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RUDGER TRIAL

TO DAYS proceedings LNIN COURTCO URT
PRESIDENT GEORGE AS A

LILLY CLAWSON AND LYDIA
SPENCER

saturday oct
there was a good attendance ofbf

spectators at the court this
morning but it atsmas materially lawsless
ththananthethezhe crowd of yesterday A fwfaw
minutes after the regulation hoir of
opening the hear ye hear ye 11 of tletie
court crier was heard and the assem-
bly having come to order the trial of
the clawson case was resumed thaarstfirst witness called was valter J
beatiebeatle who was simply required to
state what time in decdeedecemberember 1882 the
defendant lefleft mhd employ of Z C kilkiiMI
ilehe answeransweredeq that he could tell as far
as the pay roll indicated this was
december alstaist mrs auer was asked
for but not beinbeldbeing present

PRESIDENT GEORGE Q CANNON
was called and beinbeing sworn testified
as follows

mrnir dickson mr cannon you are
one of61 the first presidency of the
church of jesus christofchrist of latter day
saints

A yesies sirhilr
Q howlo10 long have you held that of-

fice ii
A about fourfour years
Q how long have you been a mem-

ber of the church
A about 45 years
Q how long have you been a restresi-

dent of this city 7

A thirty seven years i

Q have you ever officiated mr
cannoningCancannon in the celebration of plural
marriages in the endowment house in
this city

A 1I cannot say about plural mar-
riagesriaiia I1 have officiated many times
in marriagesmalages

Q how longiongionlont since you first offic-
iated I1a

A oh nearly 20 years
Q dodoudo you knowis any recordr ofa0

marriages celebrated in thethip endowsbad0OW
ment house is kept

A no
Q you have record
A2 never a record of annany mames g I1

have not officiated lor inanayearstears
Q when you were in the habit of

officiating were records kept
A to were
Q have you seen ahem urmr can-

non t L

A chaveI not of

qi at the time you officiatedofficiated the
act under which the church was in-
corporatedcorporated required these
be recorded

A I1 do not know I1 do nodnot kemem
berher the tenor of the act r

Q khowchow longiong since youbod officiated in
that capacity

A it Is a good many years I1 havehaie
I1occasionally officiated for friends forifor

instance a man wanted to be married
and wished m a to celebrate the cere-
mony I1 have attended to it

Q howhov recently
A21 the last was the case of mariterMr Riter

and missmibs jennings
Q how long ago
A I1 cannot speak definitely itsit is

within two or three years
Q do you know whether any record

was made of that marriamarriagee
A I1 do not
alsQ IS there any rule or record or

bookbook which persons about to enter
marriage are required to sivsizsign before
the cerenioceremonyny is entered upon
AIA I1 havehafe never known of naything

of the kind
Q have you ever heard that there

was any buchsuchsuchguch
A no sir
Q have you ever inquired mr

cannon whether a recreerecordord of this mar-
riage was kept
AIA I1 have not
Q Is there any means known to you

byb which those in authority in the
church can determine whether or not
members of the faith had been married
or not

A I1 do not know any means that I1
can suggest I1 am not familiar with

means
Q bifif you desired to ascertain that

fact in any case do you know of any
means by which you could ascertain

A I1 do not know except bybv taking
the words of the parties thethemselvesmelves

Q suppose that the alleged married
parties were deceased and a question
of the legitimacylegitimacy of the children shouldaciaclarise do you knownow ot any means by
whichwilch you can ascertain their legiti-
macy

A I1 do not know of anany meansmeant in
the case of mrair riterkiter and I1missluss jen
nines I1 think they asked me to write
them a certificate

Q do you know whether it Is cus-
tomary

r
to give certificates

A I1 think it Is not usual
Q Is there no means taken to pre-

serves the names of those who haveave
been married there temporarily or per-
manentlymanently

A uenrenwhen I1 performedperformedformed the ceremony
it has been tthetera custom with me to
write the names on a small ilipslip of
paper so as to enable me in solemnize
ing the marriage to know the names

Q from what source do you get
the names

A I1 have generally written the
names ass given by the parties

Q what is the object of getting
these names

A so as to be correct
Q you wished to have the names

on your mind when you perperformedforme d the
ceremony are these names put on
chiqthis slip of paperpape for any other pur-
pose

ATk notNL ot to my knowledge r
avith that slip 0

A Genegenerallyrilly passed to one side
Q not given to any otherothen person
ai 1I have not passed it
Q do you know when you read

from thete papers when you perform the
cerero eanyny thatchat there Is anybody to take
down the names as heyfqy are pronounc-
ed by thetho minister I1

