
share of them? Because, the day after
the agreement was signed they made the
division on November 2, and he took his
share of the J200. Knowing now that the
5200 was In there, unless you are going to
presume that after examining these books
for the purpose of determining whether
he was going to agree to that change In
the agreement, as to the division of the
proceeds, that he never saw it: and you
must draw that as an inference from
your own fanciful imagination If you draw
it at all, because there is not a word of
evidence in this case that will Justify the
drawing of any such inference as that.It is contrary to the ordinary and regular
course of events. If a business man is
going to change an agreement with his
partner where the proceeds all come from
labor, it is contrary to liuman nature to
say that he did not examine not only as
to how much was coming In but as to
whom It was coming from, to determine
whether they were friends of Mitchell's
who would come to the Arm with their
business because of their love of Mitch-
ell, or because they believed in his abil-
ity, or whether they were people who
came there as clients because they had
confidence in Tanner- - Because lawyers
in determining how they will divide the
proceeds of their business, or whether
they will form a partnership at all or not,
naturally look Into the question as to
what clients one man can bring to offset
the clients the other man brings.
Do you remember what dates In October?
A. Well. In the latter part of the month,
while he and Tanner were talking of
making up this new agreement or some
new deal between them. Yes, It was
after the 20th. Q. But as far as you
know, prior to the Sth of October. 1904.
he made no examination of the books of
the firm? A. You mean during the year
1904? Q. Yes. A. So far as 1 know, no
sir. I think it was after the 20th when
he examined them."

Dwells on the Agreement.
Now Tanner: "When Senator Mitchell

came here after his election, at any
time, did he have a private room at the
office? A. Yes, sir." And then he goes
on and testifies to seeing Robertson have
the books in there. Here is the agree-
ment they reached November 1, 1904:

(Mr. Heney read the agreement which
provided for the two-fift- and the three-fift- hs

division of the proceeds to Mitchell
and Tanner, respectively.)

Now It is for you to say whether it
Is common sense that it having been
shown that between the 20th of October
and the 30th of October, Mitchell exam-
ined these books four or five days for
the purpose of determining whether he
would agree with Tanner upon a change
in a division of the proceeds which would
give Tanner more than one-hal- f, when
he had started In with only one-thir- d

originally, and had been getting only
one-ha- lf for several years, without look-
ing to see from what sources these fees
were coming. In the light of all the evi-
dence in this case, and of all the notice
he received of the fact that fees were
coming Into the business from Kribs.

Another Phnse of Case.
Now, jve come to another phase of this

case, and this la the last portion of my
discussion. After going through the books
for four or five days in the last of Oc-
tober, 1904, leaving here on the 15th of
November, 1904, at the time or .about the
time of the Puter trials, Mitchell goes
back to Washington, and, having reached
Washington, he gets word In some way
in December following that he is about
to be investigated by the Grand Jury.
He wires to Tanner to secure for him
Sermlsslon to appear before the Grand

prevent an Indictment. What
was the word that he received? Was
it that he was about to be indicted in
connection with any matter relating to
Kribs' employment or the payment of
these fees? No.' Tanner says, there had
been no such rumor, "And I right here
in Portland had received no such intima-
tion up to the time that I met Mitchell
on the train." Now, mark you, and
this is very significant. Tanner receives
a telegram and goes to meet Mitchell at
Kalama, and does meet him on the train.
Mitchell is with Dinger Hermann and
Baker. The moment Mitchell gets alone
with Tanner he says, "What is Kribs
going to do? What is Kribs going to do
with the Government?" No, let us get
that exactly right, because we don't want
to do the defendant any injustice in quot-
ing this evidence. After some general
talk, says Tanner, ''in which Mr. Her-
mann and he both participated, suggest-
ing what the charges were and what
it was the Grand Jury was Investigating,
and they both seemed to be In the dark,
and of course anxious to learn If they
could what the nature of the charges
was or what the rumors were around
the city, I told them I was not able to
tell them very much abdut It. Then
when the Senator and I had a chance
to talk privately about matters he asked
me whether I thought It was possible thatthe Government agents had got Into the
office end gotten at the letter files, got
any evidence in that way."

