Tevery respect he was different.

Q Did not change any of the modes of business in
ay respect, affect the carying on of your business?
A No; I cared too much for him, that is all; if I did
|®otcare too much for him I would not be to-day here
I Poorlike I am.
i  “ow many men did you have employed in your

naoess? A. Three men and three boys.
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Q. Are they alive now ? A. Oh, we changed ofte]
the men.

Q. At the time that these sunstrokes occurred abot
76 and 79, what, exactly, was Mr. Arnault’s etire
business day ; after the sunstrokes what did helae
to do, what would he do in the morning after getting
up, in regard to his business after 76 and’79? A ke
got his breakfast and went out of the house with the
wagon.

Q. Delivered to customers ? A. Yes.

Q. How many customers did he have to visit aday?
A. A few hundred a day.

Q. Did any of the customers ever come to you and
complain of Mr. Arnault’s conduct as being peculiar'l
A. Ho.

Q. Hone of them ever came to you of these hu#
dreds of customers ? A. Ho, only from that time wp
he acted funny, he wanted that the people should think!
that he sold so much wine.

Q. He was a very energetic business man ? A. Cerl
tainly he was.

Q. Tried to push his business? A. Certainly.

Q. Tried to enlarge it, didn’t he ? A. Certainly ke
did.

Q. And he was was ambitious to make it a go<*
business ? A. Yes.

Q. Often spoke to you about what he intented to;
do about his plans ? A. Certainly he did.

Q. You kept all the books? A. I did.

Q* When you first married him how much of a ws-J
did you have? A. Very little.

Q. How much, about, a year? A. He had $1,260,
when I came to him he was worth $1,200, and ha 4

few barrels of wine.

Q. When you first came there what was the nc0™|
of the business; the first year, for instance, if you *
member ? A. I don’t know.

Q. Was it $10,000? A. I don’t think so.

Q. Was it $2,000 ? A. May be that.

Q. Was it $5,000 ? A. It may be that.
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1Q. Did you keep the books ? A. Yes.

|Q £oyou remember the monthly sales ? A. No, I
[doxdt remember. ! v .. '

Tq. Well now, when did you first notice an increase
ithe business that you remember ? A. When I went
LWooster street; I was there three years working
Byand night and it increased.

1Q. What was the income after those three years ?
A I could not tell.

Q Was it more than $5,000 ? A. I took to the
bark myself $500, $700 and $1,000 in the holidays.

Q This was in your personal account ? A. No,
business every week ; it was me that brought it there,
$0 $700 ; in the holidays it was.

[ Q What year was this about, that you took all this
jmrey to the bank ?  A. It must have been in 73 and

rQ You don’t remember how much the income was
lyear? A. No, I don’t remember that.

I Q Take another year, take the year 1880, do you
perenber about what the business was bringing in
tn? A. In’80 1 was not there, I left in ’79.

I Q Take the last year that you were in the busi-
ness ‘78 wasit ? A. No.

I Q77?7 A. No, it was three years before ; till *76
jnMay I was there.

I Q Why weren’t you there from 76 in May till the
jerdof the time ? A. Because he had his brother a
mutrer for three years.

I Q Was he dissatisfied with the way you had
Imamaged things? A. Yes, but the gentlemen were
inot satisfied because he had too many creditors.

I Q What do you mean by the gentlemen ? A. They
Iwerenot satisfied because he gave the goods recklessly.
I Q Just gave them away ? A Yes, sir.

Q And in your last year there, 76, how much of a
Jmes did he have, as you remember it? A. That
®ut what I told you, Jucan’t tell you any more, I
~ only tell you what I brought in the bank, $500
n a week, myself I brought it to the bank.
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Q. That was a much more flourishing basin« thd
Jt was m the beginning when you cief “ £

Q. Very much so? A. Yes.

Q. And this business was built up------ A ThroudJ
me. .

Q-You wentout to see the customers too, sometimes 1
A. He sent me a half day off to go to those customers.

Q. He would give you a half day and then you
would go around to build it up ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you make the sales to customers ( A. When
they came, certainly.

Q. Most sales of goods were made through M. Ar-
nault ? A. When I was in the house they couldmtl
be made by him.

Q. The outside customers ? A. Certainly.

Q. What proportions did the sales made by youj
bear to the sales that Mr. Arnault made, just roughly ?
A. T can’t estimate that.

Q. Did he sell twice as much as you? A. Oh yes

Q. 1)id he sell ten times as much asyou did |\ A I
don’t know.

Q. How much did you ever sell, do you remember]
A. I don’t remember.

Q. A few hundred dollars ? A. I only know New
Year’s day I had $1,000 I took in there.

Q. You engaged Lizzie Strassheim as a servant, did
you ? A. Yes.

@. Did she do her work well ? A. Slovenly.

Q. Did Mr. Arnault have anything to say about I
engaging her ? A. Oh, yes ; he had, when he saw I
her he made fun of her face.

Q. He cast slurs on her, didn’t he ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Didn’t he tell you that he wanted to have her put I
out ? A. When ?

Q. He was displeased with her ? A. YAs.

Q. Did he ever say to you to dismiss her from the 1

service ? A. No.
Q. Did you ever, on account of her slovenliness, tell I
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ler? A. Itold her; I let her have her own way ; he
Taid be kind to her.
1Q. Would he say at one time “ be kind to her,” and
[then make fun of her face ? A. That was when he
Hst saw her he made fun ; that is the reason I didn’t
[thnk there was intimacy between them.
[ Q Mr Arnault was away all day, of course, from
[thehouse? A. Yes.
|Q. When would he come home at nights ? A. About
mleven o’clock or twelve o’clock, and I would bein the 16
more
j Q You would see him when he came in ? A. I made
s Supper.
Q Would he sit down with you and eat it ? A. No,
heate alone.
Q Would he sit at table with you ? A. Certainly.
Q How much time would you spend together, then ?
A Until he was done, an hour.
I Q Till one o’clock, and then you went to bed to-
gether? A. One o’clock, two o’clock; sometimes I 20
payed up all night with my books.
I Q You went to bed, when you did go to bed, with
p? A Yes, sir.
1Q. Inthe morning he would get up when ? A. I
plafqupata quarter to five and he got up half an hour

1 Q When he was in bed with you at night did tie
|ver leave your bed and go away anywhere ? A. Not
P® ttime, but later he was up all nights ; he would
pt get up out of bed and walk around the house, 30
i * ow °ften would he see Lizzie Strassheim dur-
If a aAm -A He would see her in the evenings
p n hecame home ?

y  You juean waiting on the table? A. No, we
touy ta le b”1t in the yard, and he had to go
intheV N ZZ'e toob ber slop pail and went down
1Q* We° / arC* turnmS round to meet him there.

thebacWa,!]? ~  b” iness to 2° with tbe slop pail in
thmwh * 1 . (°ne that to see Mr. Arnault;
6l e was sitting down writing she was going 4Q
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to bed and she turned round and said “ Good evening!
Mr. Arnault, three or four times till that mangpeed
his eyes and said “ Good night.”

Q. They did not have any further conversation tliaJ
that ? A. Didn’t I tell you he turned her round ad
looked at her when she had a new dress on.

Q. He turned you around, too ? A. No, he ddmt
never.

Q. Then the testimony that you gave about hs

10 catching hold of you and turning you around is not sd
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is it? A. I did not say that; that was when ke
turned me around like a ball and bumped me inthd
whole room about 20 times.

Q. Who lived below you ? A. I don’t know.

Q. Did they ever come up to complain ? A No. I

Q. And still he bumped you on this floor? A. Oxj
tainly.

Q. How high were the ceilings in this house that
you lived in? A. Common tenement house.

Q- Ever hear the people walk above you ? A Cxj
tainly; there was a saloon down there.

Q. Did the saloonkeeper ever object on account ofl
the noise ? A. No.

Q. Was there any opportunity for Mr. Arnault atj
this time to see Miss Strassheim while you lived witl
him ? A. Yes, when I went out; the workmen toll
me.

Q. When you went out, then he would see her? Al
Yes.

Q. And you went out during the day ? A. Somej
times.

Q. Mostly at night 2 A. No ; in the daytime. 1

Q. And that is the same time that he was out ofl
his wagon all day ? A. But he had one day in”*
week when he came home in the middle of the <ay
and stayed two or three hours. b

Q. And you always selected that day to goout *
Yes, certainly; I could not go out when he was nal

in.
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Q And then when he was in you were out? A.

I'D And that once a week was his opportunity for
cceins Miss Strassheim, wasn’t it? A. He could see
ler other times.

fn. Was there any other time ? A. I don t know.

I Q You know that that was the only time that he
Laid see her, that once a week, that half a day ? A.
Yes; but he could see her when I was out; on Sunday
when I went out he would stay at home.

I Q Did you go out alone on Sundays? A. No ;
(with my daughter and with my son.

I Q Did Mr. Arnault ever go out with you Sundays?
iA No ; he always worked day and night; it was
[very seldom that he went out.

I Q When you first noticed the growing attachment
[of your husband for Miss Strassheim why didn t you
dismiss her? A. I wanted to be sure, so I watched.

Q Now, what did you want to be sure of? A.
iBecause the people in the house told me that if they
were me they would pack her off, so I watched her.

Q And you never dismissed her, did you ? A. I
did when I found my husband come out of her room.
| @ Where was her room ? A. In the garret; when
Icame in that Sunday night when I did not find him
Iinthe basement I came up and found him in the room ;
bedid not say a single word and he put down his
eyes, and had a light in his hand and passed me, and I
went up to her and said, “ Now I caught you ; to-
morrow you leave my house.”

Q Did she go? A. Certainly she went.

Q After you separated from your husband you
were content to live on this eight dollars a week ? A.
Yes; because he compelled me.

Q Did you ever go to see him at all? A. No ; he
bribed the lawyer and it has been dismissed ; I did not
get more than $8.

Q Did you ever go to see him ? A. No ; once or
bnece I took a policeman and I told the policeman, “ I

the wife, he has no right to put me out.” I told him
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I could notgeton with $8. I agreed to take $8 because
the lawyer forced me to ; he kept me six weeks without
a cent, and he said in eight days we will get you more,]
and I wanted it, and the case was dismissed and I did
not get more.

Q. Did you go into mourning for your husband ?1
A. Yes, I did.

Q. Are you wearing mourning now? A. Itistwo
years.

10 Q. How long did you keep it on ? A. All the time,
but I have no black clothes; I have to take whatI
have ; I am too poor to buy black clothes.

Q. Have you that agreement with you, under which
you received the $8 a week ?

Mr. Simpson : Yes; I have it down at my office;
I will try and find it by next trial day.

Q. (The Court .) Was this $8 a week under divarce
proceedings or by him ? A. Only by him.

Mr. Schultze : They mutually agreed to live apart.

20 The Cour t : I want that agreement introduced.

Q. Did Mr. Arnault ever write to you finding fault
with the language you used in some of your letters to
him.

Myr. Simpson : Those letters would be the best evij
dence.

A. ,(The Witnes s.) Have I to say the reason why I
wrote those letters ?

Q. (The Court.) You can explain it; did hy
ever write you such letters? A. Yes, once; bej

30 cause twice he did not send me my check and sheinj
sisted that she had sent it, and so that is the reason I

sent him that letter. .
Q. (The Court.) Who is “ she?” A. Her, Ms

Strassheim. , 1
Q. You received money from Mrs. Strassheim J
Ho. Mr. Arnault sent it to me every week, and on j
or twice I was obliged to send a letter to him, an
signed Lizzie Arnault, and I objected to that, an 1
*is the reason I wrote him an insulting letter;
40 no right to call herself Mrs. Arnault.



Q Did you ever threaten to do bodily harm to your
huband or Mrs. Strossheim ? A. No.

Helene Arnault ’s cross-examination resumed De-
cenber 1,1893 :

Q Did you notice the peculiarity of conduct of Mr.
Amault that you speak of immediately after the sun-
stroke of 1876, or sooner ? A. Not sooner.

Q You said you saw him coming out of Lizzie 10
Strassheim’s room ? A. Yes.

Q How did you come into the house that night ?
A Tknocked at the basement door, didn’t receive any
answer, went up through the hall to go into the store
adfound the door open leading into the yard ; we
hada fine every time we left it opened ; I came into
the store and nobody was in, and I went up the
istais.

; Q You have testified that every time that you were
inlizzie Srassheim went out, and whenever you went 20
atshestaid in ? A. Yes.
Q How often was she allowed to go out? A. I
ges every second Sunday, but any time if she had
adedme [ would give her leave to go out.
Q Did she have the right to go out whenever she
liked? A. No, only every second Sunday, and
when I gave her leave.
[ Q Sothat your statement that whenever you staid
inshe went out is not correct ? A. When 1 went out
raSunday she staid in and would say : “ I will take 30
nyother Sunday.” The Sunday I went out she staid
when she staid in, I went out.
Q She went out whenever she liked? A. I was
; notso very particular with her, if she wanted to go out
| would let her go if she asked me, but not otherwise.
| Q Hid she, every time, ask you to go out when you
| erem- A. No, whenever she wanted to go I let her

nnd I staid home whether it was her Sunday or
[ > Wasvery lenient.

henever you were in did she go out when she 4.0
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liked? A. No, notunless she asked me, and the sec
ond Sunday.

Q. Then your statement that she went out whenever
you were in, is not correct, is it ? A. It is not inthat
sense ; it is m the sense that I am talking, when she
wanted to go, I let her go, and I staid in.

Q. How frequently during the week did she askyou
to go out when you staid in ? A. I don’t remember.

Q. Seven times? A. I can’t tell

Q- Six times? A. I don’t remember.

Q. Five times ? A. I don’t remember. When ge
found I wanted to go she would say she would stay in
and she staid in ?

Q. And when you were in she went out ? A. Yes

Q. Always ? A. No.

Q. How frequently a week ? A. It is not in the
week that I speak of, it is of Sundays. In the weekI
let her go when she asked me.

Q. How many times did she ask you during the
week to go out ? A. I don’t remember.

Q. Was this before or after the sunstroke ? A. Be-
fore.

Q. When you say you came in that night who had |
the key to the door that was unlocked ? A. It was aj
latch key and the door was wide open.

Q. Whose business was it to see that the door wasj
closed ? A. Mr. Arnault’s.

Q. He had the key ? A. Yes.

Q. And he went up to this room and left the door
unlocked? A. He left it open. It way a latch key.

Q. When he came out of Lizzie Strossheim’s room |
did he close the door ? A. I met him in the garret
coming out of her room.

Q. Did he close the door when he came out of thej
room ? A. I don’t know ; I was standing before her I
room and I said she had to leave the house to-morrow )
morning. Mr. Arnault went past me when he came )
out of her room and I don’t know whether he closed a
the door behind him or not. The garret was a big‘l



I

31

place and her room was partitioned off, and as I rushed
whe came out of the room.

| Q Was there another door at the head of the stair-
wav? A. Yes, he came through that and I saw him
oneout of her room, and he passed by me ; he came
through the open door ; I was in the garret, it was a
biggarret; he walked by me, I didn’t say a word to
hm 1said to her, ©“ Now, I caught you,” and she
said-(Interrupted.)

Q Where was she ? A. In her bed, I saw her in
bed I went to her door and saw her in her room in
bedthrough the door ; after Mr. Arnault passed me I
wert to the door and spoke to her and she was in bed;
it was 11 o’clock at night, and she said, “ Oh, I told
M Arnault what will Mrs. Arnault say when she
ocneshome,” she said that to me, and she said, “ I
tddhimto go away,” and I said, “ You must clear out
to-morrow,” and then she said nothing.

Q What did she first say ? A. She said, “ I said
what will Mrs. Arnault say when she comes home,”
desaid that to me when I told her I caught her she
said “1 told Mr. Arnault to go away, what will Mrs.
Amault say if she finds you here.”

Q Did you knock at the door when you came up ?
A No.

Q Did you ask what business he had there ? A.
Hot a word.

Q Was there anything to indicate that he had been
there on any improper errand ? A. I think that was
enough when a man comes out of a woman’s room at
ho clock at night. My opinion was that they had

n intimate; I was too excited to notice anything
Particular [ saw him coming out of her room.

Q lou were asked by the Court, where did you
net er after that, and you said you saw her in the
wening meeting your husband, that she was across the
ay asa servant and she would put a light between
tastti » ocdc™ You went out after them. When
t jp* A. April, 1876, I went out of the business,

A tomy home South Fifth avenue.
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Q. How did you get out of the house after he locked!
the door? A. He locked the door of the busines!
across the way. The business was not in that house]
we were living private. Since 1876 I was not in the
business. I left before he was sunstruck.

Q. He broke your knee cap once. What doctor did
you have? A. I don’t remember his name, it wasthe
same one I had when I had the black eye.

