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thinthingsgs there whowh 0 with or without
testimony woud convict mennien of in-
famous crime imdUnd the repreproachroachbolch would

but thirtheir
lawslawo Ttheirheirbelrbein governmentent theychev couldconidC iq
dotnot acfordaccord it hehor closed bby ath plyy
calling theltheir attention toird easecaser
is not what the mormon church Is
dotnot whether t is rebellious and ditadicta
torltoria what not olie
or all 61adf thesethod thingsthinks ththa question
simply wisawas did this defendant his
client having a we hying andmanymarky another wilmanwiaman with
ia threethred years prior to the findallfinding ofdfathin the third ii
al districtdistrich of ufahutah there vfviasas xiollo
proofs of such a chahchaTchangege neither assvaswas
there proof of cohabitation teretero
foreforee fiehe 41hadd apit sasay thaf no matlermatter phat
suspicion nysnya ha V beani raised fhtheyey
bad their duty totoi peipelperformforni alidiliad depre

1 the sovereignty of0f the law
enderinder the evidence undnud hishia client notnol
guilty
mnlire bennett walwasi followed bybymerninair F

S richards imortost of0 whose remarkSi
we also give in detail
there are few occurrences in life

said mr thatthal ought to be at
tended with greater solemnity than
such occasions as this where twelve
citizens of the republic assume the
Mgrava responsibility and
theof sitting judgmentin u on a Ffel-
lowloabebeingin and inen upon whom de-
volves thuathib sacred duty should exercise
every possible precaution againstberbee
ingIDS influenced evenevert in the slightest de-
gree by any suspicion or opinion which
they may hahatehayee e ertaenta ae before theyteliteiltenteredered the TuryutyI10 echus4 tha law
which commands obedience and le06

punishmentht loylofor its violation
not ea tpag k krshrsery pepershasonaou
accused otof crlcricrinecrimeq a ll11e frefreedom i

fromfroin auyaux of01 guilty 11
roeslors eveneverl furtherurther than this ltit ththrowsrova
around thethe defendantdefendtend sutant asasa protecting
shield against suspicionUs and pieprejudicejudgjudO0
the presumption of innocence which
can only be overcome by competent

beyond
treasonable doubt I1

no to prove hisbis iniin i
pfaf grimegulme the lavy presumes

lffiff criminal prose
tuticutionIt incumbentis upontida the gov

proveroverova the defendants guilt
and no amount of rumorrumon or
accusation cancar suffice to justify a con-
victionTicriction in the abseabsenceciecle of lelegalat fiddand
competent evievlevidencedenee thelah ydoes not
cryory out fortor vengeance because of some
supposed wrongs it only demands re-
tributiontrib ution iiiin case 61of an actual offense
lllyallylwy proven tot haxehaye been epcommitted
horewore eruletheouleth otherwise bobansnomansnobo mans lifeilfelibertys 1 would beS securedsedur betany
aszen would bellbeilbe bla td becomes the
fittim df pasionpassion or mismigmisguidedaped zeal
adsas to be sacrificesacrificedfide lupori tthee allitt of
sup lelon and prejudicediab if was fotfor

thatt it you werewore
asked before you were sworn toio try
this cause ou iinadd advanyady prere
judice orbuss thathis defendant
andaveterepetetequiren abdlt our solesolemnn
oaths to say that youyow i d frind a true
verdict according totd thetie lawldav anda the
evidence aga it shshouldouid cgee to yauayiy in
open court during this trialtriai bearingearing
these thinthingsthinss in rafn d 1lafuaar u examine

q
as haslids been claimedblaimed the prosecution
has made out a case against the defend-
ant

much hasbas been saldsaid about the weight
of circumstantial evidence and it Is of
he utmost importance that underpuder

correctly the xjulejuieuleuie governing itatt I1

iss wa0 8 TOreststp e Ptirelfreifyuponcuponupon this
lagsplass of evevidencedence riblibat timea bec-
omes very conclusive
for instancein a man bedoebetone notinetirotiringrinrIu atai
elteittt looks oliout anndaundarldarid 1seeses thethem ground
deir and bare when hhe awakens in

it Is covered wwithith ia mant-
le of snow although he mannot hayehave
seen or heard tva single flake fallfailtallyv there

