' B

other, nor had he ever peen or known
anything of an agreement to sign &
bond. He wase porijtive that the hond
before the court was the instruruent
that Haynes had elgpned. Asto the
time it took to zet the various signa-
tures, he said he could not be certuin
whether it took one dny or two.

What is known us the Bowman-
Olson forgery cate came on again at

. 2:80 yesterday afterncon at the Gounty

Court House, Judge Barfeh presiding.

The first witness was C. E. Stanton,
who stated that he thought Bowman’s
bond was accepted at a meeting of the
county court on Baturday uight,
September 26, 1891,

W, (', Hall, city attorney, testifled
that the bond in the court bhad been
made out by himeself and had been
written in his own office on the even-
ing of Beptember 26. Karly ou Mon-
day morning he had delivered the
bond to Bowman and not before,

“My recollection 18,”” said Mr. Hall,
“that Mr. Murphy and I looked over
the original hond and did not npprove
of jt, sp [ drew up this hond which ls
now ip evidence. There were a num-
ber of signatures to the first bond, but
1 did not pay much attention to them,
48 My examination wus a8 to the proper
form of the body of the bond. These
siguatures, I think, purported to be
genuine.”” On croes-examination by
Mr. Cond he eaid that he had read the
bond over in regard to its form and
that it was not sstisfactory.

“What you read was in the form of
a b(}nu?!)

“Yeu, ap far an It went.” ;

#You have exnmined the suretivs on
this present bond=?”’

‘Not until after the"examination be-

an.’’
1 ““Was Bowman’s name on the bond
when you wilnessed it2*

‘“Yen.»

Hiles—¢¢What did you do with the
original bond?”’

[ teft it with the parties that pre-
sented it. I bave Dever seen it since.
Iouly had it in my possession nhout
fifteen or twenty Tinutes.?’

Mr. Hall then said
reacked his conclusion concerning the
bonu’s unfitness before consulting with
Mr. Murphy on the subject, and then
they bolh agreed. As to the original
hond he had no idea what ite fate was,
but wished thst he did, as it might
throw some light on this mysterious
cage, b

“Can you recall any of the names
of the surcties that were on the first
toud???

[ think that the names of Mr. Dyer
and Mr, Parks were nmong them, but I
am not positive.”’

“I¥id you recognize those as genuine
pignatures?”’

1 could not say.”

*“Was t| e proffer of thisbond made to
you as one that had been mude hy the
suretier?”’

“Jt was, I think, submliled ns the
bond h. proposed to give.”

*Any bond giveu by Bowman was
to be submitted to you for approval,
was it no 27?

“Phat wne-not the tacit understand-
ing_’l

The Court—“Do Yyou reccllect if
there wae a witness to that bond, and
if 80, who it was?”’

] do not recollect.”’
J- F. Jack, city recorder, was called

that he had'
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to testify to the proceedings of the
council on Beptember 25 and 28, at
which times the Bowman bond wae
accepted and approved..

(. E. Btanton wns again recalled for
the purpoee of identification and
testified that he was clerk of the joint
ity and county ¢ommittes When the
bond wag presented and accepled ou
September 28th

Sountv Attorney Murphy took the
atand e anid that in order to get the
cbhronoicgical order ¢f the mystery
atraight he would say that some days
before the meeting of the county court
on September 26 he saw in Hall’s office
what purported to be the hopd of J. H.
Bowman,

#My impression is,’’ eaid Murphy,
‘‘that this was at the meeling of the
Jolut committee at Hali’s office. The

tnnd was type-written and several
signaiures of pureties were on {t,
The grounds [ now recoliect

upon which I objected to the hond,
at least one, was that pume of thesuret-
tes had signed as corporations or irms,
the signatures having been made by
one person as the flim. There may also
have béen sowe defect in the cindi-
tious. Irecollect very clearlythatSep-
temher 26 was a Saturday and (hat
Bowilan, Hall and myeelt walked from
here to Hall's cffice for the purpose of
drawing up Bowman’s bond in pursu-
ance with the contract. The bond was
approved by the county court on the
night of September 26. Hall, Rowman
and I talked ut Hall’s office of the
form of the hond and agreed upon it,
aud [ left Bowman and Hall to-
gether.”?