I1

Aanonoonernone in my presence
aiQ NO one to your knowledge 1

A noflie0 sirqiQ berbperhaps not in your presearesepresencenice
but behindwetWelthe veilveli

A 0outside the scaling room persons
could not hearbear andundand no one wrote
names in my presence 1

Q DO you Afaftemeaftertereahedhe ceremony is
performed destroy theithe slips of paper I1

A yes sir
Qargedodo you report the names to0 alyany

other 9person
A ilverdidald
ewhen parties arearm going lutotintoluto thebhe

endowment house for any purpose
that is to celebrate any rite ofine
church or to partake of any sacrament
of the church is theretheno any jook re-
cord or paper in which they are requir-
ed to sign their names

A 1I never knew of any
there any case in which the

namnameses are required to be written on a
rollactariaeA I1 do not know as 0o the practice
now I1 do not know whether there Is15
anything afpf that kind I1 suppose some
record would be kept of endowments

2owhywhy dodoudo xouyou suppose so
AI should imagine there should hepe

some recordrecords
arQ you think there ought to be

have you never taken pains to in-
quire

A I1 never wished to beae employed
in that wayslway I1 profpreferor notgot to bee acacmact
quainterquainted I1

i

Q That is thetha case hobekosechose janaudgoauthorityrity asag far as hyou know I1b

irAII1 should imagine soa04 laugh
ter i i

Q if I1 understand you correctly in
earleariea y days when you were in thehaakhabat of officiating a record was
kertkept1 w7ayrayif think so TherecodI refer to
Js parties wilowho come to receive
their endowments their names I1 pre
SUMsuma would betakenbetokenbebT taken

qi4 iamlam abt informed as to what
ean by receiving their endow-

ments
likilkA tieyrhexthey go to pass through thephehe
house yagyop aftasked
or ceremonies T hav no
connection with mamarriage ft I1I1 Px

I1 Q da youiou ay40 lytasyasAs ggstoblanoiof that record
AIA I1 do not
aeQ fadowr
Aperhaps s I1 did I1 wish you to

understand that I1 have not officiated in
the i endowmenttant house cpr taA i great
many tye r I1 it Is0 1Iupposupposeluppo se f ullyfully
alffifteenteen years since

Q dg youjou believebelleve mr
11

cannon s
tea youyov couincouig ascertain lehelhidhie

1

where-
abouts of thatphat recordsifif you 4desiredestreitoto
dosobosodo so
AIA 1 donotdp not think I1 couldcoula
Q Isia there any one who baethehas the

care of the endowment i house who
has the custody of thether property ofdf the
church in thedhe endowment househoue I1
whose duty it is to lookafar the house
kudand property lt

althereA Z therethero is a woman cleans theho
house butchobut who sheseq 141 1I do not know

Q Is there any person who hasa thehe
care of any property of the Cchurchrch
that is in tthea endowment househousez

aeA ididedidI1 did not know oft any coneinone in
those days more than I1 speak of and
the janitor at the gate Mmr thamasthomas
where the keyskeyo depty 11lll l

Q cannou aigiveve mome the names ct
those authorized 1during the yearayearnyearyean
to marriages indis
eitcitcity 1 i1 sa7A I1 do not know i

Q you do noti know ththe iiamesflamesnames of
anany

W L the namesnables bf several who
might I1 solemnize mairmarriageslages budbut
Whether they do solemnize them I1 dodd
not know there are I1 say severa
authorized but I1 do not think unless
it be in the case of mrnir riter of whom
I1 have spoken I1 have solemnized any
marriages k

Q who else solemnized nimarriages
durlduriduring 1883IWatiaelA I1 think mr taylor

Q anybody elseelsel to your knowl 4f

ededgekeihei I1 irf t ieV I1 I1

A I1 suppose any oiof abitthehiiliitwelve
have the right to solemnize marriages

Q you sayaytheythey havehavethethe right to
solemnize plural marriages
AIA I1 do not know of anydistinctionsdistinctdistinctionlontloni

formerly the apostles were the ones
who attended to these marriages but
latterly a veat many others have been
authorized

Q give me the names of the apos-
tles

A wilford woodruff this city
lorenzo snow bribrighamham city erastus
snow st george WP D richards ogiogi

denien brigham youngxoungyoun this citcityy albert
carrington this city moses thatcher
logan F al lyman tooelethoele john H
smith in england on a mission deotgeo
teasdale apnephiphi and heber J grantgranit
this city f