Q. How often was this doctor in your house? A I
went to him.

Q. You testified that it was through the lawyerl
that you left your house and home? A. 1 told the!
lawyer how he abused me, and the lawyer told ne tol
leave him, to get out of the house.

Q. Did any lawyer tell you to contest this will?1
A. No.

Q. You blamed the lawyer for leaving your house!
and home? A. Yes, I have found out it was wrong, j
A wife should never leave her house and home.

Q* Is this paper which I show you the agreementl
under which you separated ? A. This is my signal
ture, but he gave me another one to read ; the lawyer!
presented me another one. [ don’t know what is in!
this agreement. I know what is in the one that I
have.

Mr. Simpson : We will produce the other one at the!

proper time.
Q. Did you live apart from him after signing the

other paper? A. Yes. The one that I have that hel
signed said as long as my wife is away from nme I will
pay' her $8.

Q. What church were you married in? A. Holy j
Ghost, 23rd Street, between 7th and 8th Avenues, il
guess.

Q. How soon after the divorce? A. The sane |
day; he showed me the divorce just when it "aa
granted ; he came home and made me dress inyselt,
and his lawyer and Mr. Steiner, and we went off an
we were married in the priest’s house, next to the
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cuch Mr. Schmidt, the lawyer, and Mr. Sterner
wae the witnesses.

Q Have you a certificate of marriage? A. Yes; I
[atacertificate of marriage, and paid 50 cents for it.

M. Simpson : We will produce it later on.

! Q Did you ever have any intercourse with Mr. Ar-
radt before your marriage to him ?  A. No, sir.

Q With any one else ? A. No, sir.

Q Didn’'t you know a doctor? A. Yes, many years
before.

Q Did you live for five years with a doctor ? A.
Ny s

Q 1show you a letter ; is this your handwriting ?
A Yes; she stole that letter. It has nothing to do
hee

Q What was your name before you were married ?
A Ms. Tariff.

Q You sometimes signed letters H. T. ?

The Court : What is the purpose of this ?

M. Schultze : I am going to show she is not
wvathy of belief; that Mr. Arnault applied for a di-
vae; he did not get it; then separated by mutual
agreemrent, he paid her a stipulated amount; and by
thsletter that she admits she committed perjury ; it
dl affects the credibility of the witness.

The Court : If this correspondence that you have
gae information to her husband which was new to
Mnand was an element of influence which led him to
ak the divorce and separation, then it is material;
otherwise it is not.

Exception.

Q Were you ever married before you married Mr.
Amault? A. Yes; but my husband was dead. I was
a”°w when I married Mr. Arnault.

Q Did you consider yourself the wife of this doctor
thet you lived with ?

Objected to, and objection sustained. Ex-
ception.
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Q. Did you ever live with a man named Weiss? A1
No, sir.

Q. Did you ever commit perjury ?

Question objected to, and objection sustained.
Exception.

Q. Did you ever say that you committed perjury?
A. No, sir.

Last question objected to, and objection ss-
tained. Exception.

Q. Did you ever write that you committed perjury?
A. No.

Last question objected to, and objection ss
tained. Exception.

The Court : The issue here is undue influence ex
erted over the testator at the time of the nmking of
the will, and before that time. Please confine yourself
to matters which relate to that issue. This witness
former character for chastity or veracity is not perti-
nent here, unless it was brought home to the knowl-
edge of the decedent and influenced him to the course
that he took in dealing with his wife.

Mr. Schultze : I am seeking to attack the cred
ibility of this witness as a witness. I am trying to
contradict her direct testimony. I am trying to shoM
what her character as a woman is, and I think I should
be permitted to bring these matters to the knowl-
edge of this Court.

Q. After you left Mr.- Arnault, how long before you
saw him again ? A. 1 don’t know ;I left him on Sep
tember 10th, 1879.

Q. Then did you see him in 1880? A. I dont
know ; I only met him once or twice after that.

Q. How often did you see Lizzie Strassheim a ter

that? A. Only twice, to my belief. |
Q. Were you very cruel to the children  A*
Never. J

Q- Then why did they want to put you into ac
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howsg as you have testified? A. Because they
wanted to help their father; they wanted to en-
joy their life and have perfect freedom ; the daughter
sad that she did not allow her father to visit his wife ;
deonly allowed him to have a mistress. The bottom
of it was, they wanted the money ; they wanted to be
free, and me not to interfere with their way of living ;
adwhen their father would die they would have all
thermoney to themselves, and they wanted me to be
atof the way ; that is the reason that they wanted to
Tdp their father.

Q Were yon always agreeable with the children ?
A Tloved them like my own, and they loved me more
than they did their father when they were little; I
wastheir only mamma.

ReDrect Examination by Mr. Simpson :

Q Did Mr. Arnault ever get out of temper and

bt you before this Strassheim woman came? A.
Nower.

Q Did he show you divorce papers before you were
engagedto him f A. He told me he was a divorced
e then I became engaged to him.

M. Snpson : I now produce the marriage certifi-
cate and the agreement of separation ; I produce
them in obedience to the order of the Court.

Hlene Arnault, recalled by Mr. Simpson, testifies
asfollows:

Q When you signed the paper that was shown to
yuthe last time you were here you referred to some
ather paper that you read before signing that paper ;
B thisthe paper which I show you, the one that was
A toyoubefore you signed the other paper ? A. Yes,
thet is the paper that was read over to me ; the man
showed me two papers ; one paper he read, this one,
t°neand he said they were both alike, and then I
®foed the other paper.
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Q. You did not read the other paper ? A. No.

Q. Who was the man that told you that? A It
was the lawyer with one arm, I don’t remember hs
name any more.

Q. And this is the paper you read before you signed
the other paper ? A. Yes.

Cross-Examination by Mr. Schultze :

Q. (Showing witness two papers.) Which paper was
10 the one that was read to you ? A. This one (pointing to
one) the paper I signed ; they were both exactly in
the same handwriting.
Q. Do you remember what was init? A, I read
the one that was signed by Mr. Arnault.
Mr. Schultze : She picks out this as the onede
read and signed.
Mzr . Simpson : No, she does not.
Q. I show them to you again, now look them over
and see which is the one you signed? A. I cannot
20 read it good ; that time I did not read it; he showed
me one paper.
Q Did you read either of those papers at the time?
A. No, my eyes were full of tears, and the lawyer
said “ Sign it and then get more, sign it and get
more.” [ was so excited I didn’t know what I wes
doing.
Q. Which one did you sign ? A. This one that has
my name on it, that is my signature.
Mr. Schultze : That is the one they both signed.
30 The following examination is by the Court :
Q. Go on and explain how you signed that paper?
A. The man was standing before me and was reading
me a paper, and I was crying.
Q. What man ? A. Mr. Moore, that was theman

I engaged as lawyer.
Mr. Schultze : We object to the one that as

not been signed by both.
The Court : The papers with both signatures s a

said she signed, but she claims the other PHR®Rj

40 w”s the one that was read to her.
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q This one is marked “A,” and this one is marked
I will leave them both to you, and then

youcan tel! me which one was read to you ?
[ The Wit ness : Are they alike, are they different!

M. Schultze : No, they are not alike.

The Witness : I thought they were both alike.

The Court directs Mr. Schultze to read both
papers to the witness, and then she can be
asked which was the one that was read to her

I at that time. Mr. Schultze reads both papers
to the witness.

The Witness : I signed that paper where he says
Qshould not annoy him in the business ; now I don’t
knowwhich one it is.
| Me.Schultze : That is right; that is ours.

I Q It was your lawyer, Mr. Ash, wasn’t it ? A.
[No, it was not Mr. Ash, it vvas Mr. Moore.

I Q Was he your lawyer? A. Yes, I took him for a
[lawyer.

[ M. Schultze: That is ours ; that is the one we of-
[fered in evidence. (It is marked B.)

| M. Snpson : No, it is the other one that is marked
[A Iwant the Court to understand that the witness
[hesidentified the agreement by its having in it that
[she was not to annoy the man in his business, and that
[appears in both of them ; the same remark is in one
jadinthe other, and it is not fair to admit Band

Intadmit A, when they are both proved in the same
vay.

I
I'Trefollowing examination is by the Court:

I Q Who was present when you signed agreement of
I'separation from your husband ? A. My son.

I Q Was Mr. Moore or Mr. Ash present? A. Mr.
Moare was.

I Q Whosigned the paper as witness that you signed ?
I I don’t know ;I only saw Mr. Moore coming in
|® room and told me; “ Sign that; that is for the
I 8aweek, and I said, “ I cannot get on with $8 a
IWek, and 1 cried bitterly, and “ I will not sign it,”
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I said, “ because I have a boy 14 years of age, ad
how can I get on with $8?” and he says, “ Signid
and I will get you more ; sign it,” and he read st
a little bit, and I signed it.

Q. Was the paper read to you? A. No, only pat.

Q. Was this the paper that you signed on that occa
sion ? A. The one that i put my signature to wasthe
one that I signed.

Q. And you signed it under the circumstances that!
y°u testified to? A. Yes, he had two papes
in his hand.

Q. Did Mr. Ash submit that paper to you whch
you have in your hand ? A. No.

Q. Did he read it to you ? A. No.

Q. Did Mr. Moore submit that paper toyou? A
He showed it to me.

Q. How do you identify that paper as being the
paper he showed to you on this occasion, and alsy
this paper as the one you signed ? A. He had the
two papers in his hands, and he says, “ Sign this one.!

Q. Did he read both papers to you? A. No, le
read one paper to me.

Q. Was Mr. Moore your attorney ? A. Yes.

Q. Was Mr. Ash your attorney ? A. No.

Q. Mr. Moore brought two papers to you? A
Yes.

Q. And read both papers to you? A. Idon’t re
member; he only read one .and said sign that.

Q. And you signed the paper he asked you to sign?
A. I could not see anything; the tears were ruming
down and I could not see the paper.

Q. What is the difference between the two papers?
A. I don’t know if there is any difference.

Q. Do you know what objection you have totle
paper that it is claimed you signed ? A. No-

Mr. Simpson : I have interposed the objection

TheWitn ess : I supposed the two papers were ai ej

Q. Who gave you that paper A ? A. Mr. o0°rej
gave it to me at the same time, and at the same m”j

he took away the other paper.
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I The Gourt: Both papers, A and B, will be received

I Peter Cartier, being sworn on the part of the
caveator, testifies as follows:

[Drect Exa mination by Mr. Simpson :

I Q You knew Pierre Arnault in his lifetime ? A.
Yes, I was two years in his service.

| Q Did you notice anything peculiar in his actions ?
A Sometimes when he gave orders he was very brutal.
[ Q Doyou remember a particular instance of his
Icrueltyto a horse? A. I worked for him in 1879-
1880-1881.

I Mr. Schultze : This was five or six years before the
jwill was made, and we object to it as too remote.

I The Cour t: Holds the objection good.

I Qharles J. White, sworn on the part of the caveat-
as testifies as follows : .

Drect Exa minat ion by Mr. Simpson :

Tknew Mr. Arnault in his lifetime. 1 worked for
him about two weeks on a wagon. He was a hard
manto get along with, and during that time he had a
sunstroke, after which he seemed to be absent-minded
andto tell you one thing and wanted you to do an-
otherthing imm ediately afterwards. His memory was
vaypoor, and he sometimes spoke without finishing
hissentence. [ remember his having a fit and falling
off his feet once when I was there. One time in 1885,
" en hbebusiness was in Prince street, I came there
and got a gallon of wine. Mr. Arnault was there
11 that lady; the name she went by was Mrs. Ar-
J*¥ t,she ordered the wine and I gave her the wine;

not see him and I had no conversation with her.

Dever saw her after that. Mr. Arnault did not have

30*
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his proper senses; he acted like a crazy man; youadd
not work for him; I was not quite two weeks withh®
and left him because he was too crazy to work for. ]

Cro ss-Examination by Mr . Sch ult ze :

My business now is Manhattan Elevated haena]
During the two weeks that I was at Mr. Anaits
place very little pf the time was spent around the hsj
ness place coming in contact with him I ws
on the wagon with him ; my duty was to vedi
the wagon ; I saw him but very little conirg
in any contact with his customers. 1 dd mt
speak to him much ; he was not the kind of anam
I would speak to. Sometimes we would ride forhoud
without speaking a word and I would not know viet
for. He spoke broken English, and you could not verjj
readily understand him. I could understand him bu
would miss perhaps, one or two words. What I notice!
peculiar about his actions, was that he seemed tom
crazy. You could not do anything right for hiny 1
you drove one side of the way, he would want you ti
drive the other ; he was a hard man to work fa. I
could not count the customers that he visited, but thel
were a great many. He directed the wagon; thatwai
his business ; he knew the customers; I would driij
ahead till he would say the reverse ; he did not gfll
tangled up very much during the day visiting the«
customers. He made a mistake sometimes and nadj
me drive back ; lost about an hour or so senetimes. 1
was served with a subpoena to attend here to- ay- 1
know nothing about his family matters ; I merey
him during the day on the wagon. He had a
memorandum book, in which he kept track o t esaej
to customers, made from the wagon. Idi n> j
anything to do with that; I was.only a boy 0
teen, about fourteen years of age at that time.
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I Qementine Les erteur , sworn on the part of the
caveda, testifies as follows :

I Q Did you know Pierre Arnault, deceased, in his
lifeine? A. Yes; I have known him for more than
[pyeas.
I Q How intimately did you know him ? A. I have
known him very well, because my husband worked for
him I first became acquainted with him in 1866, and
have known him since that time.
I Q How did your husband work for him ? A. Shoe-
naker.
I Q Yousaw Mr. Arnault frequently ? A. Nearly
mvery day.
I Q State whether or not you noticed any conduct on
Thispat that led you to notice anything peculiar ? -+
| Mb. Schultze : When ?
The Wit ness: After his sunstroke he was crazy.
I Q When was this sunstroke ? A. I think it was in
1840’7, I don’t remember very well.
I QWhatdoyou mean when you say he was crazy7;
W led you to believe he was crazy ? * A. He took a
savart and this servant chased the wife out.
I M. Schultze : We object to that answer.
1Q. Do youknow that of your own knowledge? A.
[Yes; he brutalized his wife, he beat her, he pinched
ke It was almost impossible to work for him.
I M. Schultze : This is all proof toward testament-
l[ayopacity. The charge here is undue influence.
I The Wit ness: It was impossible to work for him,
r e had become so silly, so crazy, it was impossible to
Noanything for him.
I Q How doyou know ? A. Because we were neigh-
jhas
| Q Did your husband work for him ? A. Yes.
I Q Isthat how you know what you are talking of ?
|A Certainly.
I Q.. Court ) ». you know these facts of your
[wn knowledge ? A. Yes, certainly I know it, be-
| D&~ myself have replied to Mr. Arnault when he
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wanted shoes made that were impossible to be nadJ
I have replied to him myself.

Q. Why was it impossible to work for him? A
Because he wanted things made that would not go m
his feet.

Mr. Schu ltze : We object to this shoe business

The Court : Strike it out.

Q. Do you know any other acts of Mr. Armnault’s
that led you to form this conclusion as to his sanity?
A. Since he had this servant he did such acts to hs
wife that made it impossible for her to live with him
and he was vexed with us because we held to MheJ
Arnault.

Mr. Parry : This is merely hearsay, it is what ge
learned from her husband.

Q. How intimately did you know Mr. Arnault, dd |
you visit his house in his lifetime ? A. NoO; we never
were in his house.

Q. Did they ever visit you? A. Very often, vay
often.

Q. Did Mrs. Arnault ever visit you? A. Very
often.

Q. Have any other of the family ever visited you ? A
Yes ; we worked for them.

Q. Did Mrs. Arnault ever show you any marks ofl
violence on her body ? A. Yes ; on her breast and o
her arms, all over.

Q. What was the character of the marks? AJ
Bites.

Mr. Parry : This is simply hearsay.

Q. What was the character of these marks? A.
They were' bites; the arms were full of them, and the]
moment that he had this other servant, all was fim
ished.

Q. Do you remember when this servant came into|
the Arnault family ? A. I don’t recollect exactly, hi
may have been 1874, 75 or ’78, about that time,
know when she came, but I cannot fix the date, ]

her there all the time. ihr
Q- Can you tell whether it was before or a r elJ
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anirgthat you were shown these -bites or bruises ?
L After this woman had been in the house.

Gross-Examination by Mr. Schultze :

I Q You were never in the house? A. Yes, very

joften

| Q Did you ever see any brutality by Mr. Arnault
toMs. Arnault ? A. (in English). Yes, for this lady.

I Q Where? A. (in English). I told you she bite
here (pointing to the arm); she pinch ; everything.-

I Q At what place ; in your house? A. No, it was
mtin ray house.