Knew He Was Guilty.
The" letter flics? Why, the letters that

he received from Tanner that he filed
In the land office In relation to the
Kribs matter contained no incriminating
evidence; but the riders, the other let-
ters we have produced In evidence, thataccompanied them, copies of which were
on file In the office, contained damning
evidence against Senator Mitchell in the
Kribs matter. Why did the Kribs mat-
ter come to his mind? Because, hav-
ing examined the books in the latter part
of October for the purpose of determining
the change in the division of the fees,
knowing that this money had come from
Kribs then, if he never knew it before,
having thereafter accepted his share of
me ww mat was paid on October S by
Kribs, he knew he was guilty as faras the one-ha- lf of that payment was
concerned. If for no other. Then why
did it come in his mind? Because hav-
ing examined these books, having received
these letters, having- - full knowledge at
all times that he was getting his share
of the Kribs fees, and having full knowl-
edge of the fact that these were deposited
in the Merchants National Bank and
that he got his half of them, having gone
through these books, having received thatcopy of the books as he did. which
showed from November, 1901, to June.
1902. those entries, his guilty conscience
mid to him. There Is the case In whichthey can make a conviction on me; there
is the case in which the record proves
it on me; that is the case that 1 must
lie awake at night coming out here on
the train, thinking over: there is the case
that I must fear; there Is the case in
which I must manufacture a defense, ifnecessary; there is the case for which
I must destroy the books.

Pntcr Case Did Not Worry Him.
"The Puter case I care nothing about."

So the Puter case, which, as shown by
Tanner's testimony, was the only one
rumored about, the only one that Tanner
was thinking about, was worrying Mitch-
ell not the least In the world; but the
Kribs case, having full knowledge of the
facts, was on his mind, as it would be
on the mind of any guilty man. And he
says. "Have they got Into our office andgotten to the letter files?" Why? Be-
cause of the evidence that he knows
those letter files- contain. "I told him I
did not think they had. I did not know
that there had been anything of the kino.
I said the office ls always kept locked,
but those letter files are In the cafes,
and of course accessible If they get Into
the office. And some talk was then in-
dulged In in regard to the Kribs matter;
whether the Government was going toget any information out of Kribs about
the transaction. Q. Can you state the
substance, or as nearly as you con. his
exact language In regard to that matter,
and who brought it up first, vou or him?
A. He began to make Inquiries about the
matter. Q What did he say? A. He
said what was Kribs going to do. wheth-
er they could get any information out of
Kribs about the transactions that had
been had with the firm or not; and I
told him I did not know what course Mr.
Kribs would pursue about it, and that
led to a sort of argument between him
and me as to whether there was any-
thing In the transaction with Kribs that
would affect him as Senator. I was sur-
prised when he Intimated that there
might be."

That Kribs Interview.
Now, mark that. "What course is

Kribs going to take in that matter?' andyet we find him afterwards denying, and
"attempting to get it in an Interview In
which he said he never spoke to Kribs
in his life, and then he changed It when
Robertson protested that the Government
might be able to prove that by three or
four witnesses, and ald he did not talk
to Kribs about business matters; and yet
.here he was. the moment he met Tanner,
wanting to know what course Kribs was
golRS to take In regard to this matter
iu tne ana wnetner tne

Government was going to get any Infor-
mation out of Kribs. and whether the let-
ter files were safe. Before any Intima-
tion had been given to Tanner by any-
body that the grand Jury was about to
Investigate the Krlba matter, and there-
fore before the Information could have
been gotten to Mitchell by anybody,
there being no rumor of the kind and
nothing to indicate it, there was nothing
but that which was written on the tablet
of his memory; there was nothing but
that guilty conscience that was leading
him to Investigate the Krihs matter. "He
shook his head and seemed afraid of It,
and of course I said. "I don't see that
there can be anything In that that would
affect you.' I said, 'Kribs employed me
and I did the work, and whatever assist-
ance you rendered was the same as you
would render any constituent who might
have called on you for assistance of that
kind. "

Senator Cautioned Tanner.
Of course, that was the position that the

Senator cautioned and cautioned and cau-
tioned Tanner to take, and naturally It
was what came to Tanner's mind would
be the proper defense to make. Tanner
seemed to think that if they Just had
such a talk between themselves, it made
no difference how many fees came Into
the office. If they came In through him
and went Into the general pot, and the
Senator got his share for the work which
he did as Senator, because he did not do
It as a lawyer. "I did not, so far as I
was then advised, consider tnat mere
could be any case against him! I did not

same

but was

think the grand Jury after on mining the very perjury for which
matter of that kind, and there was was indicted. And what more? He