Q in order toLto authorize a bishop
to golemsolemnizenize marriage the authority
must be confconferrederred upon him by thepresident J

A it ought to be J
1I wellweil aleaieare the bishops authorized

to celebrate marriages inthe endow
ment house as well as elsewhere

A some are f

Q does it require a special author
ity to celebrate inarimarriagesages in the enzien-
dowment house

A I1 do not know that it does if
they officiate there probably attat
tendtendod marriages as deuasM to otheothera
ordinancesordinance 1 I i v

Q do you know any of the bishops
inn the city that are authorizedaniank

alA 1 l do not know any person who
worked in the endowment house in
1883 1I expect I1 could probably form
an idea but from any knowledge I1 do
not know anybody laboring lain the en
downend hause

SUSANBUSAK E
testified I1 live in the city on west

templetempie temple block
havehate seen defendant and lydia
Spspencerspenderenderendor havohaeo seen him at my house
since last may lydia occupied rooms
there irom june last till 8 or 10 dadaysdatssago dontdonit know where she is she didd
not give up her rooms when asshe eilleilileftf
she had two rooms a kitchkitchen andaud bebed-
room I1 saw defendant initi the bebeda-
roroomom which waswais also the sitting room
it was about midday I1 think did not
see him comecomb in or leaveleav dont re-
member seeing his picture there never
had any conversation with him

FREDERICK CLAWSON

amarn brother to the defendant have
known lydiadladia spencer for about 5 years
hayehave visited defendant at his house liililin
the ithirth ward met his wife there
florence have seen defendant and

lydia together on the streets anilaud once
orbr twice attheat the Theatheatre it may have
been this yeanyear never spoke to defend-
ant about his relationship with lydia
lainor heardbeard anyone else in hisbis prespresenceence
speaksalea of itttI1 mylne mothers name is mar
garat G agnaintt know where she is
she leftleft ithomee yesterday am not a
member of zhethethe 1 ward M 1I asso-
ciationciaclation noinor a restesresidentident of that ward
have visited the association but ngernoer
saw lydia there

ralolalo j s AUER
wasa recalled she merely stated that
shea could notdot tell the names of tthehe
tenants of herhet libusehouse on third south
street where lydia once lived ttheyhey

know nothing further
bf my daughtersll sincekince yesterday

JAMEjames EsE canetCANEsCAE
recalled for the defense waslyas asked to

peat the conversation he claciaclaimedaimed to
havehaye had with the defendant in which
the latter IS1 alleged to have admitted
thatnhat lydiadiadla Spencer 1 was his second

he repeated his formerformen statiastate-
ment

1

hohe waswaa askedbasked if anyone else
was present htat the time and answered
that he could not say whether there
was or not but he thought not helle
was then asked if anyone was present
when his second conversation with ahethe
defendant about the first one took
placeI11 cc and said he thought orsonRogersrogers was and perhaps others hevolunteeredvolunteered having said to the defenddefendi
and at this time when the doubt waswag
referred to 1I dont care adain if I1
am asked ill have to tellteli the truth I1

mrabennettMBennettbennett ilsIs it not true that
when the defendant said there was a

doubt tsas to what was said by him
in your first conversation that you
rerepliedglied well by jove I1 aintdont know
whatw you didnid say

witness it Isis not true
ORSON E

said I1 am a member of the amor
moninon church I1lamiamam a bishop in the
church in the ward I1 have been
bishop of that ward since 1878 1I dd
not know definitely whether the defdefen-
dant

an
was a resident of that ward inn

1882 and 1883 I1 had been absent fortog
twenty one months iuin england
robert patrick my first counselor
acted as bishop during mr absence I1
returned in july 1883 I1 haveave beebeen da
member of the ward mutual im-
provementpro association I1 attended
perhaps two or three meetings during
the months of february march and
Aaprilp 4 0ot this year I1 know lydia spen-
cerebbyy sightsight I1 do not know that she
was a member of that association I1I1
never inetjnet her there I1 have known
the defendant from childhood almost
been on friendly terms with him al-
ways have met him frequently of
late years I1 have neverneve rhadhad any con-
versations with himleshim as to his marital
relations that I1 know olof neverneven re-
member to have alluded to it in hllhilhisbis
presencepredencesencetence nevnavneverer heard it alluded to
by any one else in his presence