I Q Where? A. At. Mme. Arnault’s.

I Q Didyou see these bruises after the sunstroke 1
TA Tt was after the sunstroke.

I Q When was the sunstroke ? A. I don’t recollect
Itteyear, but I know he had two of them, and after
thesecond one he became crazy.

I Q How do you know it was after the second one,
Lifyoudon’t know when the second one was? A. Be-
Icarehe came to us several times.

I Q You didn’t notice it before that time ? A. No,
Irever; it was impossible to continue to work for him
Ibecause he had become crazy.

I Q Do you know when the other servant came ?
[A. No.

I Q Did she come before or after the sunstroke ?
I A Ithink it was at the same time; I don’t recollect
T exactly.

I Q How many servants did you ever see there ? A.
I (nly this one.
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the sunstroke ? A. Never before ; I saw them sovadl!
times after the sunstroke.

Q. You have always been very intimate with Mg
Arnault? A. Yes, she is a very nice woman; I haw]
known her for more than twenty years.

Q. Did you know her before her marriage to M]
Arnault? A. I knew her in the same year, justdfted
she was married.

Q. You came here as a matter of friendship to Ms

10 Arnault? A. Yes, in the interest of truth.

The following examination is by the Court:

Q. Have you, during your intimacy with the
Arnaults, been in their house? A. Yery often;more
than three times a week.

Q. What were you doing there ? A. He served &l
with wine; I went there to order him to send us wine!

Q. Did you go there for any other purpose? AJ

20 Yes, I went very often to see Mme. Arnault atherj
house.

Q. What part of the house would you see herinl
A. T have seen her in her own room and in the sae
more than twenty times.

Q. How long would you stay ordinarly ? A. Hal
an hour or three-quarters of an hour.

Q. Doing what ? A. I talked with Mme. Arnault*

Q. During these visits did you see Mr. Arnault? Al
Yes, always talked with him there.

30 Q. Did Mr. Arnault visit your house on other occaj
sions than for business ? A. He always came aboui
business, about his shoes, about his bills, and soon. I

Q. Converse with you ? A. Yes, very well. 1

Q. Did he speak of his wife Mrs. Arnault? Al
After he once had this servant he said all kin sol
things about his wife. T, 1

Q. Who do you mean by .this servant? - “1
woman calls herself Mme. Arnault.

Q. What would he say about his wife after

40 son came in the house as you say ? A. Hesai siw
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Las ot good for anything ; he used a great many ugly
Lords about her, that she was impotent ; he said she
Las anold beast, that she was not good for anything;
L ™d a great many ugly words that one would use
wnes D€ was grieved or angry ; I can’t very well re-
peat all the words; he called her a horse, and that she
wes always sleeping, and that she could not do any
business, and that she was not good for anything.

| Q. Did this occur more than once ? A. Yery often.

1Q. This was after this servant came ? A. Always
afterwards.

m Q How do you determine that fact? A. Because
lealways came in our house, into our place.

| Q How do you determine the fact that it was after
[this so-called servant came into the house? A. Be-
Icase after that Mme. Arnault could not stay any
noein her house on account of ill treatment.

I Q How do you fix the time ? A. You know it is
Ivay difficult to fix that, but I know very well that
M Arnault was ill treated.

I Q How do you recollect that it was after Lizzie
Strassheim came to the house as a servant? A. Be-
Ieause we were working for Mr. Arnault and for Mme.
mAmault and we know very well when she came.

I Q Before Lizzie Strassheim came to the house, did
M Arnault call upon you at your house ? A. Yes,
aways we had known him since 1866.

I Q Before this did Mr. Arnault ever speak of his
miife, Mrs. Arnault? A. He never spoke bad of his
mwife before the arrival of Mrs. Strassheim.

I Q Did he ever speak of his wife at all before Lizzie
Strassheimcame to the house ? A. Oh, yes; he liked
| hs wife very well, he was satisfied and contented.

I Q Did he ever say harsh things of her before that

lame? A. No, never; he always said that she was
[always agood bookkeeper, he said she was a good wife,
agood woman.

] Q After Lizzie Strassheim came to that house, did
pouever see her there ? A. Yes, very often.
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Q. Did you talk with her ? A Yes -1 1
ordered wine. ~Nes, 1 wentand

Arnauht T T *7 “ the 1WnS aP"tmentsof M|
there 7 W6éntthe store dJ

store .“ sheim _wait “PO" you mrﬁ]
store I A I thlnk she served me once or twice
wine, but there were boys there.

L was Llzzle Strassheim doing about the
10 establishment when you saw her there®* A Shj

WA k wuhere jUSt the Same as if she was the mistress]

Q. What led you to think so? A. Because she!
would just act in the same way as Mine. Arnault did!
before in the store, and she was very free with M
Arnault. I noticed a great many things that awomalJ
will remark. She would take Mr. Arnault by the arral
and joke with him, and sometimes she said “ray!
dear.”’

Q. Did you observe how Mr. Arnault treated Lizzie!

20 Strassheim ? A. He treated her not like a servant,!
but like a woman that one is pretty friendly with, or!
stands well with. He would take her by the waistd
and call her his dear, and so forth.

Q. On these occasions where was Mrs. Arnaultfl
A. She was always in her rooms. I saw likewise!
these acts two or three times before, when Mrs. Ar-1
nault was still in the store.

Q. What did Mrs. Arnault say to these actions ? A.l
She did not observe them. She, perhaps, was on oe j

30 side of the barrels and they were on the other.

Q. Did you observe how Mrs. Strassheim treated!
Mrs. Arnault in the house when you were there ? A.1
I scarcely saw that.

Q. How did Mr. Arnault treat Mrs. Arnault when!
you were there ? A. He was brutal towards herafter«
Lizzie Strassheim came there ; before everything was®
all right.

Q. What way was he brutal ? A. He pushed herd
and sent her about her business very often.

40
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|Q. Was Lizzie Strassheim present on these occasions
whnhe did this ? A. Yes.

1Q. What, if anything, did she say? A. When
mne. Arnault gave orders to the servant, Mr. Arnault
would push Mine. Arnault away, and tell her to leave
ths woman alone.

1Q. Didyou see this more than once ? A. Yes.

Gross-Fxa mination Resumed by Mr. Schultze :

I Q When were you in the Arnault house when they

waeliving together ? A,. I don’t recollect the year.

I Q Doyou know when they separated ? A. It was

idterhe had his sunstroke.

1Q. Were you ever in their house after they sepa-

red? A. Yes, several times.

I Q Whom did you come to see? A. I went to get

fane wine.

I Q Where was this ? A. Prince street, New York,

between Thompson and Sullivan streets. I don’t re-

nmenber the year. It was either in 80 or 81 ; I don’t

jredlect exactly.

I Q Were you ever in their house in Jersey City after

|H: Arnault moved to Jersey City ? A. No.

I Q After Mr. Arnault moved from New York, did

mouever speak to him about Lizzie Strassheim or see

Pemtogether ? A. One Sunday I saw Lizzie Strass-

pun and a little girl in a carriage in New York. <

I Q Thatis all you know about their living together
heleft New York ? A. I don’t know anything

viter they left New York.

I Q How long was Lizzie Strassheim there ? A. A

Prgwhile.

Q-More than ayear? A. Oh, yes.
Q More than two years ? A. Yes.
LM Ars* Arnault tell you she sent her away ?

T™OH nted t0 send her away when she wasin New

L N1 s stayed at the house Mme. Arnault was
phheed to leave.

@ Did Lizzie Strassheim stay there after Mrs.
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Arnault went away ? A. Yes, during a good mdJ
years.

Q. Then from the time Lizzie Strassheim cane thae
until after they moved from New York she was avayg
there? A. Always.

Q. Did you always see her there ? A. Always.

Q. How frequently ? A. All the time that the]
stayed in New York she was always with Amault. 1

Q. How frequently did you see her there ? A Dd
ing years.

Q. How frequently did you see her there? A. Two
or three times a week; my husband very often vat
there.

Re-direct-Examination by Mr. Simpson

Q. How do you know Lizzie Strassheim stayed thee
so long ? A. I have seen her there, I know it nysf]
because I have seen her always in the store.

Q When was the last time you saw her in the store!
A. In Prince street.

Q. Was that after Mrs. Arnault left? A. Yes, for
or five years after.

Q. When was the time you have seen her there pe
viously to this time you mention, how long before that
time ? A. As soon as Mme. Arnault left it ves
finished.

Q. Did Lizzie Strassheim remain there after Ms
Arnault left ? A. Yes.

Q. How often did you see them together after MsJ
Arnault left? A. Two, three, four times a week, j

Q. This was in the Prince street store ? A. Hd
was in Prince street, then in Houston street.

Q. And it was in the Prince street store yousavn
her, was it ? A. Yes.

Q. When was it you saw them in a carriage toj
gether ? A. On a Sunday, I don’t recollect when, j

Q. Was it after Mrs. Arnault left the house? ‘n

good while after. , u
Q. Do you remember how long Lizzie Straps enj
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Las in the house before Mrs. Arnault showed you
Lse bruises ? A. It must have been a year or two.
|Q. You saw Lizzie Strassheim there in the day time
Len you went for wine ? A. That was in the private
room because Mme. Arnault was sick.

| q. After Mme. Arnault had gone away where was
it you saw Lizzie Strassheim ? A. Always in the
mtore.

I Q How old are you ? A. I am 64 years old.

I Q Was it because Mrs. Arnault told you she was
there that you believed she was there all the time ?
A No; Mme. Arnault has nothing to do with what I
law.

I Q Did you see her in the Prince street store your-
Idf? A. Yes.

I Q Inthe day time ? A. Yes.

I Sphie Thompson, being sworn on the part of the
(caveatars, testified as follows :

PRETExamination by Mr. Simpson :

II livein Jersey City ; I knew Pierre Arnault in his
mlifeting; I lived in the same neighborhood with him ;
» haveseen Lizzie Strassheim ; I know that she lived
pith Mr. Arnault, and it was reputed in/the neighbor-
pood that they lived together there as man and wife,
pod I know that Lizzie Strassheim stayed there until
jthe death of Mr. Arnault.

ACross-Fixa mination by Mr. Schultze :

was never inside the house, but lived right near;
r ~ asaloon and I had wine of Mr. Arnault.
I1Q y°uknow what the relationship was between
P26 Strassheim and Mr. Arnault? A. I don’t
undarstand what you mean.
I  ~ow were they living together ? A. They lived
Nuana@Ql wife together, because I called her Mrs.
ult, I have been there and she said she was Mrs.
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Arnault; I heard her call herself Mrs. Arnault adl
knew she was not Mrs. Arnault because we lived vith
Mrs. Arnault IT years together in the Schutzen Pak|

Q. You knew that she was not Mrs. Arnault! A
Yes, and the neighbors found it out, and they waild

having nothing to do with her, and she kept allv
herself.

Re-Direct Examination by Me. Simpson :

Q- How many years did you live there ? A. Ihved
there seven years, and 1 lived another block anay
eight years ; I lived in that neighborhood twenty yean|
and I know Mr. Arnault nearly all that time andl
know Mrs. Arnault and Mrs. Strassheim.

The following examination is by the Court:

Q. Did you know Mr. Arnault ? A. Yes.

Q. Talked with him ? A. Yes.

Q. You knew Mrs. Strassheim and talked with herl
A. I never talked with her; I knew her.

Q. Did you ever hear Mr. Arnault speak of her!
A. Mr. Arnault came into my store and ordered haH
a dozen chairs for Mrs. Arnault, and my huband
would not send the chairs up because they were no!
paid for; he ask them to be sent to Mrs. Arnault. I

Q. Was that after the real Mrs. Arnault had left
home ? A. That was after he had moved upto Jersgl
City Heights from New York.

Q. Do you know whether the Mrs. Arnault he rg
ferred to was Lizzie Strassheim or not? A. Yes; hd
meant her because there was nobody else there bn
Lizzie Strassheim.

Caveators rest, asking the privilege of callinS
two other witnesses who are not here now,®
corroboration of Helene Aunault.

Mr. Schultze on Dbehalf of the proponent
moves that the caveat be dismissed, on tM
ground that no evidence has been adduced t a
there was any influence or any undue influenol
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wsed by Lizzie Strassheim to induce the testator
to execute the will in dispute.

The Court : If you have any other evidence you
Lavputitin; we will not decide now. If your case
isdosed we will take the papers and hear your argu-
net

I Helene Arnaul t, recalled by Mr. Schultze, testifies

[sfollows:

I Q Did you ever tell your husband before you had
maied him, that you had lived with anyone else ?

Question objected to.

I M. Shultze: This is laying the foundation for
snedocumentary evidence I will offer hereafter.
I The Gourt : Unless you show the alleged condition
[oflife theretofore led by this lady was concealed from
serhusband and Subsequently discovered by him and
pis discovery of these facts influenced him in this
mtter of leaving his wife and making this will, the
[CGaxt will not receive it.
| M. Shultze : That is what I want to do.

Q Did you ever tell your husband before you
mamied him, that you had lived with other men ? A.
Ny sir.

Q Did you ever tell him before you married him,
thtyou had committed perjury | A. No, sir, I did
jion
I Q Did you ever live with any other man before you
wae married to Mr. Arnault? A. 1 did with my
Tusband

Q Aside from your husband did you have inter-
ourse with any other man ? A. No, sir.

Q Will you look at this letter and read it %

M. Simpson : I object to it.

E Shultze : I want to show that she wrote this
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The Witness : Where did you get that letter?

Q. Is this letter in your handwriting? A 1
letter has not been admitted before the Referee.

Q. Is that your writing ? A. I think so.

Q. Is that your signature to this letter? A. Ithrkl
so.

Q. Who is the doctor that it was addressed to? A
That is my business, it has nothing to do withthd
case.

10 Me. Simpson : We object to this.

Q. Who was this doctor ? A. I will not arswer
that.

The Couet : You must answer the questions thet
the Court directs you to answer, or you will nothe
permitted to testify at all, and we will strike out your
evidence.

Q. Who was the doctor that you wrote this letter
to? A. Dr. Yatnitski.

Q. Did you ever have intercourse with Dr. Vatnt-

20 ski? A. No.

Q. Did you ever write to him that you had lived
with him five years ? A. No, I did not write that.

Q. You admit that you wrote this letter, and it was
addressed to the doctor ?

Question objected to.

The Couet : Before I will allow this to go any fur-
ther I shall require you to offer proof that the receipt
of that letter was known by the testator, that he be
came aware of its contents, and that it was an im

30 polling cause to bring about this separation and the
condition of affairs that you are now offering tos how.

Helene Aenault, takes the stand for further ex-
amination on the part of the proponent, January 12
1894.

Dieect-Examination by Me. Schul tze
Q. How old was Mr. Arnault when you married
40 him ? A. 33, I guess.
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|Q. How old were you ? A. I guess I was 36.

@ Did you ever beat or maltreat any of Mr.
Amault’s children? A. Never.
|Q. Did you in the latter part of 1872, at the resi-
liencein Wooster street, go to the room where your
L and Mr. Arnault’s son were sleeping after they
Ld goneto bed; and did you there hit Mr. Arnault’s
tn with a stick or rattan? A. I did go into the room,
Iyes sir—(interrupted).

I M. Simpson : We object to it as too remote. The
(hat sustains the objection.

|Q Didyou ever in the latter part of 1872, in the
residaein Wooster street, or in 1873 at West Hous-
tmstreet—(interrupted).

Objected to as too remote.
The Court : The objection is well taken.

-Q. Did you in 1878 tear Mr. Arnault’s beard?
[AT did not tear his beard. I fell and, in falling, I
tabbed his beard. He knocked me over. 1 didn’t
terhis beard. If he knocks me down, I catch him
Bethat (shows). That is not tearing it willingly.

1Q. Did you, in the summer of 1873, at the dinner
tdg at 26 West Houston street, attack Mr. Arnault’s
pi with abusive epithets and blows, scratching his
luwe and drawing blood ? A. Never.

I Q Did you, then, attack Mr. Arnault ? A. Never.
I Q Did you, in April. 1878, at the West Houston
jiret residence, early in the morning, on the return of
P r-Arnault, his son and daughter from a ball, meet
r énat the door with abusive and violent language,
particularly to his daughter, and did you threaten the

pughter so that she went away ? A. No, sir; I did
lot.
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Q. Did you ever have any quarrel with M A
nault ?

Ms. Simpson : When ?

Me. Schultze : In 1878 and 1879.

A. Certainly, in 1878 and 1879.

Q. Did you ever throw any books at him« A Never
That is another lie.

Q. Did you, in 1873, at 26 West Houston stredt]
throw books at Mr. Arnault, after a quarrel with himd
A. Never.

Q. Were you ever intoxicated when he came honel

Me . Simpson : When ?