general running talk time until iert Tanner with sword hanging over
we reached Portland. What did he neai by a thread which was liablesay to that? Well, he said i to break at any moment; Tanner, wild
he was atrald of It; to shake his i to know what Robertson was to do,
head, and satisfied with the con- - this defendant had also agreed
ditlon of things with to the suborn; Tanner here
transactions tnat had been with having his son himself be- -
ivTjDs. ana wonocreu n mcy mc ic.--
ters or could get the correspondence,
knowinc that they showed his knowl
edge," and "also what the books showed
about it. I him as near as I could
the entries on the books and all about it. j

as far as I could remember it then, and
said before reached here that he

wanted see the books, that he would
come to the office, I thlnx, the next day;
he wanted to look over the books, he said.
I said, all right, can come any time.
I "will glad to show them to you.
Now why did he ask what the books
showed? Because he had the recollection
that, between October 20 and the end of
the month, when he looked through the
books, he found all the Kribs entries
there.

Wanted to Find "Loophole.

But what occurred to him now was,
what was the exact wording of them.
Was there hole large enough for him
to crawl through and get out of this: J

that he could have read those entries and
not have known what they were about r
"Are the Kribs entries in there in such
shape that I Have read them and
not have known that they referred to
theso land matters that I was doing this
work In? I saw them, of course; they
will be able to prove that I saw them, but
how are they worded? it they arc word

simply Kribs which t that be was leaving where he
does show what the would met by the Rob-abou- t"

and his failed to ertson. who perhaps the
as I can make notes contract, who, as

Artt-nR- f wav: hut-l- f thev I out. carbon copy that
lntr they conclusive there
is no escape from them in that thero
is only one hope, and that is to destroy
the books." Consequently, he wanted to
see them at once, and see them before ho
went the grand Jury, so that if
the books were called for he could not
produce them should he be questioned
about them.

Mr. Heney then read at length from
Tanner's evidence in regard to Mitch-

ell the books la the office
the firm, in which he said Mitchell

to be surprised." thus showing,
said Mr. Heney, what was in the ml ml

Tanner, that it could nothing but
pretense, because; as knew, Mitchell
understood at all times that he was get- -
ting his half of these fees from Kribs.

to surprised at the en-

tries In the books. Well, I said, great
Heavens, Senator, if there has been any-
thing wrong in this business in the way

has been transacted, why haven't you
said so long ago. I said the books have
been kept Just as the articles

provided, and wanted, them
kept in any other way, haven't you
said something about before?"

Knew All About lit.

"Great heavens Senator; what is the
use of. your kicking at late day?
You have known all about this at all
times. Don't pretend to me that you
didn't know. You knew those were In
these books in that way. If you didn't
want it in these books in this way, you

at the books before why didn't
you my so? You have known It from our,
talks, you have known it from our let-
ters, there be any question about
it; have known that you were get-
ting your half of these fees. Then what
arc you talking to thl; wav for, about
it? You might stuff that down some-bod- y

else's throat, but not down mine.
Senator. You cannot pretend to me
that you don't know." Well, he that
Mitchell say "He
asked me how long would take to re-
write the books." Wouldn't he have

Lmade a re-pl- to it? Wouldn't he have
said ngnt men tnere. iou Know
I never saw these books; you know I did
not know these entries were going In.

did not know I was getting any part
of this money." if had been a fact?
Wouldn't he then and there have de-
clared war and said, what he said in this
letter afterwards. "Tanner, you know the
facts are as follows:" Those facts
fabricated afterwards in the talks that
took place between and Tanner.
That is what he might have said, would
have said, if he been an innocent
man at the time when Tanner said.
"Great heavens. Senator, you didn't
want there in here in this way, why
didn't you say o long ago? didn't
make any reply; he asked roc how Ion?
It would take to rewrite the books. I
said it would not take long; do you mean

leave out those onirics about this de-
partmental work and fees? he
saW, "leave that out; rewrite the books

leave out those entries," etc
Clung Guilty Way.