bf to convinceconvilice
snowedsnored

ititisla kuchmuchuch conclusive circumstantial
evidence a this thatthai warrantswarranty aconacon
ricvicdictiontion in- a criminal cayelandcase andadd then
odlyonly when the evidenceevidencd is utterly ir-
reconcilable with thetho innocence of the
defendant and cannot be explained
uponapon any otherothen reasreasonableaale hypothesis
than that ibutisbut Is there a particle 040 evidence in
filskis pasefae ththaA apappears tto5 you yilth thisahls
forceforme ji atit knoandandleeI1ssee1ee I1jp the
first the defendle fenaaantia charger wita
hying seen hishiahtahla cousinajiolydladia spencer
at thee wresore a number pfaf timestheles does
any one of tbthinkink for a4 moment that
thitthat circumstancecp is irreconcilable
with ifaf ibiathis defendant
that a manyomaulomans female
eomcom and visit him dtat a storestoie inili ia pub
lleile place inslightin sight ofbf everyavery person in
the stored wit outont that being evidence
thauthatshe 16 his wifewise it is ridic-
ulous but the prosecution have
shown that lidhd her- on third
southsath street teglandbeglandYeyesglandand she was doing
work forthe storestord and it appears to
iouyou binlevidence here that when she re-
turned the work sheiohd was directdirectsq
tdel to him for her pay
gentlemen can yon say that at is im-
possible that itt ig uilutiunreasonablereasonable to
suppose that the defendant mav have
gone there to take work to this dady
and to bring imback againagainto the storerstore
can you say it is unreasonable to susup-
pose that the very parcel which elneinmr

bronx fleeto
antart attettirtik esthre maswas bomesome of that work
can youyon such as that
convinced youtou beyond a reasonable
doubetdoubt thathat shebhe wife of thede J
fenenfantendant butput say the proseprosecutioncutioncatlon
we do nougou seqatop there hefie ate dinnerdinndinuer

with aroncehronce Ws
the af llydianydia had the
audacity to eatcat a dinner with her in the
house where she was livinliving and it
also appears in evidence that he was
viltyotbof thothe inouselnous

f j dadwadut 1 tji

luging two or three buckets of water
her on differentrant occasions that he so

tda take thy oti
1 t6 f arat yoo 1 umuamuMu

tul1 frI1 qd 1aherudougo thef at 0dinnG erandenandspent itei dk doesaddee it notnoe cbgeemA
strangeAo 0 that berofmen of intelligence
will stand before you and seriously
ahn toorto convictoi a man
ouoff apie ampi I1n altfetichch evidenceVidefice ay0 that
buubur say they we jdonteont stop thenethere
his photograph watellu her bedroomor
bitting roomgroom 1 that settles it jtit
seemed when this fact developed ththalthat
it there had benyheny particle bidouof t
before abortabout the defendants gulitguiltlit atit
this ofdeucedence that settisettledeLd thenther
hisHL photograph was found
lydias roomroomi itevery tinetime d gentlemans photographsphotograph
was found latheintheiruirl the room of a jadyladrotherother
than his wife it could be regardeded as
proofroofroot othi0 bigamygamy many men wouldw uld bebalabloty prosecution andaud the greatergreaten a
mans celebrity the abre imminent bishis
dangdangendangercr after a W U Lydia spencerricer
comes to I1liveineatat the house of defendant jhis wife waswags then in a condition when

help two months before
the birthhirah of henherlher child here was arelaareiaa relareia

was willing to render herhet
that assistance one who wawassalsosaisoalsoaiso dodondoi
ing SQ ing torton the storestoredI1 was iteal r
dence ot thothe ddefendants guilthullt for her

1
to waitwale upon11 his wifewite duleduieduningduring her con
cement Bbutr they say lillihwhyediddid Sshe
move awayaw ay from hillhouse anochanother
very suspicious rherhaTthe
wifetife got well and the necessity no
longer lonfonlov lydia spencer to
remain there she really did move

li NY nihnth smithssmitha house awaiawaKTthethaaprosecution would have youtou infer the
defendants guilt because avent 16
bishisbl house and thenthell would haYd lyoukyou
conyca icetleet because she moved away aagaingain
what logic li those are the clcircum-
stances

icum
gances uponapon which the prosecution
relyreltft in connection with the fact thatlydlydiaa spencer waswash a member ot the
lath NVwardaroardato mutual A

elation while the name ofot elillia claw-son ina of lydia wascn thetho roll therethero Is not a particle of
ev idenie before you gentlemen ot the
jury spencer evereker

lillielittle claw
oroj showing that eitherether lydiasp this i defendant presented