PATRICK

wasivas the next witnessvitness I1 live in the city
have resided in the ward 20 years
am an elder in the church acted Asa
bishop during bishop Whitwhitneys ababeabs4
sencesebee in england this was nearly two
years know the defendant by sightbjcould not say he resided in thetaaewardawardawaraa wardwara
then s heac never spoke to me about iaa
mmarriagelage with Lydia spencer nor apt
plied to me torjatoria permit totb get mar
ried waswis a member of the ward
mutual improvement association in
january february andnd march last d10
not know lydia 8 pencerpender and nevel
saw her there that I1 know of

onceolce I1 think
CROXALLCROXdU

I1 know the defendant undand florence
his wifebifa dont know lydia spencer t
lived next door to defendant inim ththe

ward neverliever visited them FIflor-
ence

or
visited me but never with defenddefen-

dant neverblaver met them lairi company
ie and lydia leeoinla com-

pany I1

ji1know the cletctetendall bavenave resided
in the city all my lifeilfe absahiam Intintimateimatt
mithalthwith allthe cliclawsonason family dont know
any lady named lilyllly clawson waayahnyah
a j meimermember pfaf the eighteenthI1 tethward alMII1 association last wwinteruter it
metinet once a week in the eveneveningg knowno
lydia spencer by sighthight am not posi-
tive

oil
but think I1 have seen her once aatt

the association same as tota the de
fentenfendingdantdint ard the

called from the roll inferred itii waslydia spencer that was
it hadbad been rumored she was defen-
dants second wifebifa this was only rum-
or Nohoweverwever never heard her respond
to the name called but understood bheone
had joined the society never heardlydia spencer spoken of as lily claw-
son or lydia clawson or lib claw-
son or mrsairs clawson

there defense objected toth this
evidence from where the wit-
ness said hebe inferred the nnameame
lilly clawson meant lydilydia spencer
including alailall that he inferredinferred and that
was rumored and everything based
upon thehet inference A discussion of
some lengthe ath ensued and the evidence
was ruled out the witness vent on
I1 did not know that the namecame lily
clawson meantmeace lydia spencer never
heard thenamaethe name lydia spencer called
from the roll think I1 never heard the
name lilly clawson called from their
roll prior to the time I1 saw lydiaspencer present

91odiddid yonyou ever hear her calle
liilitlillyV clawson among her associates

the question was objected to as ir-
relevantre but was allowed 1

witness f to the best of myrruymy recol-
lection

rcoicol
I1 never baveiveyvet

the court took recess till 2 pm
saturdayafternoonafteriterlloon

the courtwaycourtCour was callettocalled to order about
ten minutes past 2 when thepthe
lurytury roll being called williamIVhillam Hhus-
bands

us
banasbands was found to bobe absent he
soonboon entered however tandbandandaud the eexami-
nation

amt
of witnesses went onorn

I1

GEORGE

saldsaid etiveI1 live in the city am a member
of the mormon church I1 loldloidholdbold the otofotiii

ncedleeneeflee offuof eidtelderr and am a mouimonironiberotbernt
the sevbevseventies

1 II1 donotdo knOW ofbf the
existence of any marriage record
hearbeardhearddotdofof soifiasome in tim s urt nr
in whose cuscustodytoily they wereivertklepkiepkeptt they
were never in my custody jl sawgaw a
marriage records somebome twelve orbr hffifteenteen
years aggago in the s office wiliwili

idad woodruff Is thetha present histhistorianorlanorian
A basherewashere albedasked and issuedissue

for mr woodruff that idird theoniahn I1
time I1 everelver sawiw a marriagematriage rerecordor 1
have keveknever heardbeard since wherehueI1

the
marriage recordsrecord are

WILLIAMwllliam
I1 llvelllive in mill creek 1 lived in tthe loth0

ward third south between seventhsey
and eighth eastfastast loin 13 1I rented 0
mrsairs auer resided fivenive months there
wentvenni there last fall left this sumsummertrientrier
I1 know lydia spencer she mccuoccupiedI1 eA
two rooms while I1 wa there I1 haqqava4
been in those rooms have seenseer ddde-
fendant in her part of ththa
house he visited my part onceonce
have seen him eat once in lydias
rooms and she was there myself alsoaiso i
I1 was employed in that part of theth
lousehouse that day never saw hlinhim coming
fromirom the houpohouse biltbud once neverneven sawsavyI1

himturm in the house but onteonue saw hua
going inoncebefore I1 am a bricklayer
and am absent a good deal of the timetimo
between morningmornin 9 and bleveningening