Me. Schultze: In 1877 or 1878 were you everintoxl
icated ?

A. I was never intoxicated in ray life.

Q. In the action brought against you by M. Arl
nault for divorce, did you allege as any defense orasa
counterclaim of any kind, his intimacy with lize
Strassheira ? A. When he brought Mrs. Srassheim
fhim I said that was his mistress.

Q. Did you make any allegation of defense to thet
effect? A. I don’t remember that point. I think 11
did.

Q. Was there any allegation of his intimacy nadel
those proceedings ? A. Certainly, and with otheij
women, too.

Q. Was there any allegation made as to his iti-
macy with Lizzie Strassheim ? A. I don’t rememberd

Me. Schultze : I now offer in evidence an exempli!
fied copy of the report of the Referee, and his conclu-
sion in that proceeding. The decree has already been!
received in evidence.

Objected to.
The Couet : The evidence should be submitted and

not the conclusions of the Referee. If you will pl0'
duce the evidence, that, with the decree, may be rel

ceived.
Me. Schultze: I want to show the conclusionsai-

rived at by the refeaee upon the evidence and his find*
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scehas come into the case.
|The Court : You may put in the decree and the
evidence but the arguments of the Referee we will not
lonsider.

Exception. ¥
IQ. When did you first leave Mr. Arnault ? A.
Septenber 10, 1879.
1Q Had you ever left him before that? A. No,
b,
I Q Lived with him from the time of your marriage
firtll then without leaving him ? A. Yes.
I Q Inthe latter part of 1875 didn’t you leave your
hsed? A. No, sir.
1QDid you have any lawyears in this proceeding
before you had Mr. Simpson ?

Question objected to as immaterial.

M. Schultze : It bears upon the question of allow-
awe [ want to show that this lady had two lawyers
wowould not proceed with this case before Mr. Simp-
@ntook hold of it.

The Gourt : Tt is immaterial.

Riza Stra ssheim Arnault, being sworn on the part
dthe proponent, testifies as follows :

Drect-Exanination by Mr . Schultze :

Q Look at this letter and say when it first came
®toyour possession and who gave it to you ? A. Mr.
Amault showed me that one day to read.

The Court : That is as far as you can go, no con-
vasation between the witness and the deceased will be
permitted.

Q Where did he get it ? A. I don’t know where

g°tit, he showed it to me one day to read.

Q (The Court:) When was that? A. I don’t re-

®ber that, it is so long ago.

F After Mrs. Arnault left the house ? A. Yes.
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Q. Did Mr. Arnault explain the letter to you?
The question is objected to and ovarued)
Exception,
The Court : It was shown to her after Mrs. Amaui
left and cannot now be relevant at all.
Mr . Schultze : I offer the letter in evidence.
Mr. Simpson : I object.
The Court : You cannot offer it now.
Mr. Parry: Will your Honor admit statements thal
10 Mr. Arnault made in reference to this letter, by partiJ
aside from interested parties.
The Court : When you make the offer the Gy
will hear you and rule upon it.

Lizzie Strassheim, called to the stand on the pat
of the proponent, testified as follows:

Direct Examination by Mr. Schult ze :

Q. What is your name ? A. Lizzie Strassheim Arj
nault.

Q. Where do you live ? A. 72 Ogden Avenue.

Q. Did you know Pierre Arnault? A. Yes.

Q. When did you first become acquainted with
him ? A. In 1874.

Q. Under what circumstances? A. I took a posj
tion in his house.

Q. Who engaged you ? A. His wife at that tine. 1

30 Q- Who was living at the house; who constitute!
the family at that time ? A. Mr. Arnault, his wife,
his son and her son.

Q. Describe fully what your duties were there fr°4
the time you got out of bed in the morning until yoi
went to bed at night ? A. Cooked and cleaned; I g°1
up at 6 o’clock in the morning and worked till &or n
in the evening. .1

Q. Begin at the morning and tell us the details |
the work ? A. Make breakfast, make beds, clea*

40 rooms, wash and iron. Lunch at 12 o’clock.



q pjd you lunch, with the rest of th© funiily -
I yest

|Q What did you do in the afternoon ? A. Did the
housework, what was to be done. The living part was
mstairs; the kitchen and cooking work was down-
Lrs. Ihad supper at half past 6 with the rest of
(efamily, went to bed at 9 or half past 9, just as it
Las ready, and she told me I could go upstairs.
|Q. How frequently would you see Mr. Arnault in
L day? A. He generally went off in the morning at
Toclock, and came home at 9, 10,-11 and sometimes
I oclock at night; he was away all day long,

QWas that the way all through the week ? A.
Mostly; sometimes he would stay home a day, some-

tneshalfa day.
Q How about Sundays ? A. Sundays he was home
adworked. .

IQ. Could you speak French at this time? A. No;
reither English ; only German.
Q Did Mr. Arnault speak German ? A. No.
Q How frequently did you speak to Mr. Arnault or
etoyou during those days ? A. If I had to ask him
anything] would try in a few words English if I could,
jolwould have to speak to his wife and she would in-
terpret between us.
IQ Doyou remember any day that you spoke to him
lor any length of time ; anv conversation with him ?
AN
I Q Where was your room in that house? A. Up
peirs.
I Q Any other rooms on that floor ? A. Yes; there
pasthe sleeping room of Mr. and Mrs. Arnault on the
Me floor.
I Q Did Mr. Arnault ever come into your room while
Itowere in it? A. No, sir.
IQ- Were you here when Mrs. Arnault gave testi-
Inhlthat she caught her husband coming out of your
Pomwhen you were in bed ? A. Yes.
I Q Was that true ? A. No, sir ; she never did.
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Q. Did Mr. Arnault ever take any liberties withvo
during your stay in that house there? A. No, sr

Q. Did he ever embrace you, put his arm amohy
you, or hug you? A. No, sir.

Q. Or kiss }Bu? A. No, sir.

Q. Did he ever call you my dear, or use any term!!
endearment to you ? A. No, sir.

Q. What was his behavior towards you? A Li!
a gentleman.

10 Q. Were you on good terms with Mrs. Armanli
A. Yes ; the first time.

Q. Do you recollect any disagreement between M{]
and Mrs. Arnault during your stay there? A. Ism
once that she ill-treated the son at the dinner table!
don’t know what it was about; they spoke in Fend]
she hit him and threw him down; his cheek vl
scratched and he ran away from the house. That
in 1874. 1 was there from May to November.

Q. Do you recollect any other disturbance there!

90 A. Once there was a quarrel with Mr. Arnault, thf
she didn’t attend to the business; Mr. Arnaultco®
menced to scold her in French and she took a
and threw it at him, and Mr. Arnault told her to|
out of there—to get out of the store.

Q. What was her condition? A. Like she
know what she was doing. I
Q. While you were there did you ever see M.

nault maltreat his wife ? A. Never.

Q. Do you recollect any occasion when her kneeM

30 was broken and the doctor had to be called in? wI

Me. Simpson It was not while this WO} &
there ?

A. No.

Q. What physician came in the house
were there ? A. I never saw any doctor there.® j

Q. How long were you there? A. From |

~hile y®

Q. Then where did you go ? A. Across 1
Q. Had your sister been in that position J

40 vou? A. Yes.
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q. Was that how you got there* A. Yes.

g Where was your bed room in that house. A.
Jlroomin the back-twd flights up.

a rjonjd a light from that bed room window have
le i fromthe street? A. No, sir.

Q Could it have been from South 5th avenue pos

bly? A. No. - )
Q Did you burn candles there ? A. N o; we burned

Q How long did you stay there ? A. A year and 16
u

Q Did you receive any letters from Mr. Arnault
thleyou were there ? A. Never.

Q Did you ever write to him ? A. Never.

Q Did anybody every carry any message from you
iohimor from him to you ? A. Never.
|Q Did you ever see him during that time ? A. I
lidwhen I had to go down to his store and order wine
orpay a bill.

Q How often was that? A. I can’t say that; 20
maybe three or four months—once in a while.

Q It was not regular, going across the street every
dy? A. No, sir; I went there when I was sent to
ader some wine or to pay a bill.

Q How long would you stay ? A. Just as long as
tohand him the money or give the order.

I Q Who did you see there ? A. Mr. Arnault or his
[brother or his son ; I would give the order or pay the

Q How long would that take ? A. A few minutes; 30
lewas in the office and I was outside; the partition
|weshalf wood and half window and I looked through
thewindow ; he was in the office.

Q Who else would be in the store at the time | A.
IThe workmen perhaps, I don’t know.

I Q During the year and a half that you were across

jthe street did you ever meet Mr. Arnault in the
evening? A. No.

I Q Did you ever go out with him at all? A. No.

I Q Anywhere? A. No; not at all. 40
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Q. Or during the day ? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever signal to him in anywayfrol
your back window ? A. No, sir.

Q. Or through any other window ? A. No, sr

Q. Did you ever put any light in the windowol
that house to signal to anybody ? A. No, sir.

Q. Didn’t meet him at all except in this busire)
way? A. No, sir.

Q. After that where did you go to?' A. Uptowna
63d street,

Q. How,long did you stay there? A. Abouty
year in that place.

Q. During that year in 63d street did you em
meet Mr. Arnault day or night ? A. No, sir.

Q. Ever get any messages from him ? A. Never.!

Q. Did you ever write to him or send himan
messages ? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever see him ? A. No, sir.

Q. After that where did you go? A. To Giu
street.

Q. How long were you there? A. About ayed
and a half; something over a year.

Q. During this time in 60th street did you eversd
Mr. Arnault? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever receive any letter or any nessage
from him ? A. No; his daughter once came ag
asked me to come as a witness in that separation ead
and I went down as a witness and I seen Mr. Arnaul
before the Referee.

Q. Did he say anything to you ? A. No, sir; mta
word, nor I to him.

Q. *‘Then after that where did you go ? A. Iwed
to Europe, that was 1879, and I stayed there one year.

Q. During that year did you get any letters fror
Mi. Arnault, or any messages from him? A N
sir. 1

Q. Did you write to him or send him any messagesi
A. No, sir. dJ

Q. Did you see him during that year ! A. No, sill



61

I Didyou in any way hear from him ? A. No,

Iq Did you ever send anything to him, letter or
Lent, or anything else ? A. No, sir.
Iq Up to the time you went to Europe, did Mr.
Jmault ever visit you at any place that you were at ?
Iq. when did you come back from Europe ? A.
8) and went to my sister’s, in Williamsburgh.
. How long did you stay there? - A. Seven or 10
mtdays.
|Q During that time did you hear from Mr.
Lilt ? A. No, but his daughter sent word to me.
Ig. Did he write to you ? A. No, sir.
[q. Did you write to him ? A. No, sir.
). Did he send any message to you or you to him ?
No, sir.
Q After that where did you go to? A. I took a
Ieein his house again.
Q At whose request? A. His daughter’s; she 20’
lie for me.
to. And asked you to come to that house ? A. Yes.
to. And you went ? A. Yes.
to. What was your position ? A. Keep house.
|IQ When was this ? A. In April, 1880.
[Q How long was it after you came there before you
Me intimate with Mr. Arnault? A. A couple of
leks.
[BeCourt: Do you mean criminally intimate.
M. Shultze : “ Intimate,” is the wa,y I put the 30
Iption.
ta How did this occur; explain the circumstances ?
No answer.
1Q When you came there was Mrs. Arnault in the
Fsee A. No, sir.
|Q They had separated at that time? A. Yes, sir.
Now, give the circumstances ; how did the inti-
*7 (Mmience ? A. He screwed off the lock of my
rand came in my room.
40
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Q. Then how long did you stay in the AmanlJ
house ? A. Until September.

@ Then where did you go to? A. I took som]
rooms in 133d street.

Q. At whose request ? A. Mr. Arnault’s

Q. Were you at that time in the family way? AJ
Yes.

Q. Then did you after that live with Mr. Amauli
until his death ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you have any children by him? A. Yeg
one ; a girl.

Q. How old is she ? A. Twelve years old.

Q. Her name? A. Adele.

Q. Is she the girl to whom Mr. Arnault left hi
property? A. Yes.

Q. Did he acknowledge her as his child ? A. AesJ

Q. Did he give her his name ? A. Yes.

Q. Did he after that give you his name? A
gave me his name before that.

Q- Did he support you and the child? A. Yes

Q. What did the child call him ? A. Papa.

Q. You lived with Mr. Arnault then as his wife! m
Yes.

Q. He introduced you as his wife ? A. Yes.

Q. When did you first hear about this will that is
being contested ? A. The second day after Mr. Afl
nault was buried.

Q. Had you ever spoken to Mr. Arnault about I
will? A. No. J

Q. Did he ever speak to you about a will? -
Yes, he said he wanted to look out for Adele and dm

Q. Did he bring the will to you after it was madj
A. He brought it once to me and told me to ed
this, he said I should look at it ; I did look atit. j

Q. What was it ? A. It was a piece of paper inj
large envelope ; I took the paper out and there
“ The Last Will and Testament of Pierre Araau J
so I put it in the envelope again and Py Ol reflJ
table, and said I did not want that, and I 1 00

it-
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q Could you read it ? A. No, sir ; I could not.

Q Did he read it to you ? A. No,” sir.

Q Was anything more said about it ? A. No, sir.
Q When was that ? A. In 1886.

Q When did he die? A. In 1891. .

Q What was his health at that time ? A. He was
elicate, but he worked hard all the time.

Q How old was Mr. Arnault in 1886 ? A. About
iDar 50.

[ Q Did he ever say anything to you about making
[hiswill? A. No.

Q Didyou ever see anybody about making this
ill? A. No.

Q Did you ever have any talk with anybody about
Kewill? A. No.
j Q Did you ever meet Mr. Connolly, the gentleman
wodrew the will 2 A. Not until after Mr. Arnault
wsdead I asked him about it.

Goss-Examination by Mr. Law ren ce

Q Where did you live before you went to the Ar-
mits? A. I had a position in Tenth street, minding
childen and doing housework.

Q With whom ? A. I don’t remember the name.

Q That was your business before you went with
Ms Arnault ? A. Yes.

Q Were you born in this country ? A. No, I was
homin Europe.

Q When did you come to this country ? A. In
180

Q When did you go to Mr. Arnault’s A. In May,
ui§l

Q Where did you live from the time you came to
thscountry before you went to Mr. Arnault’s ? A.
ATenth street between 1st and 2d Avenues ; I don’t
renenber the names.

Q Any where else ? A. No, that is the only place
MNived at before I went to Mr. Arnault’s

Q How did you come to go to Mr. Arnault’s ? A.
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I seen an advertisement in the paper that he wante
somebody to work.

Q. Did you ever see Mr. Arnault before you vat!
to his house ? A. No.

Q. How soon after you went to his house didyouse
him ? A. I don’t know if I saw him the first eveniny
or not.

Q. It was your habit to see him in the house ewy
evening ? A. Mornings and evenings.

10 Q- Did you take your meals with his family? A Ye
with his family, but he generally ate in the moming
before we ate and went to his work, and in the even|
ing he would come out and eat when we all hadsum
per.

Q. You made his breakfast for him? A. Igothd
breakfast for him.

Q. Then you saw him in the morning? A YesJ
and sometimes in the evening, too, but not very dten!
He got his breakfast before the rest of the family.

20 Q- You would have his breakfast for him? A Yes

Q. Did you wait on the table? A. Yes, and hd
wife got the things ready in the office.

Q. You used to see him every day at times whay
Mrs. Arnault was not present ? A. I don’t know thatJ

Q. Mrs. Arnault was not present when he was takj
ing his breakfast in the morning? A. Yes.

Q. She didn’t take breakfast with him? A. N,
she prepared his books and papers for him to go out,
the office was right by the kitchen. Most of the dayj

.30 he went away at 7 or 8 o’clock, and he came home all
the way from 7 o’clock to 12 o’clock; sometimes ha
would stay home a day or a half a day.

Q. How frequently did he come home at 12 ocloc 1
A. I don’t know, I wasn’t there, his wife was up on
him; I heard from his wife and from his children
late he came home. , .

Q. You don’t know of your own knowledge *1
he came home at 12 o’clock ? A. I saw A
sometimes when there was much to do and was H

40 working.



q Sometimes your work would keep you up until
126dock at night ? A. No, but Mrs. Arnault wanted

ne there for company.
. gow soon after you went there did you stay up

company with her? A. She got very friendly

Iwith ne right aw ay. H 191

|Q. And remained friendly with you all the time?

I. Yes for a good while, until she wanted to put me

(down

10. How long were you friendly ? A. Four or five
months.

uQ How long were you there altogether ? A. From
lay to November.