When a man Is charged "with crime,
sometimes he became? alarmed when he
is innocent, but thinks of a fabricated

as the only way: but that Is rare-
ly the rase; the human mind rarely
works that way. The innocent man
wants to throw door. Tanner
suggested truth to Mitchell, bat
Mitchell's mind clung to the guilty way,

they may argue to you after a white
that was not reasonable that he should.
If they do. I will attempt to answer It.
I will not waste your time to

any argument. I belle vo
I demonstrate, they raise any
doubt on the subject, that the guilty
mind usually acts Irrationally. The In-
nocent minds acts logically. The Inno-
cent man wants to show all the facts.
The guilty man thinks how he can
conceal some, destroy others, manu-
facture still others; and that Is the way
the guilty mind worked In this case. The
Innocent mind of Tanner, who was guilty

no crime under the law in this matter,
took the direct course: "Why not throw
open the books make clean breast
of Senator; that is the only way to
do." But Senator knew better; he
knew he was guilty; he knew that the
facts would convict him; as he said, the
books would not only Indict but would
convict him, and the fact that he
once turned to the and sup-
pression of evidence Is a fact which
you have right to infer guilt, because
that is the course pursued
the guilty mind. The common experience
of mankind teaches us thaty

Reads From Tanner's Evidence.
Mr. "Hnv thrn reti n Unrthr citniff

rejected the suggestions Tanner made
gardlng them.

Npw wnat did contemplate
when he wanted the books destroyed?
He came here to demand the right to go
before the grand Jury. He anticipated
being asked about Kribs matter.
he not prepared commit They
object to the Tanner upon
the that he pleaded guilty to per-
jury. Who Induced him to commit the
perjury? The statute makes the. sub-
orner perjury as incompetent to tes-
tify forever as the one who
committed the perjury; It places the sub-
orner perjury upon the same
with the iperjurer; and If the confession
of Tanner Is true, if when Tanner
Pleaded uullty to perjury and In c&en

Xcourt stated, the facts. If ha had. starr4J,
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MITCHELL'S ATTEMPTS TO SUBORN PERJURY ARE DENOUNCED
them any differently' from what he stated
them here, they certainly would have
been brought out this examination;

If he stated them the as he
stated them here, then what does the
plea guilty amount to? His ptea of
guilty amounts to the proposition that.
"At the urgent solicitation of my old
partner and to save him. bis Instance
and request. I committed perjury; and
not only I. but I had my son, tne threat-
ened Indictment whom forced me to
plead guilty to perjury confess my
crime to the world. I even had him
commit perjury to save this man. at
this man s request,"

Which Is the Worst?
Which of them. I ask you. deserves

the greater condemnation, the father who
committed the perjury, who bad his young
son do the same when entering upon
his career of manhood to save this de-
fendant, or the man whose guilty mind
manufactured this defense and Implored

demanded that partner fifteen
years should stand by him and commit
the crime for him? Tee suborner per-
jury, tho man who not only suborned

ready and prepared to com-
mit himself, because when he wanted
theso books rewritten It must have been
with the Intention of swearing that to
the best belief the rewritten books

the only ones the firm ever bad.
when he signed that agreement made

in December, 1904, antedated to March.
1901. he must have signed it with the
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Intention If he was about It
in the rranrt lurv room, of himself com

lore tne grand jury, wirea to tnis de
fendant day after day, "Let me know
what Robertson Is going to do." Yes.
he begged him to let htm know what
Robertson was going tp do. so that before
jt was too late. Tanner could save hira- -
self. But. no, the selfishness of this man
led him to permit Tanner to sacrifice
himself upon the chance that Robertson
would also commit perjury when he got
here, through the persuasion of Tanner,
and to save Tanner after he had already
commltted perjury, when it was too late
to turn back. .

Selfishness of Mitchell.
Relying upon the affection of Robertson

for Tanner. sacrificed Tanner out
of his great selfishness, and permitted
that man to destroy himself before his
friends and neighbors forever by having
the brand of perjury placed upon bis
head, and then stamped and rubbed It In
by the defendant's own attorneys here in
this courtroom. Let them dare to argue
to you that you ought not to believe the
statements of Tanner. Tanner, even In
his humiliation.' is nobility Itself, a man
to whom we may have our own children
look up. as compared with the man who
sacrificed him upon the altar of friend-
ship, knowing that he was not carrying
out his part of the contract, knowing

made In 1908 from the original. Tanner
stands there protecting this man. facing
the penitentiary itself, until when? His
love for this man leads him to stand
there until an indictment has been voted
against his boy. an indictment having
been returned against himself. He knows
that he Is guilty, and yet he stands like
a wall of rock until Robertson, the man
whom this defendant was to suborn, had
gone before the grand Jury and presum-
ably told the truth. Then, and not until
then, after all the bridges were burned,
when there was nothing left for him to
do but to see his son walk Into the peni-
tentiary before his eyes as a sacrifice to
the unutterable selfishness of this de- -
fendant. did Tanner confess.