MARY

am wife of william kraut lived in thothespencer house with bimlahim laef summersummer a

lydia spencer lived in part of tthe
house hivehave seen defendant tthereh rij
ssometimesbetimesmetimes never saw defendant inlydias portion of the house saw
him drapingdrawing water for herilar
three or lourfour times

I1 sawpawaw himbimillililit
in the evening about the house notnott 1it
the mo aninaning i mrs canham an oldoid ad
lived in the house saw defendant andlydia coming home together one nightnigh
about 9 they went inn together

0 F WHITNEY

was asked to testify that florencoflorence
clawson defendants wife waswal livinliving
in this city after this trial commenced 4

1

MARYMABY KRAUT

sister of williamam kraut have seen
defendant once at the spencer houselhouse
going out of the gate toward noon I1

ontonionly saw him that oncenirdirmr dickson here stated thattha as thethid
ward mutual Improveimprovementme t books

wotnol oebe lounafound lo aay in ordenoraen to
save timaciflie it11 waswag conceded by ththe dade-
fensef that thetho name oiof lydial dpnspencered
waswag notwiot on the roll of membersmembershipht
of this association and that it wawas
alsojiso conceded that the mother of mrsurs
florence clawson wawa s mrs auniannle
dinwoodey laim thisthi connection1 hebe
wished to mention that subpoenas had
been issued for spenceranamar
aretcaret clawson who hildhad not beenloundfound he referred to this so it would
be geenseengoen that the prosecutionullonution lladhad
Ileenheenbeeneen milligentdill igent in seeking AOfot ththeseese
parties that any question in th mindmindi
of the jury aaagaptt why they were not
Ppresentresent might bvbe answered

mrnir harkness that this ccasehas 9
could have to totd the luryyury on the
evidence brought before it and
that the absence of wethe wit i

nessesposses referred to waswag not tto
bb conconstrued hh dea3
f thenhe luryjury must determine on
the evidence in the case fiat onori suppo-
sitionsrsitlionsionslons the court sustained the ob

made by the defensedefens ITthJA pro-
secution

rose
I1
cutionculiona berethee restednested tzrpm iii

WITNESSED forFOH IHK
ALL ir allbe RETrem

the ninewsqs reported atura pro-
ceedingsfeedingsedingsce inu tthea clawson rolydoiypolygamypolygamygamy
trial up to ppmin at which alomiounour ththea
prosecution rested theirthein case so fikfil a
examination of witnesses was con-
cerned the defense then beganbe aw the
I1introductionutro of testimoney an called

1 tIn leveralseveral witnessedWitnesseq already enllieexaminedaued
by the other odet

WALDEMAR LUOluno
not waltwaitwalterwaitere lelund normor waterMater melon
nor any other name published by some
of our i contemporaries was the first
one called liehe testifiedtes tided to the follow-
ing effect I1 know james JS j calnecaine liehe
waswag employed at therthe store of01 spencer
clawson about three years angoagoQ A haveibave
read the testimony he gave ittthotheodddambe
fore aretteyesterdaye t daya 1

i

Q 1 will ask youyon it yonfyonyou remember
any occasion when mr cainecalne asked abe
defendantdefendantaautaa question about his second
wwitewife

iiloliinloom imhn
Qacancancar you tell about Viwhenilonilen that

was i

Aawell I1 should judge etwas pro-
bably about a monthmouth after the rumor
was out that the defendant hadbad taken
A second wife nodinoni i

QQT7 thatwhat would bring tit jaboutabout
when i

A probably a year aroago last april
aeft State to the luryjury aioafofliefile conversation

that you heard between caine and the
defendant p

Aai mraln calnecaina and myself were on
the north bidebido of the building when
this lady known as miss spencer en-
tered the store and aheshe walked into
the and probaprobablyoly remained a
minuteeoror two defendant As
ohehe passed out I1 went to the ollace rlI do
notot know what forr but while I1 was in
theofficethe aMrmr calnecaine camecamo to thethid sideaide of
the and asked the defendantdefendantsdefendantiantl if
that hia second wifewas the i defen-
dant saidsaidi they say so I1 Mhad nno
partI1r in the conversation readingheading
cainesa evidence in the japer stating
that the defendant had told dimishe
was bishis second witewilo brought this to
my mind I1 cannot tell what daydayotof
the month that was