0. Why did she become unfriendly with you ? A.
Idon't know that; she wanted to make me down.

0. She didn’t tell you why she was unfriendly to
jou? A. No, she said I had something to do with a
lowclass of men ; she wanted to put me down, and I

Id not like that, and I wanted to go away, but she
begged me to stay ; she said she didn’t say that, that
other people said that.

10. Were you friendly after that? A. Yes, it was
ifiright again after that, because she took back what
The said

[ Q What was the occasion for your leaving the
Amaults? A. She said her husband was in my room;
Rwas not so.

| 0. She told you to leave, didn’t she® A. Yes.

10. When was this, what time of day was it that
getold you to leave ? A. On Sunday evening; she
pasout, and she could not get in the house ; she said
dehad no keys, and she knocked on the door and Mr.
[Armault didn’t come right away to open it and then she
pd Mr. Arnault was upstairs ; Mr. Arnault opened the
Poor and she rushed upstairs and woke me up out of my
|seeP>and she said she seen her husband, and she had
J|D ey tocome in the house, and she said this and
r~t, and she come up and knocked on my door, and

s omade a noise, and she said I should go out, and I
wii@id all right.
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Q. Where was your room ? A ., Up stairs..

Q. What time of night was this? A. About \i
o’clock.

Q. Were you in bed ? A. Yes.

Q. Where was Mr. Arnault? A. I don’t know. I

Q. Had you seen him that evening? A. No, ar. [

Q. Had you seen him at all ? A. No, sir; Iwai
by my sister’s, across the street, and I went hone al
10 o’clock, and went right up stairs.

10 Q. Anybody in the house when you went hoed

A. I don’t know.

Q. Was the door open? A. No; I had akeyto

the door.
Q. Didn’t see anybody at all when you first vat
in? A. No.

Q. Had Mrs. Arnault before that time conplained
in any way about your relations with her husband
A. Nothing said to me.
Q. You knew she had complained? A. I heail
20 that afterwards.
Q. And Mrs. Arnault sent you right out of the
house ? A. Yes ; she said I should go and I sadall

right.
Q. And you went, and didn’t make any complaint
about it? A. No, sir. I went the next day. I

Q. Where did you go ? A. Firstl went toa friend!
for a few days in Eivington street and stayed therefl
couple of weeks. dJ

Q. Was Mr. Arnault present when Mrs. Arnaul

30 said he had been in your room ? A. I didntse >l
Arnault. dJ

Q. You didn’t hear him say anything on the sum
ject 2 A. No, sir. , d

Q. He was about there, wasn’t he? A. onl
know ; I didn’t see him that night. A~

Q. Don’t you know he was in the house. I
don’t know. ur

Q. Where did you go to after being
friend in Rivington street? A. I t00" a * j

’

40 across the street again.
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Q Right across the street from the Arnaults ? A.
Yo .

|q What position did you take there? A. Doing
housework. & 0
|Q How did you come to take a position there (
ft Thad a sister living there and she went to Europe,
ladsol took her place. T

I q When did your sister go to Europe ? A. In 1870,
A AT

1Q. Had yoursister gone away before that? A. No,

L wentaway after I went there.

IQ. Yousaw Mr. Arnault after you took this position

aqossthe way 2 A. Yes, I saw him.

Q What times would you see him? A. When I
hed business to attend to, when I was sent down to
mrder wine or to pay a bill.

TQ. How much wine would you order when you went
nere?

Question objected to as immaterial.
I A One dozen I used to order.
I Q How long would you remain when you went to
oder wine? A. A few minutes, as long as it would
taketo give him the order.
I Q What time of day did you usually go there ? A.

I don’t remember.

I Q You always went no do this, did you? A. No,
lot always; sometimes the lady herself went there,
sonetines the boy from the office was there.

I Q Did you ever see Mrs. Arnault there when you
maddgo? A. No.

1 Q She was not there at all? A. No, he was in
jbsiness with his brother and she was put out.

Q You did see Mrs. Arnault after that? A. No,
sr
I Q Didn’t you see Mrs. Arnault after you had left
|thethouse ? A. I met her once on the street.

I Q How long was that after you had left? A. I
Nont know, my little girl was with me; it was not
[while I was living across the street.
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Q. You did not speak English when you first weal
to the Arnaults ? A. No.

Q. Did you speak French at all ? A. No.

Q. Did you learn to speak English or French hefite|
you left the house? A. I learned a few commmn
words that you use for the names of things, bead]
we always spoke German.

Q. Who spoke German with you ? A Ms Ad
nault.

10 . Q- You could speak some English before you kil
*the house ? A. I understood a few words.

Q. How long did you remain in this house acroi
the street? A. A year and a half or two yeargl
don’t know exactly.

Q. During that time do you pretend to say yod
didn’t see Mr. Arnault except in the house? A N
sir; I didn’t see him anywhere else.

Q. Do you say you had not sent him any wordnm
seen “him anwhere up to the time you took yor

20 place again in his house ? A. Yes.

Q. You were called as a witness in New York? AJ
Yes.

Q. On his behalf in the court in New York? Al
Yes, I was called as a witness for Mr. Arnault andl
saw Mr. Arnault before the Referee.

Q. Did you have any conversation with him? AJ
No.

Q. Didn’t talk with him at all ? A. No, sir.

Q. And that was the only time you saw him untl

30 y°u went back to his house ? A. Yes.

Q. And two weeks after you went back you well
intimate with him ? A. About that time.

Q. From the time you went back to his house <1
from two weeks afterwards, you lived with Mr. Art
nault did you not? A. What do you mean ; I wasafl
his house until September.

Q. You cohabited with him didn’t you, from th*
time on ? A. I don’t understand that question. 1

Q. (The Court.) Do you know what cohabitatio

40 means ? A. No, sir.
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h Were you intimate with him from that time on

[Yes.
Q (The Coukt.) Did you occupy the same bed ?

[L No, sir.
mQ But you had intimate relations while you re-
Lained in his house ? A. Yes.
|Q. How soon after that did you go and take rooms
togetha? A. The end of September or the first of
Ictober.
1Q. Then you went and openly lived together ? A.
pes.

Q Under what name? A. Mr. and Mrs. Strass-
leim
1Q. Where did you live ? A. 133d street.
IQ. Do you remember Mrs. Arnault coming and
Ming you living there together? A. Yes.
I Q She brought a policeman there, didn’t she ? A.
I didiit see that; I saw her coming to the door and I
Bdn't let her in.
I Q You knew she was still his wife, didn’t you ?
1A Tdidn’'t know no law of this country.
I Q You knew she was his wife when you went to
wakthere? A. Yes.
1Q. Did you know she was his wife in September,
118) when yon and Mr. Arnault took rooms together ?
|A Tknew she was his wife, but I didn’t know if they
mad been divorced.
I Q Who suggested that you live together as Mr.
Iad Mrs. Strosshim ? A. Mr. Arnault told me to
Idosn
1Q. But did he give any reason for that? A. Yes,
mecase his daughter was intending to get married,
jttd his son was big and he didn’t want them to
maowit.
I @ You didn’t go back to his house to live with him
iMil after his daughter went away ? A. His daughter
| vesthere yet.
I Q How long after that did she go away ? A. A
ftwple of weeks ; from August to October.
I v bheleft the house right away after you lived
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with him at his home ? 4 She came and
come.

ne

Q. Didn’t she go away from the house afew »eeU
after you came there? A. She got married and
awaj.

Q. When did Mr. Arnault first speak to youaJ
his will? A. I don’t know exactly.

Q. The paper that he brought to you, you saythat
paper had written on it, “ The last Will and Tsta

10 ment of Pierre Arnault.” You remember thatocem
sion? A. Yes.

Q. How long before that had he spoken to you any|
thing on the subject of his will ? A. I don’tremenber
that he spoke about his will ; he said he had robody]
to look out for but me and Adele.

Q. How long before this occasion did he say that!
A. He said that many times ; I don’t know how dte]
or how long before

Q. Did he say it soon after you began livingta

20 gether? A. He said it often; I don’t know exacth
how soon ; I don’t remember that.

Q- Did you assist in his business after you began lin
ing together ? A. After the daughter was gonelsas
tended to the store if he went out; I had to look au
for everything.

Q. Did you have anything to do with the books!
A. No, he always had a bookkeeper ; I might look al
the books, but he always had a bookkeeper; I nevg
examined the books as to the accounts or anything o

30 that sort.

Q. What did you do in the store when Mr. Arnault
was away ? A. If somebody came and asked for Mr
Arnault I would tell theem, aiid it R d¢ddtdvheB wanted
something when Mr. Arnault was not there I waitel
upon them ; the bookkeper had no time.

Q. That continued up to Mr. Arnault’sdeath | A
Yes.

Q. Shortly before Mr. Arnault brought this papefl
to you had anything happened on the subject of awi I

40 A. I don’t remember anything about it.
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h You don’t remember whether anything was said
thesubject of making will or not ? A. I don’t re-
‘Vnber that.
1Q State again what occurred when be brought that
Vr toyou? A. He brought a big envelope and
<Mamma, here is a piece of paper for you,” I took
j«envelope and pulled a piece of paper out and there
fwas written on, “ The last Will and Testament of
'me Arnault.” I said I don’t want that and I
mowed it on the table.
Why did you say that? A. Because I did not
®nt it.
I What do you mean by you didn’t want it ? A.
loit know what 1 meant by that. I didn’t want
ratomake a will or testament and die already; I
«mIdidn’t want to see that paper ; that’s all.
IQ Yousaid on your direct examination that you
Irst heard of that will two days after his death ? A.
idnot say that.
J. Didn’t you say you first heard of it two days
iter his death ? A. When you asked me before when
eprotest against the will was reached in then I an-
gered you that I heard that two days after Mr. Ar-
'was dead.
Ididn’t ask you that? A. I understood some-
body asked me that.
IQ. What do you mean by saying that two days
fter his death ; what was it you heard then ? A.
mhat there was a protest against the will reached in.
1Q Two days after his death. A. Two days after
lewes buried.
[ Q. Did Mr. Arnault ever talk with you about this
property? A. He didn’t have any property. Do you
pean his business.

I Q. Imean his property 2 A. Where isit? I never
head of any.

1Q-. Did you understand what he was making a will
0I' A- For his business.

I Q Then you knew he was* making a will to dispose
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of his business; is that what you mean? A. Theti
tament says that.

Q. But I understood you did not see it whend
brought it in ? A. I did not see it at that time.

Q. How did you know it was a will at that tim
A. It says “ The last Will and Testament of Hej
Arnault.”

Q. What says that? A. On that piece of papll
that I took out of the envelope I read that much,
what was in it I did not know ; I did not read it. M
Arnault told me to take this and look at it andItoj
the paper out of the envelope and looked at it and
saw the title and that was all.

The following examination by the Court:

Q. Any one present at the time ? A. No, sir.

Q. What became of it after you threw it down? j
He took it up.

Q. When did you next seeit? A. After M. A
nault was dead before I heard the will was protested

Q. You never saw it from that time until after h|
death ? A. Ho.

Q. Where did you find it then ? A. In his safe.

Q. Had you never been to his safe before that? Al
Ho.

Q. Where was the will in the safe ? A. In a draw«
in the safe.

Q. Was the drawer locked? A. No; it was nd
locked.

Q. You could get at it before? A. Yes; Ico™
if I got the key, but when he gave me the keys,«
would only look for the things he said he wanted.

Q. Was it locked after his death ? A. I had
key then.

Q. How did you know it was there? A. I biB
to look for it. I looked among his papers and founB
it. J

@, {Vidh jrou ga night ta that drawer ? A. Yes.
saved all his papers there; there was no other place®
look for it; the other place was for books; that "as
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eonly place I had to look for his papers ; I knew he
vedall his papers there. . ,
| youmean to say that after his death you had
Lkey to this drawer, and.you believed the will was
L ebecause other papers were there, and you opened
C drawer and found the will? A. After Mr.
jmault was buried somebody—1 don’t know who—
Imethat Mrs. Arnault put in a protest against a
linthe courts. . n

What will ? A. Mr. Arnault’s will.

Where was this will ? A. I don’t know ; she
stknow that he made a will. So, on the 3d I heard
adon the 8th I brought that testament to Mr.
jkltze-on the 8th of January.

I From the time you threw the will down, when
Ir. Arnault showed it to you, up to the 8th of Jan-
wythat you now speak of, had you never seen that
~1? A. No, sir. *

Positive of that ? A. Yes.

Goss-Examination by Mr. Lawrence resumed :

Q Do you say that from the year 1874, the time
kenyou left the Arnault house, until the time in 1880
ken you came back there, you did not see, hear from,
rinany way communicate with Mr. Arnault, except
atheoccasions when you went into his place of busi-
resto order wine, or pay for wine? A. Yes.

1Q During the time when you were living in the
pse on the first occasion, did you ever complain to
p Arnault about Mrs. Arnault’s treatment of you,
k her complaints against you? A. No, sir; I never
pketo him on the subject at all.
I Q Never spoke with him about Mrs. Arnault at all ?
P*No, sir; never.

P efollowing examination is by the Court:

I Q You recall the occasion when you first become
ptimate with Mr. Arnault, do you not? A. Yes,

[ Q@ When was it ? A. A couple of weeks after I was
h thehouse—the end of April, 1880.
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Q. Who was living with him at that timeinthe
house ? A. His daughter.

Q. How old was she? A. Twenty-four.

Q. Was she single ? A. Yes.

Q. Did she sleep in the house ? A. Yes.

Q. Where was her room and where was yours? J
My room was on a lower floor than hers ; her bedroom
was pn the floor above.

Q. Did she occupy her room alone? A. Yes dd

10 had a bedroom for herself.

Q. Where did Mr. Arnault sleep ? A. On the sne
floor I slept on.

Q. How far from your room ? A. There wastwo
rooms between, and the kitchen, too.

Q. This night he first became intimate with you, ke
did it against your will, didn’t he ? A. Yes.

Q. Did you make any outery ? A. Who wold
hear it ? 1

Q. Did you tell his daughter next morning? Al

20 No, sir.

Q. Did you tell her at any time? A. | told her
later on. I told her before I went out of the house. I

Q. This was in April, 1880 ? A. Yes.

Q. September you went up to 133rd street? A. les.

Q. From that time in April, 1880, up to the timele
showed you the will, as you testified to, had you ar
he spoken to each other about the disposition of his
property ? A. Mr. Arnault didn’t have any property.

Q. About the disposition of his business, then ? A. 1

30 never asked him about his business.

Q. Did he ever speak to you about the disposition on
his property before he died ? A. No, I never asked.

Q. Did he ever say anything to you ? A. He alj
ways said he had only to look out for me and Adele. J

Q. Before Adele was born did he say anything toyooj
about it ? A. He told me that I should take the roomns,
that he will look out and be responsible for everything.

Q. Did he say anything about the disposition of his
property ? A. No.

40 Q. Are you sure about that? A. Yes.
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Jq “hen did he first speak about the disposition of
is property, if he should die what would become of
is property ? A. Often | said he should not work so
il I didn’'t want the business ; he said yes, it be-
longed t0 me and he had to look out for it.

[Q Did he say that before Adele was born ? A. No,

It before.
IQ You are sure of that? a . Yes, | am sure of

Q You remember when he first spoke to you about
jitt A. Idon’t remember.

[Q How soon after she was born? A. I don’t re-
kerber.

Q Where was it? A. I don’t remember.

'Q Where were you living when he first spoke to
[ouabout it ? A. I don’t know was it in the Houston
a the Wooster street or the Greene street house, he
dtensaid that.

[Fe-Drect Examination by Me. Schultze :

Q You were asked by Mr. Lawrence about provid-
ing breakfast for Mr. Arnault ahead of the family.
Pow far was Mr. Arnault’s office away from the
[oreakfast table 2 A. As far as from me to the Judge’s
leks
1Q Was Mrs. Arnault near enough to hear all of
[arconversation ? A. Yes.
IQ- During your stay with Mrs. Arnault as a servant
pu wanted to leave ? A. Yes.
I Q And she asked you to stay? A. Yes.
I Q Was this before she accused you of intimacy with
herhusband? A. Yes.
I Q When you say you think you were a witness for
F7'Armault in his action for divorce in hiew York
p ydoyou think so ? A. Because the daughter came
RPard asked me did I see that time that she throwed
P, him, and that she ill treated her brother,
M 1 saidyes.

Q And you testified to that ? A. Yes.
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@ And that is what makes you think you waea
witness for him ? A. Yes.

Q. When you say that while you were living with]
him that you knew Mrs. Arnault was his wife, whet
made you think so; why did you think she weshs
wife ? A. She was his wife before and while tha)
divorce proceeding was going on I was not hagI|
went away.