thetho namenaffie there worewokeas illien clawclawsonon there Is no eevi-
dence before you theatthat lydia spencers
namanam overever was presented no evidence
that elphereithen the delvildefendantdantdaut aror lydia
Sspencer9 had anything to do withwitla zet
cihag the name ruileaulie clawson montonupon
thothe record you do not know haw itcame therethene some third person inili
whom they hadhaa no interest andarid who
was not responsible may bavehave gonegone
there and had that name put on ththeerelepordord and you are asked to say
thaiha tsuch a circumstance as that is ir-
reconcilable with ahe innocence ofaf the
defendant alno0o manmall carcan be convicted
ouon SUCsuchbuchh circumstances if he can
thentun there la no longer any protection
from in this countrycountr yeneyen
for innocent perpersonssops i

ow we comcorptheto what thetha
as ihei Important evidence

lathis case audand certainly if the casecasacasek
hadaanyaffy standingdin in this court it must
rest upon that slenderblender prop the
alleged Vadmission of the defendant to
iamesjames JE caine that ILlydiadiadla spencer
washlas hiorifet5 wife A great dealdeaiZpaieai has been

the weight to which adais 1

sirissirls re entitled aind the gentleman
who opened jonfonor the prosecution called
youryoun attention to thateateethe frequency with
whichpich men guilty afpff crime had made
confessions andaeed of the infatuation
that there was Imimpellingpellin men to come
forward and confesstheir did
the gentleman of a case of
infatuation thathatthab impelled a man to
come forwardforwardanddanaand make sucha confes
sionblonslonasgionasas this I1 have nedrneverneven heard aror
read of such a case and 1I guess the

emarlemalu never did no gentlemengentleman
this is not he class of cases in which
that infatuation bcoccursurs the prosecu-
tion realireailrealizedrealisedtedsed when they brought out
thisthid so called confess totttout thatihaI1 it
waswag improbable that improb-
ability

m p rob
saswvasft 1 stamped on mhd

facedface CAbf itiit and branded it atallali
dverover and they had 0o account for it11 initi
some8 way andanaan so they proposed to ac-
countcou t for it antheon the infatuation theory
ititisIs entirely too transparent you cacancau
sefedetthroughrou it bjorgthere narlnarnhavehava beerbeen cysescasesitin the6 anannalsannaisalsais 9aff ililithierytary tthoq books aro
fullfuli bff tthein khefaSvherebere consciencess
havehavoav beebpi laden wihkibb frullout I1

untiljintil the
load became lielid and they
were impelled to con-
fessfe 99 that is hehd kkindnd of confes-
sion that the lalavy contemplatescontemplateates and
attaches weightheight and importancege to
it is where a madlmadiman voluntarily comescomas
slid lanlanguageA uade pifyd theheI1 aw vitlite S
deliberatelyjell corfcopfconfessesesses I1ls anut jitheEm
inartparty1 makinmaking itif must hawehare doneitt
knowinknowinglygligir bealli linwha I1itt meantmeant anddria
beingbeing willingwi kingtoto ababideide by the conse-
quences

7
quences Gentlemen was there any such
admission as that mademadoladebyby this defen-
dant to james E cainocalfi eveneveri itat all
that mr calncaan said wasvas so and aasaws totd
what said youartyouyon arfearee thephehe judgjudgesds baj
iliillisyouon wrewere1 I to glyegive cfall thethe force toliue1114whichv luiitu wouldwoula be entitled if it stood
before youa a

t dieteldieted stioned could not
was such da confession as wowoudd

inirl finding the defendant
guiltyguilt ll11as ch it te e at
one timelm case 1to tl 4 alta r
that this defendant waAsaadvbeliever0 inI1 11

polygamy that effoeffort utterlyt fallfailfailed
As near asaa they came ttoltIV wasas td show
that he was a mormon thept gentle-
man says if then he did believe ltit
if jtits
he hadmad married this woman why

he denyle thentheandnandrand therthothereatreitrelt whigwaswag
his dagduty to denideny ityit andaand a failure to do
soBO wouldwonL d bobev his guilt 1

i
1 jsuis

i anatthat so it us beesee
ivowou C u padmadxu I1 ttasu

suppose nirlir Clawson the defendant
rhadchad been entirely of this atJ4

tencelence IS afpfafpf hsS I1 Innocencenotihicefice
knoKnowing1 ilg thattitit wo T
bailitability0forr anybodyabdy W himI1 anya