sa
cross examined it waswm the day

deforebefore I1 read what pur
be caines testimony and

prior to myliny being ioniloni the witness
stand Jr uar dilyou not say on itheithe stand
yesterday that you hadhid never heard
defendant or any one else in his pres-
ence say anything about his marital
relations with Lydia spencer
AIA I believebelleve I1 oiddid i U
Q why do you saybay now that you

heardith conversation aiA because
1

1l did not uunderstandiidealand
your question yeyesterdaysterday

2Q a mormon A
A no sir general astonish-

ment
Q arefreyouyou related

1 1 civaltolallatiali al edndlt
antP i

AAI am not it j 14liiifeiq whennhen oldoid this Cconversationenve Tsaaion take
I1

1 31 ti
AZallA 1I in arifanif 1883 I1 ae

positive ku amAure of the conversa
liontion

Q liashas refnefrefreshed youryou memem-
ory

jplm
0 thiss matter

A 1 I have tthoughtt ymorebortor 9 of itt mayay
havohavehaye talkedI1 e aaboutau itt since I1 testified
cantaltrerememberam er exactlyatly

ORSON ROGERSrogel
recalled testified to being presentkeserickeserit htat a
conversation between samesjames E
Cainecalne and the desenbant ard tto
a formenformer conversation between those
ppartieartieartlesaboaboutvt defendantsdetdef sbondseconde wife
decdeckerer Coanecane the defendant anuand rnymoy
8selfseif presentrie ent it was a little atteratenater
9 ainalnam ithe9a day wewd wereV pd subbub d

J think but am not sureaure we
were talkingI1ing about being subpoenaedsl
and some 0oneono saldvald 11 I1 dotedo vyekte
knowkabi calnecaine t

thenthen referred toad thathetha
conversation he had had before withveith
thetue defendant and saidgald that stidraid hadbad
admitted to bimhimimthivthatthit his
second vitewite 1I1 went and told rud of
this and he talked with cainecalne about
it saying that he lleverliever said she was
lihis secondsecund wife bu bulahonlyonix heardbeard them
say sogo oriso wordSeinfin answer
to caines querygutery rudrug then spoke piof s

doubt andanda 14tleater calnecaine saldsaid
by Joye knobnoinovknot what youyow did

17

saesazcrossoss koitness repeatedrepealed
avetue conversationon betweena defendant
and calnecaine cainCalu

1

out totd blackhladk hismis
boos nianteniea manutes alteralsen
bards came a and theyey resumed the

conversation and caine kaldkaid angrilyancanerily
1I1 I know d 4d well youyoa did isayisasat it and
if I1 lauialamaskerlamasked im ie
tptruth then siidesaid 4iffyuyuere Is a doubt youyon might saxsay yonyou

t exactly tellteli what was saidrelle direct Il skidhaid to calnecaine glnpimtinjim
you ought tto0 inmighty1 gaty carbcarefulfidild aboutaboul
what yau sayelsay rudradt sadsaja isyou
are nopnoi gertaincertain 77 painegaine nnaanssredveered
4 imlim goingoikatoto tdtellliwethe truthhj im nohiotriott
go inking adto IKS thrownpi into the realorpen lorion
perjury defendant saidamajd If there
ja anyafia doubt in bobriut igind youadif might
say YOUtou didiotdid not exexactlyacitly remember or
somethingof that kind 11

le crossaa wawhenon youfou cainecalne
about beinsheing sure lakat hehle1 vassasyas
tetestilyify didid iodpod say it would
Ppenuryry in the sleat of godGOV f

Nwitness iemjememphaticallyalilallf no I1 adver
baablasad such a thing in my meife

avi becDEC

was next potpat upon thothe sstandtand Anietiee
1 knowaamesjames EB cainecalne awaaawag

present at a norcoqconversationdonverconver atlon ip the
of air clawson alth reference 0too
statements that 3mrr caina claims de
lenfant made to him prior to that tulueliuepainclawson ailiealilelinxlinyrep-air
mauti chathhe be 4 0
ingaog to testifytestily to with zefzetereuceence 0 whatfthe had told himnia xegartUng lydislydic
spencerpencer rf 11hee told him hebe yasvasaa ja inato
testify thalice badhad baldbaid isk
inginghemhim a certain ii question aheithed the
lady was leaving thothel store athe de-
fendent saldie did oyesesy hutbutut
chath aldaid 11 ththeyey sasaw sousoy
after a A wa saldbala B
jovelovel do not know 4dla twtwyy