Q. Then did you, as a matter of fact, know that g

10 was his wife? A. No; I did not know sure.

The following examination is by the Court:

Q. Then why didn’t you marry him? RA. WewaJ
married before God and the world.

Q. Why didn’t you marry him if you thought hd
was divorced? A. I don’t know why.

Q. Don’t you know why you two didn’t get marl
ried ? A. No ; I never asked why.

Q. Did you prefer to live in that condition of lewdl

20 ness with him to getting married decently ? A. Idxit!
know that.

Q. Don’t you know why you didn’t get married tol
him ? A. I never asked.

Q. Did you ever have any talk with him at all about
marriage ? A. We had often talk.

Q. Why didn’t you marry him? A. Because M
Arnault had no right to do it.

Q. Why ? A. I don’t know, I don’t know7the law!
on that.

30
Direct-Examination resumed by Mr Schultze :

Q. Didn’t you go through a ceremony with My
Arnault at Jersey City Heights? RA. We did here il
Jersey City in 1881.

Q. What did it consist of? A. There was twogenj
tlemen and they told me that.

Q. Told you what? A. What they asked by {H
ceremony. J

Q. Tell us what occurred on this day; whatdidt el

40 say ? A. If I would stay with Mr. Arnault, and i 1
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keep to him—I don’t know what they asked

|Q Where was that ? A. On the hill here,
fc Do you know who the gentlemen were ? A. No,
t. one of them was a French gentleman. I don’t
W  his name. v
Q Why did you go to that place ? A. Mr. Arnault
adthat we should get married. I know afterwards
|ehad no right. >
[Q But he wanted to get married to you ? A. Yes. ID
Q And you went there for that purpose ? A. Yes.
JQ. What was the character of the ceremony that
msperformed ? A. They asked me something and 1
arswered yes.

Do you remember what was said ?  A. I would
Layby Mr. Arnault and attend to him if he was bet-
ta; or weak, or bad, or good, or anything like that.

I Q Were any questions put to Mr. Arnault? A.
[Yes; the same things.

Q Then what did you do after that? A. We went 2D
£0Ie.
I Q One of the two men present asked you the ques-
jions? A. Yes.
I Q Did you know him, had you ever seen him be-
foe? A. No; I never seen either of them before.
I Q Were they at the house when you went there ?
|A They were in that house where we went to.

Pbe following examination is by the Court:

I Q In April, 1880, you became intimate with Mr. 3D
Armault? A. Yes.

I Q In September, 1880, you moved to 133d Street,

ad lived there under the name of Mr. and Mrs.
Strossheim? A. Yes.

I Q You knew that was not his name ? A. Yes.

I Q You knew that you were living illictly together,
Idddtyou ? A. At that time ?

I Q Had you spoken of marriage up to that time ?
TA Tdon’'t know.

40
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Q. How long did you live there ? A. About onJ
year.

Q. Had you spoken of marriage during that year
A. We was to that place during that year over im
Jersey City.

Q. You came over to Jersey City ? A. Yes; ad
Sunday evening ; Mr. Arnault and I.

Q. His business was in New York ? A. Yes.

Q. And you came to Jersey City to have this cere]
mony performed ? A. Yes.

Q. Why didn’t you stay in New York and haveitl
A. I don’t know. Mr. Arnault asked me to coma
here. I suppose he knew the hill better.

Q. Didn’t you know at that time that hehada
wife ? Q. I knew it before.

Q. Didn’t you know it then ? A. I don’tknowhowl
to answer you. I didn’t know whether he had g
divorce between the time I was in Europe or not.

Q. When did you first learn that he hadn’t a dij
vorce ? A. Later; after.

Q. After what ? . A. After the little girl was bornl

Q. When you went through this ceremony were
you under the impression that he hadn’t a wife? A
Yes.

Q. Then why didn’t you ask for a legal marriage in
New York ? A. I don’t know.

Q. You thought he had no wife ? A. Yes.

Q. Then why did you come here to go through this
ceremony? Why didn’t you go to a clergyman in
New York to be married ? A. I don’t know that.

Q. Did you ask him ? A. No.

Q. Did you ask to go to a magistrate and be mar-
ried? A. No.

Q. Did you ask him to go before a clergyman in
New Jersey before you came over here ? A. I didnt
ask him.

Q. But you went before two strange men and ma e
a contract of marriage ? A. I trusted Mr. Arnault,

what he said, it was the truth.
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lq. You went before two strange men? A. He
bows the gentlemen.
Q Didn’t you know they were not clergymen ? A.
jdidn’t know that.
1Q. Did you think they were clergymen ? A. Yes ;
aeof them I thought was.
1Q. Where was this place ? A. I wasnotacquainted
lith the place. It was away back on the hill. 1
dmt know the street. It was on a Sunday evening.
[ Q How did you get there ? A. With the Hoboken 10
a We got out on the hill, and walked back to a
louxe
1Q And met these two men? A. Yes.
1Q You thought one of them was a minister ? A.
Thetis what I thought, of course.
IQ Did you ask him ? A. No, sir; because I trusted
what M. Arnault said.
1Q No one present but these two strangers ? A.
Ho
| Q Ever seen them since ? A. No. 20*
Q Did you get a certificate ? A. Not that evening.
1 Q Did you go back to Harlem, 133rd Street, then ?
U Yes.
I Q Did you continue to live as Mr. and Mrs. Strass-
feein? A. Yes.
I Q Why didn’t you live under his name? A. Be-
huse he didn’t want that on account of his daughter
r soon going to be married, and she should not
[bow.
I Q Didn’t you believe you had married him leg- 30.
Fv- A. Yes; but he didn’t want them to know
pat.
1Q. When did you first take his name ? A. After I
p:!rg in his house; that was the 19th of Auégust,

m ®ow 1°ng after this alleged ceremony ? A.
1Ahout a year or fifteen months.

I Q When was his daughter married ? A. In Sep-
tenbar.

I -How long after this alleged marriage between 4$.
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you and Mr. Arnault? A. About a year and a iJI
something like that.

Q* Then from the time you had this ceremony .
formed, as you say, up to a year and a half afterw]
yon lived together as Mr. and Mrs. Stmslieiiy
Harlem ? A. Yes.

Edmund Braekeeler, sworn on behalf of the

ponent, testifies as follows:

Direct Examination by Mr. Schultze:

Q. What is your business? A. I am inthew
business in New York City; have been in busiyy
there about 28 years ; I knew Pierre Arnault inj
lifetime ; I first became acquainted with him about
years ago; I saw him frequently, every week or evl
two weeks or every month; I had business deala
with him from 1868 up to the time of his death, a
during that time saw him sometimes two or th
times a week.

Q. What was Mr. Arnault’s character as a ml
A. He attended to business; he had a bookkeep
but he attended to it mostly himself; he made ¢
purchases himself and attended to the sales, and hej
tended to the financial part of the business.

Q. Did anyone else attend to it with him? A N

Q. State what your impression was of him? A|
always considered Mr. Arnault a very strict, attenti
business man, and the greatest worker I ever metl
my business career ; this was so from the time I knd
him until his death.

Q. Was there anvthingf in his business dealj
that you thought would indicate any peculiarity!
any kind ? A. No; he was always very strict, n
prompt in his business dealings, and very correct,
made no mistakes.

Q. Did he ever speak to you of his wife? A
he only spoke to me of his daughter and bis son.
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§. Did you visit his place of business ? A. Yes.

B Who did you see there besides Mr. Arnault ? A.
elast years I saw his daughter who was keeping the
*ks, and also his son, and afterwards the lady he
dwas Mrs. Arnault; this lady in court. (Pointing
Ms. Strassheim.)

She was there frequently? A. Yes, she was
laeall the time ; she was about the store attending
herchild, and so on.

Q When you talked business with him did she in- 10
fere in any way ? A. No, the orders were given by
[ Arnault himself.
. She never suggested anything that he changed at
> suggestion? A. No.
Q What seemed to be their relation ? A. Like man
1d wife.
|Q Anything more than that? A. No.
Q Who was the leading spirit in this business 2 A.
. Arnault.

iBOSSEXAMNATION BY Mr . sIMPSON :

. You supplied him with wine ? A. Yes.
I*Are you supplying his wife now ? A. No, never
joeany business with her since his death.

You knew him 25 years ? A. Yes, 30 years.

Did you ever visit his family while Helene
|madt was living with him ? A. No.

Did you ever visit his family ? A. No. *

Never made any social calls upon him whatever ?
No, I only knew him in a business way selling him 30
'e!  was very agreeable to me, and I knew Mrs.

pult and his daughter, and that is all.

*1 Did you ever receive his orders by mail for wine ?
tmay be, I don’t remember ; my business gener-
was with him personally up to the time of his

A )but it may be that we received some orders by

our calls upon him were short and of a busi-
&Rharacter? A. Yes.

| And all you knew of him was what you learned 40
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from these short business calls ? A. Thatisalll¥

times I would see him once or twice a week; dh

the last five years of his life I should saylsw

once or twice a week. I came over to Jasey@
three or four times while he lived in Jersey Gty, aj
I called upon him ; when he was sick I went there]
see him.

Q. You saw Mrs. Strassheim there with hm
Yes.

Q- Were they affectionate toward each other! al
Very affectionate.

Q. Did he seem to think much of her? A Y

Q. In what terms did he address her? A Idd
remember.

Q. Why do you say they were affectionate! 1
The way she talked to him, and the child was
and he was very fond of the child, and he usedtola
and play with the child.

Q. Did you ever hear any extended conversation
between them ? A. Ho.

Q. Ever hear her advise him about business? |
Ho.

Q. She talked about business ? A. When I wol|
call I would see them there together, and he ader
some goods and she might have made a remark ti
they wanted some goods and he would talk about it

Q. She took an interest in the business? A Yd
seemed to.

Q. Did he ever visit you in New York? A Yew

Q. How frequently during the last five years ofa
life ? A. Not so often; he was always very busy.J

Q. Was he a domestic man and stayed at hom
A. Very much so; he stayed at home a great deal. ,

Q. (By Mr. Schultze.) Was he a strong-mindi
man or a weak-minded man? A. A very st

minded man.
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ftoKSLES Forti er, sworn on the part of the pro-
nent, testifies as follows :

| kect Examination by Mr. Schultze :

am a bookkeeper for Henry Maillard I knew
lerre Arnault in his lifetime was employed by

Ifrom 1884 for six years.

|Q He employed you ? A. Yes.

Under whose directions were you there? A. 10

Limself.

iQ Anyone else? A. Ho, sir.

Q He told you what to do? A. Yes.

Q Who conducted the business ? A. Mr. Arnault.

Q Entirely? A. Entirely.

[Q Did anyone else ever meddle in the orders which
received, or give you contrary orders. A. Not
IT know of.

IQ He was the head of the business entirely and

inducted it himself ? A. Yes. 20
|QDo you recollect any circumstances indicating
character of the man, whether he was strong-

Ided or strong willed ? A. His business was con-

ped as well as anybody could conduct it; he was a

Jiness man.

H. Look at the lady behind you and see if you know

£(Mrs. Strossheim). A. Yes; she is Mme. Arnault,
knew her during the time I was there ; she lived

him and they had a child.

R- Did they live in the house where the business gg

msdone? A. Part of the time.

L~ ~hat was their relationship as you understood

Y As man and wife.

K' Did she ever have anything to do in ordering

I®about and giving you directions? A. No, sir; I

J*avs had my orders from Mr. Arnault himself.

mct | ' *°UeVer n°bice any peculiarity in his con-

Sir.

@ nything in his business to indicate there was
In? the matter with him ? A. No, sir. 40
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Q. Anything to indicate that anybody had any in
fluence over him f A. Not that I know of.

Q. Did he ever speak to you about his family? A
Sometimes.

Q. What would he say ? A. He would speak abot
his daughter, that was all.

Q. Did he ever mention his wife? A. Notthatl
know of.

Q. What was your employment there? A. Iwes

10 bookkeeper sometimes, and other times I was dliged

to go out driving the wagon.

Cross-Examination by Mr. Simpson :

Q. You were merely a bookkeeper in the store? A
Yes ; not all the time.

Q. Where are you employed now ? A. By Hewy
Maillard.

Q. You came here without a subpoena ? A. Yes.

December 29th, 1893, the matter was adjourned,

20 and by regular adjournment was continued to January

5th, 1894, upon which date the taking of testimony
was resumed and continued as follows :

The proctors of the respective parties all appearing.

Edward P. Tyson, being sworn on the part of the
proponent, testifies as follows :

Direct-Examination by Mr. Schultze :

30 I am in the California wine business in New Yorkj
City ; I knew Pierre Arnault; I first became a|
quainted about 15 years ago, and knew him upto »
death. j

Q. How frequently did you see him in a year about
A. I could not tell, 8 or 10 times a year, pro a y
more ; I knew him in a business way ; I wasa “j
business place in Prince street frequently, and be soraen
times came to my place of business. J
Q. What was his character as a man? A.
40 of good business ability, hard working, energe ic,
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jitable temperament ; he attended to his business en-
tirely in his dealings with me ; my business was gen-
erally with him, excepting with his bookkeeper some
jimes.

I Q Did anyone meddle with his orders ? A. No, not
at all.

I Q Was there anything that you noticed in your
business dealing with him to indicate any peculiarity,
or mental trouble ; anything of that sort? A. No.

I Q Did he ever speak to you of his wife ? A. No ;
pot that I remember.

I Q Do you recollect any circumstances indicating
the character of the man, whether he was strong
mnded or strong willed? A. I don’t recollect any
particular circumstances, not more than the general
[conduct of the man in conducting his business, that
would indicate a strong will, and obstinate in his dis-
position, very fond of having his own way.

|Goss-Examination by Mr. Law rence :

! Q How frequently did you see him in a year? A.
In Prince street I saw him eight or nine times,
probably oftener; after he moved over on the heights
[t so often.

Q Eight or ten times a year ? A. Perhaps it
might have been twice as often as that; I don’t know.

Q That continued up to what time ? A. L ntil he
nmoied over here ; I don’t know when that was.

Q You saw him at his place of business ? A. Yes,

adsometimes at my place of business, 24 Dey street,
York City.

~°U soun”  him be an excitable man ? A.

! @ exchable temperament when you crossed him ;

N7 writable, I should judge, like a great many
men.

m Did you frequently notice him during those
periods of excitement ? A No
0

A Ib ~ ~°U Seen when under excitement ?
aveseen him excited, but my relations with him
were very pleasant. dJ
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Q. You first saw him about fifteen years ago? A
About that, I should say about 187879,

JAMES A. DeBuchy, sworn on the part of the proJ
ponent, testified as follows :

DIttECT-IExAMINATION BY Mr. scHULTZE :

I am importer and commission merchant of wines
and liquors in New York City ; I knew Pierre Arnault;
I first became acquainted with him in 1884 inahs-1
ness way, but I have known him since I was aboy. I

Q. How frequently did you see him? A As4d
salesman does, I should say twenty times a year;
every couple of weeks or so; I had business with hm
since 1884, and knew him up to the time of his death.!

Q. In our business dealings with him, do youre
collect any circumstances that would indicate the
character of the man, whether he was strong minded
or weak minded ? A. I alway found him strong
minded, exact in his business, prompt in his payments;!
he made no mistakes in his orders ; he was dear
minded.

Q. How much business did you do with M.
Arnault? A. I cannot tell from memory; it wasa
good deal.

Q. Did he do it to your entire satisfaction ? A. Yes*
I had no fault to find with him.

Q. About how much in a year did you do with himI
A. $200, or $300 perhaps.

Q. Did any onevinterfere with his business dealingsI
A. No, sir.

Q. Anyone give any contrary orders ? A. No, snij

Q. In his business dealings with you did anyb y
consult with him, or did he consult with anyone B
respect to his buying and selling? A. No, ewM
perfectly free in his dealings with me, acted acco i

to his own dictates. J
Q. Did he ever speak to you about hiswie. ~1

No-
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I Q Did you know Mrs. Lizzie Strassheim Arnault ?
A Tknew the lady that was introduced to me as Mrs.
krnault.

I Q Did you ever meet her in your business dealings
[with him? A. Yes, occasionally when I was m the
pae I have spoken to her; she was there as his wife,
ke spoke to her as Madame Arnault and he so intro-
dueed her to me.

[ Q Did she in any way ever interfere with any of
Mbusiness dealings ? A. I never saw it.