“What firme signed the bond, Mr.
Murphy ?» asked Attorney Hiles,

“‘One, [ think, was the Sjerra Ne-
vada Lumher Compng and another
the Utuh Btove and Hardware Com-
pnny'."

‘Do you kunow hy whom these flrma’
names were signeu?’?

"NO-”

“Independent of those nnmes what
othersdo you recollect?’?

“Nﬂne.”

“«Do you remember seelng elther
Dyer’sor Park’s namet?*?

"No, wir.?”

“Was there any writlng on
hond?**

the

type-written.’?

made???

“With pen and ink.”?

“How many signatures did you ob-
serve oo the bopna??’

*¢[ couid only give a rough guess and
say nboul as many asare on this bond, ?

“More than flve?? -

“YGF.”

¢“More than ten?”’

“YEE.”

“Dil Bowman express any regret
at his bond fatling. to meet your ap-

roval??’ ‘

““Not that I know of. I don’t think
be was present.”?

“Who presented the hond to you?’?

“Dor’t recollect,”’

““Was Bowman present??’

“I think not.”?

‘W hat did you do with that boud?’’

‘4] never bad it in my poesession.’?

“Did you make any memoranda of
points of objection??’

¢#“No, sir.”

L. H. Farnsworih ecashier of the

“My recollection ie that it was n]il

|
‘*How were the signatures you saw (s
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Union Nativnal batk, at which W, 8.
BimkIne keeps his account, was
egworn to give testimony as regards the
signature. He bad been famillar with
Mr, Simkine’ signature for & number
of years and swore lo the best of his
knowledge and belief that the signa-
ture was & forgery.

Mr, Coad—You understand that this
was a {orged signature oefure you cnme
here; did you uot?

uYes.)!

““What isthe great difference yol
notice between this and the ordinary
signature?? :

“Well, [ suppose a man certainly
cught to know how to szpell his own
nume and write it, teo. There is not
tiie elightest resemhlance hetween th is
and Mr. Bimki: 8° ordinary eignature
anve in the k and probably the 8.2

“Did you never see's man make
mistake in spelling his own name?”

#Not unless he was very lgnorant.’?

“Do you recall such a case???

[ do not.”

W. B. Bimkios then testified to the
genuineness of his signature tv a num-
ber of canceled checks. They were
examined and the diflerence was
found 1o be very great,

“IN A VERY PERPLEXING POSITION.’?

Mr. Murphy then suggested, as the
court was makiug merely a formal
exnminatior, that Bowman be put
upon Lhe etand and questioned by his
own atlorneys, without cross-examina-
tion, so that something might be done
tosolve the greut mystery confronting
the court.

Attorney Coud refused on the
greund that the court had po jurisdic-
tion.

“Don’t you udmit, Mr. Coad,’? sald
Mr. Murphy, ‘“that this court is in =a
very perplexing position, and that it
wolld'be but an uect of justice to all
concercced to bave Mr. Bowman go
upon thestund and elucidate the mat-
ter as far us he ¢an?’?

] take it,’? replied Mr. Coad, ‘“that
when we are brought where we can
bind and be bound that we shall make
a perfept defense. 'Thie court uot hav-
ing jurisdiction capbnot expect us to
make a defenge here. It will take a
wesk to do so.”?

Mr. Mnrphy—This court is willlng

to graut you any time that you may
require in the matter. J
Mr. Coad—**We nre taklng our own
uree.’’
Attorney Hiles eaid that he was per-
plexed over the mystery himself, but
dld not think it prudent to put Bow-
man on the stand in view of the com-
plicatiopa in eriminal and clvll »ay
thut were likely to arise.

Mayor Scott thought that what was

|gelng to be done ought to be doneat

onee, in justice to all. It the case wero
going to another eourt itshould be sent
at once, :

Judge Bartech usgreed with Mayor
Bcott.

County Attorney Murphy said there
were two courses upen—one, Lo rescind
{he contract by discharging Bowman,
and the other to apjly to a couri of
equity for ca cellation. So far as the
present inquiry wae concerned It was
merely to form nn oplpjon to deter-
mine what posltiob the e¢ity should
adopt in future litigation,

“l am very worry,’”’ sald Mr.
Murphy, ¢*that counsel has seen fit to
treat Mr. Bowman re a defendant