V 76
1 and aaa5 hasbas M 11I1 in-

timatedtat jhereer 6 by thethem prosecution that
it wouldshould be regardeddedqed Asas a meritorious4 ftp u
dalact would heh have beenbeeh apt tto denyay anati
imputation that would rathlathiratherath rreflectfleet
h discredit upun amhab cancali
YOUon tsayisay that a failure to deny it or
eyereven a laughing evasion of the questionoi
by replying to your frientrienfriendsalnaininquirycuiry

borsuchfor suchq armr cainecalne was supposed to beIs t with the
theory0 of ignocinnocencece in this caseease no
gentlemen guchucil admissions as this
eackhack all the elements which should
give chent weightwight anuandandanu force mr
cainecalne wentgnitguiv to him and asked himbim 1118Is
that yourr second wife cainecalne sayssass
he yes s the other witnesseses
saysax his anadanswer was so they sarsaysaybay and
as hebaldhe saidbald itliebe smiled now which
asdilblit i ikobabiobablo tatement iusjus

reaonafaonauh16 that devouldhevhe wouldouid
haTehave saldsaid whatwhal10cainecame saidsald he did ifI1 he
waawa a guiltymanmauman it erentirely copt
it isa quite reason ab to suppose thathat
he mightbight have answered just exactly
awas it s said he did answer now
gentlemen looking into xouyouryou con-
sciences reirelremembering thehe oath you
havehate taken chitchil you sasay that thethewlylevi-
dence anthis point Is irreconcilable to
any other xeayeareasonable hypothesis thanth
the guilt of and
only thing in all this case thilthitthat evan
furnishes an inferenceInferintcrenelenco of rguiltallt if teatthat
particular thing was riotilot in
I1idodo not apprehend theta gentlemen
would standhereabere for one moment and

of conviction
abou kellowsee how Is th thread
11uponon this prosecution hangsIM 1the troprosecutionstutton admit that ththe6 bur-
den

ur
ofproof lif this case ls upon them

and in the nextneit breath av your
imdimn the fact that lydia ernasnashas

not been put obadeoh the staily to disprove
the alleged marriage and would haveha e
you infer his guilt axomaolia this circum-
stance irresistible agic while ac-
knowledgingaingqing thaoahat ahbytheyarerarefare t
prove his0 guilt beyond a reasonable
doubtandtard having utterly failed to dodoli

auto convictconconvievicvie

hashis not prprovenelenilen his innocence thehe
law doesdods not require that otthaoathaof thisthA de-
fendantfendant or any otherothen defendant and
it iais a vsrorverv fortunate thinthing jor sovsoc jety
at larglargebuclthatatthethe law ds not deguirrequire
any suchr thinthingg

possible gould
the joung manhaulundallind have hadinhad in i

Uingin relation to this matter pjas he did
it was nat truettrue he was a

I1mormon nor related to the clawson
family aa the prosecution proposed to
show inill titheir effort to breakkotVOTdown alsi
testimony I1 will todnodnounoi rreiterate0 whatjude bennbeanbennetttt has said and said so
weldweidweilwell about the fetestimonystimon ofoflundrogersrogel and deckeracker if WI tneSses come
ddoff the stand to commcommitit perjury they
know what they are going to savsay inawsams

details oue of the best tetestats that can
be applied tofo witnesses one afof th
greatest ipong of therthor la
thothe facttact that they do not hllhil4
the minor particulars pertaining lp10 thethu
samesama tratransaction youtou talakja a

dazendezenda individualsduals adletardand letiet themthein beholdedwld
i the same occurrence and youQU wont
fandtindfind any tivo of those men wwhoho ivliviwill11ll telltelitji
yowyou ip exactexactlylythethe pamasame words whatshaa
transpired we havekave as a striking axex-
ampleampleampie ofbf this the testimonyay qiof the
evangelistsEangel lAt where threabre were faur
withwitnessesesseseases ajau bryg equa op