Goss-Examination by Mr. Lawrence :

I Q What did she seem to be doing in the place of
[osiress there ? A. Helped her husband; put up
demjohns once in a while when I was there ; she was
hot always there, but frequently she was.
I Q Where do you mean? A. I knew them in
prince street and on Jersey City Heights; on the
haghtsthey lived in that place.
I Q How frequently did you see her at Jersey City
Weights? A. I called there every two weeks and she
Iwoud be in that place generally.
I Q What was she doing then ? A. Working in the
kitchen, I saw her there.
I Q When did he introduce her to you as Madame
jimault? A. When I first did business with him, in
=1 /
IQ. Did you observe their relations toward each
| 6, were they affectionate or otherwise? A. Yes,
| ways thought so, seemed to be affectionate.
ly ~0Q goods to Mr. Arnault and he paid you
pronptly? A, Yes. vit’ ~ |
* And that is what made the business satisfactory
P** A Yes, in all my dealings.

10
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Theodore Connolly, recalled on the part of the
proponent:

Direct Examination by Mr. Schult ze :

I am an attorney at law, assistant corporation counsel
of the City of New York ; I drafted the will of Peme!
Arnault; I have testified here as to the execution of
the will.

Q* How long a time was spent by you on the peJ
paration of the will? A. The physical dictation only!
a few minutes.

Q. As to the interviews you had with him in regard,
toit? A I saw him several times, during which he
mentioned this intended will, but mixed up with other!
business and I can’t tell; he asked various questions
about the law in New York. He always came tony
office alone except once or twice when his bookkeeper
came with him ?

Q. Was there ever a lady with him ? A. No, sr.

Q. Did you ever see this lady (indicating) Ms.
Strassheim ? A. Only once; that was in my officg
after his death. I never saw her before his death.

Q. In Mr. Arnault’s interviews with you in regard!
to the preparation of the will, did he ever consult anv
memorandum ? A. I think not; his directions were
verbally.

Q. Did he ever write to you about it? A. No.

Q. Tell us, briefly as you can, just what instruction!
you received from him? A. Well, it is some tima
ago. I remember the instructions were to leave t a
bulk to his wife, Lizzie Strassheim, as he called her,
and I think also $5,000 to his child or children in t i
event of their marriage with the approval, I thin , ol
his wife, but I am not clear on that. His instruction!
were very brief. His conversations were with re eil

ence to the law of the State. dJ
Q. How did he impress you? A Perfectly raj

tional.
Q. Knew" what he was doing ? A. Perfecty.
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I Q Doyou remember his questions with regard to
thelaws of the State ?  A. No ; they were very gen-
aa. The impression I got was that he had something
in hs mind that he didn’t tell m e; he was fencing
round; he never came to the facts; he was talking
bourd

I Q There was nothing to indicate that he was a man
whowas influenced by anybody, or was in any way
nentally deficient ? A. He was not at all deficient;
hsmind was very clear.

IQ Did you come in contact with him after the
drawing of the will ? A. Frequently.

IQ Didyou notice any change? A. When his health
gtpoor he impressed me as a man that was breaking
dwn When I first saw him he was in perfect health.
Hsmind was always perfectly clear.

(Goss-FExamination by Mr. Lawrence :

I Q He was not in good health when he came to con-

aityouinregard to the will? A. Didn’t appear to

[ke no; looked haggard.

I Q Did you know him before that time? A. Yes.
Q Had you observed that he was failing in health ?

p It was some change in physical appearance, aging

pry fast, tired or fatigued from business or from other

influences very perceptiblv.

I Q It was noticeable to you? A. Yes, sir; and

nOe & afterwards. This physical appearance was

oontinuous, but not very striking at the execution of

kuta giadual change and continuous.
R ousay he did not consult any written memo-

ry unwhen he consulted you about the will? A.
pot at all.

*He was prepared with what he wanted to do with
Property before he came to you ? A. Yes.
ijr 6 came and told you what he wanted?

done6 me ms’ructi°ns as to what he wanted
nte Slnstruc” ons were very positive and defi-
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not for the purpose of learning to whom he shoid
leave his property ? A. No, as to the law of the State!
his impression was that the French law and the Ameri]
can law were different as to property and so on

Q. How many times did you see Mr. Arnault during]
the preparation of this will and the conversation about
it? A. I think I saw him two or three times when
the will was mentioned ; he simply told me what to
do; we had some conversations about it; something

10 about it struck me as peculiar, and I asked for further
instructions and he gave directions.

Q. What do you mean by that? A. He gave ne
directions to leave the property to Lizzie StrassheiraJ
my wife, and I said why don’t you call her your wafe,
if she is ; why do you call her Lizzie Strassheim ? that
throws a doubt upon her. He said he wanted to nake
her definite. I said calling her wife makes her definite!
and I think he said that that was her maiden nane,
and that is the reason he wanted it. He says “I

20 know what I am about; I know yvhy I want it in thafl
way, and you put it in as I want it.”’

Q. (Me. Schtjit ze.) So he knew what he was about,
and would not take any suggestions ? A. No; nosug
gestions at all; he took it rather unkindly, my meking
any suggestions on the subject.

De. Louis DePlace, sworn on the part of the pri
30 ponent, testifies as follows :

Dieect Examination by Me. Schultze :

I am a physician and surgeon; I knew Pierre ArnatuB
I became acquainted with him in 1878 or 79,an 101 I
that time I was his physician— his family physicnn
have attended him at different times for asthma a1
bronchitis. ?7 "

Q. You knew his general physical make-up> j
Yes. I saw him the day before his death the as J

40 December 28th, 1891. He had another physicia
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Iirgthelast month on Jersey City Heights* but from
‘I8or 79 up to his last illness I never knew of any
physician attending him but myself. I think he would
lesetold me if he had. Sometimes we don’t know
what patients are doing.

Q Did Mr. Arnault ever have any nervous or epil-
eptic fits? A. Never, that I know of.

Q Did'he ever have any kind of an ailment which
swauld make him act or say things that he didn’t know
janything about ? A. I never observed anything of the
kindin Mr. Arnault.

Q Did he ever have any ailment that made him un-
cosciows for any period of time? A. Not that I
[know of.

Q How frequently did you use to visit him ? A.
Sonxtines ten or twelve times in a year, depending
wm the sickness in the family.
| Q What was his general health? A. He was in
general health, except he was subject to asthma and
bronchitis.

Q Did either of these troubles affect his mind ? A.
INotin the least; they could not.

I Q Was there anything the matter with his mind ?
A Talways found him a man of very sound mind.

Q Did he have any trouble that could have affected
hsmind?? A Not that I know of.

Q Was his mind a strong one or a weak one? A.
Astrong one.

Q Did you ever hear of his having a sunstroke ?
77 -

i HDid you hear any of his family discuss his sun-
stroke? A. They never told me.

la * y°u ever notice anything in his conduct

& would indicate that he had sunstroke'? A.
«ever.

I« ~  *°U a”enc® him in his last illness? A. I
F+*cdledthe day before his death for consultation,

L ;exainined him alone while I was waiting for the
I “aciait who was attending him, and I found Mr.
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Arnault suffering from chronic bronchitis and head
disease, and dropsy of the legs.

Q. Would either of those three ailments affect his
mind ? A. I found his mind very strong at that tineJ
he spoke to me very clearly.

Q. Did you ever meet any other physician a thj
Arnault house during all the time you knew hin? AJ
No.

Q. Did you hear of any one attending him? A
told me he had a family physician on Jersey Gty]
Heights, I don’t remember the name.

Q. Do vou recollect any circumstances that would
indicate that he was a strong or weak minded man!
A. I always found him a strong man, a sound nan
and very reasonable, always talking with me as a
rational man would speak.

Q. Did you ever find him crazy ? A. Never.

Q. Did you know anything about his family rda
tions? A. I have attended his daughter that is
married. I have always found him very attentive to
his wife and children, very kind ; when there was any!
thing the matter with them he always called neill

promptly.

Cross-Examination by Mr. Lawrence :

Q. Where do you live ? A. 57 East 27th sred,
New York City; have been practicing in New Yoil
City since 1877. I came from Belgium to thiscountrjn
in 1877 ; I practiced in Belgium from 1866 to 1877,1
general practice. J

Q. How long before the time the day hefore Ml
Arnault’s death had you seen him ? A. Probably threl
or four months, not more than five months.

Q. Had you noticed that during the last few years
of his life he was declining in health ? A. I consi erj
him in good health until the last year of his life-
died in 1891 ; before that I always considered m

strong man. I
Q. You don’t mean his physicial condition was m
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siagas when you first knew him? A. No, surely
oty I guess we become older every day.

| Q Had he not declined in health considerably ? A.
pfot that [ have observed.

[ Q How frequently during the year were you called
tose M. Arnault? A. The times I was called in to
hisfanily 1 saw him, but I cannot tell you how many
tines may be 10 or 20 or 40 times in a year.

| Q Those occasions were not to treat Mr. Arnault
dithetime? A. No, very seldom.

I Q When you were treating other members of the
failywould you have conversations with Mr. Arnault?
A Very often.

I QDid you see him at his business place ? A. Yes,
adat his private house where he lived.

Q You don’t mean on all of the visits to his family
wvinhad conversation with him, or made any observa-
timof his condition ? A. When I was called in there
tohis family he was always talking with me, always
Inquiring what treatment 1 was giving to the members
afhis family.

I Q How many times did you make any examination
[dM. Arnault’s condition ? A. I could not tell you
exactly. Ihave attended him different times, always,
frthe same trouble, asthma and bronchitis.

! Q Did you make any complete examination of him
inorderto find out 2 A. I made as complete examina-
nt as was necessary.

I Q When he was not well he gave you his symptoms
;s you made an examination in relation to that ? A.

| @ You have said you did not notice anything about
* Amar* that would indicate that he was not of
»andmind? A. That is so.
i ou don’t mean that you ever made any ex-
1 uiation as to Mr. Arnault’s mental condition? A.
never “een required to make an examination

0 ismental condition. I observed that he was al-
Visrational with me.
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®@. You do not profess to be an expert in raatJ
diseases? A. No, I do not.

Re-direct Examination by Mr. Schultze ;

Q. What were the mental characteristics of M. A=
nault ? A. I always considered him a very ratias]
strong man.

Q. You were his family physician ? A. Yes

William H. Van Ojen, sworn on the pat of th
proponent, testifies as follows :

Direct Examination by Mr. Schultze :

I am a wholesale grocer in Hoboken ; I knew Mrl
Arnault in his lifetime ; I had business dealings with
him for the last 15 or 16 years ; I met him frequently!
during that time up to the time of his death ; for thy
last few years I met him three or four times a weeli
and before that most every week.

Q. Did you see him at his house ? A. I seen hm
when they were living in New York.

Q. And also at your place of business ? A. Yes. 1

Q. In your business dealings with him was there
anything to indicate to you whether he was a strong
or weak-minded man ? A. Yes, I always thought hi
was all right. At the time he had business with ug
he came every week and took orders for wines an!
such things as that and delivered them to me.

Q. lroudid a good deal of business with him? M
Yes.

Q. Was it matters of quite some detail? A. SonJ
weeks a couple of hundred dollars; some weeks n*
more than $25. -

Q. How did he act in his business transactions Wi
you? A. The same as everybody else wouldd(j J
the square ; he brought goods there and 1 Bid
his bills.

Q. Did he ever make any mistake ? A. No.
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1 He was clearminded ? A. Yes, so far as I know.
IQ Did you notice anything in your business deal-
L withhim that would indicate any peculiarity of
daata? A. No, sir.
|Q. Did he ever speak to you of his wife ? A. Yes,
kedid. ! :
IQ. In what respect? A. About seven or eight
Iasago he came to my house and wanted to hire a
loameof me in Franklin street. I was not home. My
Iifetold me that Mr. Arnault and his wife was here
Li wanted to hire the house, so, next day, I went to
heir business place in New York, and seen Mr. Ar-
rakand I seen the lady and a little child there; he
inroduced the lady to me as his wife. This Mrs.
iStrassheim here is the lady he introduced to me as his
mif¢ he introduced me to them as ‘‘my wife and
Lild.
1QDid he ever speak to you about any other wife ?
No, sir.
I

Qoss-Examination by Mr. Lawrence :

Q You sawhim at his business place in New York ?
ji. Yes.
IQWwoelse did you see there ? A. The lady and
Se child

Q Was that the first you had met him? A. No; I
N known him before that; that was the first time
lever went to Mr. Arnault’s place of business in New
H i he always came to my place of business and
H orders for goods.
I1QOn that day this lady was introduced to you as
iswife? A. Yes, on that day I was introduced to
plady who sits here now as his wife. 1 had never
smker before that time. That must be seven or
pht years ago, maybe more. I had never been to
r Vace °f business before.
IQ Was Mr. Arnauit an excitable man? A. No, I
p f saythat he was ; I never saw him excited.
L *%er this introduction, how often did you see
P*pasn who was introduced to you as his wife?
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A. I seen her, maybe, two or three times a year aftd
that.

Q. Then you would see them both together® A
Yes.

Q. Did they seem to he loving and affectianatd
A. I never seen anything wrong.

Q. Were they affectionate ? A. Yes; 1omethad
very often and the lady was working, and he ves in
the office, and she attending to the business, hdprg
bottling, &c.; attending to the place, washing boa
ties; she used to be round there.

Q. She was always taking part in the business, veg§
she? A. Yes.

Q. Did she ever have anything to say to you dunt!
the business? A. No.

Q. Did she ever join any conversation between M}
Arnault and you? A. No, sir.

Eugene Dennison, sworn on the part of the pg
ponent, testifies as follows :

Direct Examination by Mr. Schultze :

I am in the bakery business in New York; I kew
Mr. Arnault since 1871 ; I knew him until he died,
last saw him in his coffin ; before that I saw hmIas
three months before he died, in my house; I did a
good deal of business with him ; and he used to visif]
me with his lady and his child; we were onfriendll

terms. F
Q. You came here as a matter of friendship to ml

A. As a matter of duty.

Q: Will you state the mental characteristics of i 2»
Arnault as they impressed you ? A. We were avam
good friends doing business together; he was upngj
and intelligent; the first I heard that hewas aazy 1
when he was dead; my dealings with him were a  Jj
straight; he used to come to my place of business
his bill to collect it, and he was correct to
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L t; hewas the most intelligent business man I came
CGross; he carried on his business very straight; never
nackany errors at all.

I Q Did he ever mention his wife to you? A. Yes;
L preseted his wife to me, this lady here in court, as
liswifeand child ; they visited me at my house in
:Minaranedk

I Q How did he live with them ? A. A good family ;
ivayhappy; he visited me once or twice and they
leened perfectly proper people.

I 0. Did he ever speak to you of any other wife than
this one? A. No, sir; I knew his first wife but
Inever spoke anything about it; he never mentioned
Mistrouble with his first wife at all.

I QDid you know why they were not living to-
ggther? A. When the business was in Worcester
[sreet] knew also the daughter and. the son.

I QDid you know why he was not living with his
firstwife? A. I never asked him any questions; I
didi't bother with his family matters.

sGosFxamination by Mr. Lawrence :

| Q WWere you subpoenaed to appear here ? A. No,
Ilcane at the request of Mr. Schultze.

| QThenyou didn’t come because you thought it
mesyour duty ? A. Duty as a man.

! Rlix Depuy, sworn on the part of the proponent,
testifies as follows :

Drect-Fxamination by Mr. Schul tze :

Q What is your business? A. I keep a property
uptown ; two houses. I rent the place out and at the
®metime I work for a wholesale drug store in New

. keewPierre Arnault: I first became acquainted
m8Btand my acquaintance lasted until his death. I
foded for him in 1884, 1885 and 1886, about two

Y ~or alittle over. The first year I was there I was
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at his place of business from 7 o’clock in the narirg
until midnight sometimes ; after that first year I ves
there from 7 in the morning until 8 o'dodk inthg
evening. I saw Mr. Arnault every day.

Q. Did he during this time say or do anything thaf]
seemed peculiarto you ? A. No.

Q. Who carried on the business there s A M]
Arnault.

Q. Did any one else interfere? A. His sn veq
there when Mr. Arnault was not there.

Q. Who was the head of the house? A M]
Arnault.

Q. Who gave the orders ? He did.

Q. Did he employ you ? A. Yes.

Q. Was this lady here in the court there duing
that time? A. Yes.

Q. Was she introduced to you ? A. No.

Q. Who did you understand she was? A. At fist
I thought it was the wife of Mr. Arnault, the nistres
of the house.

Q. Did this lady help him in his business? A Se
came from time to time, but rather seldom

Q. Did she interfere with his carrying on busines?
A. No.

Q. Did she ever give any orders contrary to his a=
ders? A. No.

Q. How many men were employed there about the
time you were there? A. Four or five; during the
busy season there would be more.

Q- Do you know how much business he did? A
No.

Q. What was your work there? A. I wadked iD
the cellar bottling and fixing the demijohns and filling
them.

Q. Did he ever give you any orders which nade you
think he was peculiar or that were wrong? A %
sir.

Cross-Examination by Mr. Lawrence :

Q. What was the first year of your employment by
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M Arnault? A. 1884 ; I can’t tell exactly what
nme,
0. Did you see this woman here, who has been
pointed out to you in the court room, there on the
lccasion of your first employment there? A. I did
ntsee her the first day I entered there.

Q When was the last year of your employment by

M. Amault? A. If I commenced in 1884, it must
21838 but I can’t tell positively.
1 0. What part of the year was it when you left his 10
engdoynent? A. 1 can’t tell that either.
IQ. You first thought this woman was his wife ? A.
s
10 Why did you think she was his wife ? A. With
palking with the other workmen there.
I 0 what did you see this woman who was living
with Mr. Arnault doing about the business? A. She
camedown stairs, and sometimes she made entries on

ooks In the office, sometimes she prepared the

’;s arranged the demijohns. 20

10. How frequently did you see this ? A. Several
mmes, but 1 could not tell how often.

I0. pid you ever have any talk with her about the

siness® A. No; sometimes when Mr. Ainault

wasiit there she would give an order to the help what
Mo, but not very often.

IQ Who asked you to come here to-day ? A. Mr.

nchulize.

I Q How long since you have seen this lady that was

rae Mr. Arnault ? A. The last time I saw her 30
,@é “he other lady asked me to come here for her,
|Mer behalf.

I Qpid youtalk with the lady when you saw her ?
4. Yes.

¢ Did she talk to you about this case ? A. Yes.
| QDidshe ask you to come here as as witness for

ptoday? a. No>

Direct Examination by M b. Sohultze :

I <Whenyou say you were asked by the other lady 40
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to come here, who do you mean ? A. Moe Hae
Arnault.

0. What did she say to you ahout coming hered Al
She came to the shop where | work and told net
must come here to testify. 1 told her that it would e
very inconvenient for me to come here, that | could
not come ; she told me she would pay me well for
coming here.

Q. Did I promise you anything for coming herd

10 A. No.

0. What did she promise ? A. She told me if g8
gained the suit she would pay me well.

Q. And did you come here? A. Yes.

0. Were you called upon the witness stand? A. I
was here, but 1 did not come as a witness.

Prit1ip C. Priscer, sSworn on the part of the Greg
20 tor, testifies as follows :

Direct-Examination by Mr. Simpson

Q. You knew Mr. Pierre Arnault in his lifetine
A. 1 did.

Q. And you knew Mrs. Helene Arnault ? A Idy
I am a nephew of Mrs. Helene Arnault.

Q. When did you first visit them ? A. It mstha#
been around the end of 1871.

Q. In 1871 and 1872 you visited the house? A

30 Yes, and the early part of 1873, during that entivetir®

I visited them a couple of times a month.
Q. Did you have any opportunity on those visitse]

noticing the relations between Mr. and Mrs. Arnau*
A. Yes, I was present there sometimes three o 1

hours at a time.
Mr.schuitze ¢ We object to this as too®

mote. It was before the entrance of Mrs. has

heim on the scene. M
Q. You heard Mr. and Mrs. Arnault talking m

40 gether ? A. Yes.
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4§ £ver hear him address her in terms of endear-
Uf A Yes, he called her My Dearie, and 1
Kt remember any certain name, only they always
hared to be very friendly, very loving and very
id.
[o. Didyou ever see him strike her? A. No, sir;
Soattenyt.

Me. Pakry : The Court has excluded evidence
showing their relations in 1872.

The Court : That was as to alleged miscon-
duct towards the boy.

M:. Parry : And as to her pulling Mr.
Armault’s beard, and we offer to show that their
relations were not then peaceable and har-
noniovs.

What was the conduct of Mr. Arnault toward
liswfein1873? A. Quite friendly, very friendly.
1Q IId he appear affectionate toward her. A. He
d
IQ When did you next visit the family after 1873 ?
L Treead of 1874.
1QIidyou also visit them in 1875 ? A. I did.

IQ Didyou notice any change in the conduct of Mr.
padt towards his wife then? A. I did, a very
pat change.
1Q What did you notice ? A. I noticed that he was
wlager kind and at every possible pretext finding
M, aoss and sour.
IQ Aver see him strike her ? A. I did in 1875 and
| 86sevaral times.
Q What was the cause of his striking her ? He
Mdfind fault with something or another, and if an
|#%irat wasused that didn’t just exactly suit him he
pddflare into a passion and strike her.
[Q Now come down to 1879. Do you know any-
his relations toward her in 1879 ? A. I know
r? Were exceedingly strained.
Q Howdo you know that ? A. Mrs. Arnault came
r®y father and told him,—(interrupted by objec-
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Q. Were you present at any conversation betwg
Mr. Arnault and any one else in relation toth
troubles? A. Yes, he met my father in 891
August, my father and I belonged to a sudety;
we met him in a barroom, they sat downtoal
and entered into conversation in the coursed vid
my father upbraided him for his conduct tovard
sister and asked him why it was that he cast iswjj
aside for the sake of a mistress, and told himfi
more that Mrs. Arnault had told him all ottty
subject and that he thought he was doing vay wgi
in breaking up the entire family ; he thereupons
“Well, I can’t say much except that my sder
told me everything that happens,” and he said“ IV
my mistress tells me everything that happens, ad
tells me that your sister is always diunk betved
two wines, and she don’t pay attention to ny
and so forth, and on that account I believe her.’

Q. That was in 1879 ? A. Yes.

Q. When was the time that Mrs. Helene Amait
left her husband ? A. It was somewhere avound thei
time.

Q. Did you see Mr. Arnault after she left hinh
A. Yes ; several times I saw him, not to speak tohim

Cross-Examination by Mr. Schultze :

Q. Where did this occurrence take place vhenMJ
Arnault struck Mrs. Arnault ? A. At the pace iae
they were living—different places. They were livirg
in Houston street and other streets.

Q. Did the striking occur in Houston street!
Yes.

When ? A. 2 or 3 o’clock in the afternoon
Was their business at that place? A. Na
What day of the week was it? A. Sunday.

In 18767 A. Yes.

And in 1875 also in the same place? les 1
Where were you when this occurred? A 11

PoopoLL

the room with them.
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1Q What relation are you to Mrs. Arnault? A. I
jher nephew.

I Od you interfere ? A. No.

I You sat there and saw him strike your aunt and
itinterfere? A. Yes.

k. Od he knock her down ? A. She was about
jie fram the chair and she fell back into the
Jr.
QAnd you said nothing ? A. No, sir.

QYou heard his reply to the question why he
t his wife aside, that she was always drunk ? A.

[d he say that she did not attend to his busi-
J? A Yes.
QHadrit he put her out of his business before
Jit! A T don’'t know.
QWhen the brother came in was not she dis-
fran the business ? A. She was no longer in
Jusiness
Jbddt the brother come into his business ? A.
1t know
What else did he say why he had done this
51 A No other definite reason.

ADrect Examination :

You heard Pierre Arnault say that Helene
fault was always drunk? A. Yes; he said that
&y father.

Hd he state how he knew it? A. Yes; he
ibeknew it from Mrs. Strassheim.

10

20

8 * the only time you heard him say that? A.

dwsnot. My father said to him, why do you
jywr wife from you for the sake of a mistress ?
ti . Well intimating that she was dearer to him
L B inasmuch as she told me all that hap-

todhimhis wife was always drunk between

{i"’ﬂ(B an(* i'kat she didn’t attend to his affairs

~0URTF) Is that the conversation you re-
Mkbefore? A. Yes.

40
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Re-Cross-Examination :

Q. Was the name of the mistress nentionedinthl
conversation? A. No direct name ; anly °
woman.”

Q. What woman ? A. Mrs. Strassheim Sew
not referred to by name. My father tdd himian
my aunt had told him that he had been cagt wt
that woman, and that this woman was now his nir
tress. That was all in that one conversation The
were other things hanging in and about it whichdone
that this woman in question was the ore thatw
really meant.

Q. (By the Court.) What woman ? A. Ms Sia
heim.

Q. (By the Court.) What was said that would indie®
that Mrs. Srassheim was the person alluded to? 1
My aunt had told my father that she had caght M
Arnualt in criminal connection with another wont
and that woman was her eservant. This was patf
the conversation, and my father told him I
know that my sister has found you in bed with®
servant of yours, and you know that you have kept!
these relations with her, and that she is actually yC
mistress; why do you put away your wife fort e j
of a mistress; why do you break up your hare dr
for that sake ; why don’t you try to do what is rig«
and he shrugged his shoulders and tried togeta J
from this subject, and finally said: “Wei,se j
me the truth ; she tells me my wife does t oJj
that, and so on and so forth after that t e |
sation lasted perhaps twenty or twenty-five nmu

Q. What saloon was this in? A. The New H
Turn Yerein, 4th street, between 3rd and 2n » 1
on a week day, about half-past 8 in the eveni j
26th of August. I remember it because i 1
birthday. . . for thepi

Q. (By the Court.) Did you go t fa*
pose of celebrating your birthday: % J J
and I always took a glass of wine toge ’
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arh a day as that, which is considered quite an
eat, he was always quite friendly toward me.

Q. How was it Mr. Arnault was there? A. We
met there simply by accident.

Q By the court.) Had you ever seen him in that
sdombefore ? A. Yes, a number of times. It was
ady about ten minutes walk from his business.

Q (By the cour¢.) Did you speak to him first ? A.
It vasin a large bar-room ; larger, perhaps, than this
coutroam and in coming in he spoke to a few of his
fiiends and stepped up to the bar, and they saw each
dlerandone says: “Hello,” or “good evening,” and my
fahersays : “ Arnault, come, I want to speak to you 5
aneover here and sit down.” And they sat down at
tletable and spoke, and I sat there and listened to
them

Q. By the Court) Did you hear all of their con-
vasttia? A. I would not say I heard everything ;
smetines my attention would be attracted some-
wiee else.

Q What is your busines ? A. I am a school teacher
inlthstreet, New York.

Q Howlong have you been in that occupation ?
A Alittle over two years.

Caveators Rest.

Bidence closed, reserving to the proponent the
rigt to put in the testimony taken in the divorce pro-
oeadings referred to if they desire to put it in.
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Exhibit “ X ” on part of Proponent.

Separation Agreement bet ween Pierre Arnault and
Helene Arnault.

W hereas certain unhappy differences exist between
Pierre Arnault of Hew York City, and his wife Helene
Arnault of the same place, who have been and are now
living separate and apart from each other.

How, said Pierre Arnault hereby agrees to pay his
said wife the weekly sum of eight dollars payable
weekly from date hereof, during the time that she shall
continue to live separate and apart from him and mt
annoy him, or his home, or business, such weekly sms
to be paid to her personally or upon her order, and the
same to be in full for her support and maintenance, and
said Helene Arnault hereby agreed to accept sad
weekly payments, and carry out faithfully the terms

ar>d conditions of this agreement as long as her sad
husband shall make her such weekly payments.
Witness our hands and seals at Hew York City, ths
7th day of July, 1879.
P. Arnault, [i.s]
Helen Arnault, [l.s]
Witness by
W atson W. Moore.
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At a Special Term of the Superior Court of
the City of New York, held at the
Court House in the City of New

York, on the 1st day of July, 1879.
Hon. John Sedgwick, Justice.
SUPERIOR COURT
(F THE ATY OF NEW YORK

'

. —1
Pierre Arnault,
Plaintiff,
against 1
Helene Arnault,
Defendant.

I Thscavse having been referred to William R. Mar-
P, Exq, a counsellor of this Court, by certain orders
¥ reference herein, dated September 30th, 1878, and
Jmmy 7th, 1879, respectively, to hear and determine
lithe issues therein ; and his report having been duly
led an the 25th day of January, 1879, whereby he
pds as conclusions of law :

—That the defendant has not been guilty of cruel
Rlinhuran treatment of the plaintiff or of conduct
pt rendered his cohabitation with her unsafe or im-
pope:

I —That the defendant is entitled to judgment
iPist the plaintiff on the merits, and that the defend-
m veoover the costs of this action from the plaintiff.

L, anfti°n to confirm the said report and for
P « Solute against the plaintiff, with costs, and
LJ®8 m°tion, having been made by the de-

>and coming on this day to be heard, and on

Lix the notice of motion on behalf of
m &Qant, and the affdavit of Henry Ash on be-
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half of the plaintiff, and after hearing Ira. B. Wheeler
of counsel for the defendant, for the motion, and F. ¢!
Salmon, of counsel for the plaintiff, in opposition
thereto, it is, on motion of Charles S. Spencer, defend
ant’s attorney,

Ordered and adjudged that the said report beami
the same hereby is in all respects confirmed and julg-
ment rendered in favor of the defendant and against
the plaintiff on the merits, with seuventy-five

10 dollars costs and disbursements as taxed, and ten do-
lars costs of this motion, and that defendant have e
cution therefor against the plaintiff.

A Copy.
THOMAS BOESE,
[seal.] Clerk. ;

HUDSON ORPHANS’ COURT.

20

In the Matter

of D

The Alleged Will of Pierre Arnault,
deceased.

Caveats having been filed against the admission to
30 probate of the alleged will of Pierre Arnault, deceased,
by Helene Arnault, Clotilde J. Lang and Clara Alicd
Arnault, and the evidence having been taken before thj
Orphans’ Court, and the Court having considered t %
same, and having heard the arguments of counse aj
behalf of the caveators, and on behalf of the proponj
ent,

It. is, on the 28th day of September, eighteen i
dred and ninety-four, on motion of Alexander Smpsmn
and Babbitt & Lawrence, proctors for the caveatonM

40 ordered, adjudged and decreed, that the execution



109

the instrument in writing purporting to be the last
[will and testament of Pierre Arnault, deceased, and
dfaed for probate by the proponent Elise Strasheim
to moawred by means of undue influence exerted
foerthe said Pierre Arnault by the said proponent,
ardthat the said instrument is null and void as the last
will and testament of the said Pierre Arnault, de-
ceosed, and probate thereof is hereby denied.

R. S. Hudspeth, P. J.

Albert Hoffman.

[Iothe Honorable the Prerogative Court of Hew Jer-
sey:

The petition of Elise Strasheim Arnault, appellant,
respedfilly shows that your petitioner finds herself
agyieved by a final decree of the Orphans’ Court of
iHdhm County, bearing date on the twenty-eighth
dy of Septenber, in the year Eighteen hundred and
niretyfou; in the matter of the probate of a certain
e in writing purporting to be the last will and
testam;at of Pierre Arnault, deceased, in that said
doee adjudges : ‘¢ That the execution of the instru-
nat in writing, purporting to be the last will and
testanert of Pierre Arnault, deceased, and offered for
pdxte by the proponent Elise Strasheim, was pro-
axedby means of undue influence exercised over the
sidPierre Arnault by the said proponent, and that
t esaid instrument is null and void as the last will and
testanert of the said Pierre Arnault, deceased, and
po atethereof is denied. And this petitioner appeals

®the said decree upon the ground that the same is
paeons because said writing purporting to be the
| * andtestament of Pierre Arnault, was not ob-
tft y  means of undue influence exercised over

[ladB811 * exrre Arnault, deceased, by your petitioner,
181 ¢ last will and testament of Pierre Arnault,

joreaSSPk sh°uld be admitted to probate. She there-
by 8that the said decree be reversed, set aside
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and for nothing holden, and that she may haveh
relief as may be just.
Dated October 19, 1894.
JOS. S. PAEEY,
Proctor and of Counsel with Agpdlant.

State of New dJersey,)
County of Hudson, fss"*

Elise Strasheim Arnault, being duly sworn acudrg
to law, says that she is the petitioner named nte
foregoing petition of appeal; that the natters ad
things therein set forth are true, to the best of la]
knowledge, information and belief.

ELISE STRASHEIM ARNAULT.
Sworn and subscribed to this October)
19th, 1894, before me. j
Horace L. Allen,
Master in Chancery
of New Jersey.

Filed Oct. 19, 1894.
Henry C. Kelsey,
Register.



HEW JERSEY PREROGATIVE COURT.

Hise Strasheim Arnault,
Appellant,

AND On Appeal.

Helene Arnault, 10

Respondent,

The answer of Helene Arnault, respondent, to the
petition of Elise Strasheim Arnault appellant.

This respondent admits that a decree, of the date,
Itenor and effect in the said petition of appeal set forth,
was made by the Orphans’ Court of the County of
'Hudson; and this respondent is advised and believes
andsubmits that such decree is just and equitable, and,
therefore, prays that the said decree may be affirmed

joy this Court, with costs to be adjudged to this re-
spondent.

20

BABBITT « LAWRENCE,
Proctors for and of Counsel with Respondent.
“Filed, January 3, 1895.

“ Henry C. Kelsey,

u Register.”
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