00 kaqiong what ran
duringduning thetue eventful

career of6 their great yh aaa
whole thereets3 bia perfect harpaony no
two of thesthesee menmeu haye recorded the
salnealue incident a bhebhothothe same lalllarilanguageguat 4
some have dwelt at linlengthth- on one
thing and otheraothers0 hhavehavaav passedased thatabatthattyyleqand ittreated at greatengreatermeaer lengthengongnthnih poilpoli
ssomething elseeise it is human nature

same wovo
capacity of witnessesv sesseo when nien do i

potot agree iqin allal the details of a trltritruntrann
cloaioatoa re eu il th malremaire act

chellito0 wuichuey testify the er fact 0
their dintdinndifferenceeranee in thosethoe I1minor details
114 evidence aniaulandritheli knowledge of the maklmahl fact to

test j
one0 aivord upon thehc questiontion vfof

lonion there arear threeeq hingathattiatthethe hhaapayp to propravee
and the burden i bathoh theuthenjqi farpinr6m tuotuethe
begbeginninginninglunIng to the end of this i

tohton it aacl if theyfalifailiffallall llajia
alijatly of theirthein casecaso biosfiosimiidistoto
the grougloud iidtid they mustroust a firaila second mattlage witaltawita
inn ththree yearsrs before thee findingalinliking of the
adieadlejqment the first wife being living

andnd they mustmast also prove
the alape of con delie
within the ari T ai1 thise3 66courtourt
haying utterly failedaI1led 1n rpregardard to0 ththethaaling
31jurisdiction forthfortiereforthereereisenelsis not a scintilla

i 0ofI1 evidence to show where the marri-
ageage too placed indeed
one the prosecution advance the argu-
ment that twthia IS19 something peculiarly
within the knowledge of the defendant
and that besho uld bavehave put rwwitnesses
orthe stanstandlloatoto proproteproveye that tha marriage
was not eoncontractedI1 inib this district
let us beesee that suggugga I1 tion

theehe havink failedtailed to prove
thlethie defendant

1 guilty of any onneoffenseoffenceoffe1

ilcelico

order to obtain ah acquittal on
this indiindictmentament to put witnessed ouonn

the stand to prove that heild Isia guilty 01if
committing the offenseoffence in some other
disdistrictrictoror ta provethakahtMhe haghaqhas not
co litjit at ailyally atan
of proproof is it to be odcatbethe pros

caricaru youyola
such ah aa far 4a Vtuprup07
mentontent the mo ihothobe gefen ht
mayremaidemald closed the law doesdoeg nonot
re himahlm io say a word or pproducer0duca a

1
as ace0

1
dpiacolaco r aluiesllslidil

more than it does the fact
4oreorAlageWage96 dgiff inergeriq nk dt
this bar ththee indictment wasas reareadd to
him and he aansweredd 11 notot guilty
we bocale sp ot jutta TI1 ao lonionlongergri
evenly poised the presumptions1 ofothisi his
innocence Rfellteli into bps side of the 1

gebdebscalesabbsalbs and there iit romallisremains 1 the pros 1

ccution have tocothrothroat into theother
side of the coir
and legal evidenceC xo0o that
presumption bbeffree re a convictionn canea
bee had luulun this case de-
fendant neednedd say aught 1 defense
have theodonethey done it will
men pathe juryry say that upon thath
trifling circumstances brollbroilbroughtut beforebetoneafor9youyoh here iiiin thiathitthi youcancalbobiubluI1 aiststi
nedlied in your litlif sending

sceU no I1
willi at

duringdarlng the opong ofdf thidthis casease JT

could nonott helpheipelp tthinkingink n that if A stran
geravereger wereVere to caniconie into tthe ecbert ririiniwholly uninformed agtaaa to theystheisssued thataitiat
waswagvas belh tried avdhud tWas9 theth6
question what Is gogoigolnngohn abowhe wouldworld
have been as apt to gaysam thatthai th mor
monmoh was on trial forfibt keep
ing a marriage recordrecard and producing7 itt
when theprosecution diemtiem I1
that the witnesses who havehale t Stil dL

trial forsor perjury asam100 answer1

that my client this defendant atsggsva 64
trial in thisthia courtcourto oufl a chaicharge6 of adly
9gamyamy oior bigaHiga luuy As judge haghig
so ably saidsald abu are not ftbryinyillaiila taho
mormon chuchurchrelfpelf john tayl-orlorandand his associates arearg nothot dalendefend-
ants taat this bar Mnarar of theel
jury hashils come to that that itt is
a crime for a marnmann to be aarmon theeI1
issue and the only issue I1inn tthis018 Ccasetd
which you have td try I1is the ildiid or
inilocene af this defendant

now gentgentlemenleme idofof the jury a few
words momore and I1 will close the
testimony in your blinds fifthwith this
presumption of innocencece in fafavor of
the defendant witawitti thisthib rule otof ctrcir
cum evidence ththa
before you cah nindfind the guv

appear that allhll the
are irreconcilable adladd

aidtpothermother conclusion thair hat
heUiheularriea this maniwani sreh

in this distaldistrictt within thethy last
threthreet yesfesyearsrg 11 say
thesetalset thingshintnings in yourconr mirldmiria caneandcybyauU
possibly cometo can ju 1

touyouy0u arehre justified id il I1

0off gulguiguiltyity in this casacase I1 do not be-
lieve1 evie I1ifff I1 cannatt ve itif arid in

on 111 hayhav sa ibarthe
that ttthee verdict which MW arwill11

renderrenderingrenderinEtiff this case will ixbeu

boil will have ho folbcoif diorbior
feellfeelingrig of remorse when youiougur stand
facetace tofake with this defendantattaathjhbc
barofbarot tiietile universe in the pregpre bycabeca at

ththe great judger ofhilhiihllallI1 and when yeu
there jed id tharzant0 bfT

nivin alre tbt the greatgrcardmdmass
ter with what 6 ludieludiludt e
yeV shallshailallali bwbe judged andland jv tit

it shallshail be
to FOU kainagainhath 1

mr dickson n attorney
followed lirMr arichardRichards S irllrir sedV

briefly and itif t c
lie inchcharkescharges iliade by the otherit r
fidei ithachat tiletilt d dragged
ritty id wHothye

61 biaso fiotfiol ohp X Q I1

judat lurylurl tilen fieldehe hoped the
jurylurylurjurdurwouldwould brin into court d verdict
of honot guilty itaf a rebuke to tharo
p ecut k ff i 1 1

there ar ll11 eathingg that theoroe
cutigni mmutsatlat proveroye the marriage 166
florenceriorence dinwoodey the fikrikrid 0
lydia spencer and that thelast1b I1 st ariar1

place Mof this dourt the affat 06 hyehyo untt
dehabeydehlbixbly proved ya beenleenxenten
anademade to impute ltit As edthetd the second
wa ogsay we hwehake proved thatwaat lff tha4 monthmouth ofbf ankil 18822 10

1 nieddied
beabeffreore tldetidehaelst of masMayIAfl

1 maiTnetilfilp demen
aanaad tda ta delsdeisp
a wife

this iiss too serlseribusousaa bebie
laughed out ofdf it JA inothotot p tiaija ij
vavay tu take the ecircummtj e s c and totpothusto thust ug orlaciacincraoria

11 Is hiothuot ubonupon cihi
ly ithac

butblit uponlupon the
jgetherethen 1

airnin benataptttt shyaghysaya wowe have illiiilabiabbeviev
antico to show that the def
any visits to lydilydia except
durino the ebur of the daytit thithlu 1 a
inistake 6we havehive shown chathlielleewaN ag

faundfound there as late as 1230 at ninight I1

mrnir ririchardshards Fax use me dont
lenk that hasbbs been56efeeee syoshownawn

mrnir illailia entered we
and that taken with thothatheotherother circum
stancesi makes proof presumptive
faiqfaig remark if relations
wereer such as we claims geen da
fondant analydiaanalydiadLydia ceicel
would have bam wot storm of proproteistassta
from florence comes to mynindmind jee
do the defence not know that namatmat
terho manylo and compcomplaintsV I1lits
the first wife mayway have made the law
does not permit us to pulfutputpul her on the
stand against her husband batbutheantheshoshe
has been inaa coueoncourt everybury daydak of this
trial andano hadtkehad the defenedefededefeneeue delreddedred to ddc
cothey could have placed herr the
standtand with evidence Y hic4 j

utterlytittariv thothe r
of the iannftsatvawas jokingly 4kadd by hishig esfer 1klaifaz

astas toolithisecond ioarriagewaawadwa anhant
hisms if11

never pmadeadd the
caldie theth bowSOWew thatthai they
mut break mynunada the of
youn caird aliail hiihazardhrdi I1 paiof
affirm thattheagthe defense L

footed the ktortorstorkk told by ththe6 h b atit1

nessesbessesses I1iwicwill be SAleialetaleidesithacth tt tiey not aahave inteinterrogatedurtethemthed the putmtr rheheirm bithe
standtaad 3 Bbutut a econspiracyon SD

1

I aCY WAS 0db
ledllediy to 6 aw calnecaineCalne 4

s haaggha ateeor

ststandiJt calnee hadad reaud saidd asaarjawi tfnyimy
1alastadow

know what yowYou lasay batdont yonyou
think crucitaRurudeitaelta drawson would llavei
ask caine tho question 1 chave
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