Analyzes Tanner's Testimony.
Did he tell the truth? Whatever he

told, he told for the first time upon tho
witness stand In open court. He had no
opportunity to be coached by the attor-
neys for the defendant. Judge Bennett
tells you. in his opening statement that
1 had It published. If it was published,
it is known to them. If Tanner differed
one lota in the first statement he ever
made on the subject, and made under
such solemn and humiliating conditions
as he did there, if he has changed it one
hair's breadth upon the witness stand In
this case, don't you know that they
would have had that, here and questioned
him from it? They would have shown i
you where his story differed now from .
what he said before. If there had been
any difference. There could have been no ;
ODjeci. no purpose, no motive tor Tanner :

to ittisuy wnqa nc iook mc witness suuiu i
at that time, and there can be none now.
except that the affection he still has left
for this defendant may lead him to qual-
ify so far as he can in his favor, but not
against him. And you saw his desire to
do that when he testified, unwittingly, of
course, that he had sent several hundred t

letters upon these cases in which there
was no tee; out it turns out tnat tne sev-
eral must have been the ones
about which there was a fee. because the
number of letters which he sent relating

land department business to Mitchell.
In the whole four years In which there
was no fee was three, three only; and
about other matters 30 letters, a sum total
of 30 letters In four years; about seven
and a half letters In a year.

Mr. Heney thereupon proceeded to dis-
cuss the testimony of Harry Robertson,
but before he had concluded, a was
taken, and this subject was fully covered
In the conclusion of his address after re-
cess.

Heney Resumes His Argument.
Gentlemen of the Jury; We were about

to adjourn at noon, and I omitted the
discussion of Robertson's testimony to
any extent, bo that I could close by 12
o'clock; but as I did not finish by 12
o'clock. I will briefly review Robertson's
testimony and then take up the letter
of Senator Mitchell, and I am through
with my presentation of the opening
this case.

Robertson, who, as yon know, was the
private secretary of Senator Mitchell, had
been Interviewed by Taylor and had de-
clined to tell anything. Then he was
subpenaed bv the Government, and sub-pena-

at Washington, and as soon
as the subpena was served on him he
naturally went to Senator Mitchell and
told him that the subpena had been
served upon him and asked him what he
should do, and If there wasn't some way
of getting out of coming. He was told
no; that he would have to obey the sub-
pena. Robertson says. "I showed him
the subpena and asked him what he sup-
posed they wanted me for. He told me
he presumed they would want to question
me In regard to the firm's business. And
I was somewhat surprised at the time.
He then stated to me that Judge Tanner
had been before the grand Jury; that
he had been there with a. copy theiragreement of u31 and told me that the
agreement that Judge Tanner had sworn
to showed that all fees earned In the
departments at Washington belonged to
Tanner." Now. then. Mitchell then knew
that Tanner bad boen before the grand
Jury and had carried out his agreement
to commit perjury, and had sworn that
this agreement, which was made In De-
cember, 1904, was an agreement that had
been really executed In March. 1901. He
moreover knew from Tanner's telegrams
that Tanner and his son were threatened
with indictment for perjury, and knew
that It was upon that matter.

Tries to Fix Robertson.
He also knew that he had failed as

yet to "fix" Robertson, as he had agreed
to do. Now then, when Robertson Is
subpenaed. and he knows that the time

I -- - .. v ... . ...

Judge Tanner had sworn to showed thatan rees learned in tne departments atWashington belonged to Tanner. What
does Robertson do? Stands there inamazement. Why In amazement? Be-
cause he had prepared or run off theoriginal agreement and knew that It didnot so provide; because he had made acopy of that original agreement fn 1903
for the Senator and knew that it didnot so provide. So he stood there
amazement amazed and doubtless
shocked at the Intelligence that Tanner,
for whom he must have entertained high
respect, had been before the grand Jury
and perjured himself and he (Robertson)
subpenaed to come here. He could see
at once that he would be exDected to Aa
the same thing. Then MltchelL seelnrUuu. oh

- . " J lUiiCi , UWl iiC UlUSk AJW r QUI UUfrom Mr. Tanner evidence concerning i part of that programme and "fix" Rob-h- ls
conversations with Mitchell In regard ertson on that. If possible, he says toto tne books, in wnicn juitcneu said tney Robertson; "Tanner has been before thewould not only Indict but convict him. grand Jury with a copy of .our agree-an- din a determined and impatient way mem. of 1901," and that the agreement
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explanation voluntarily, "We fixed that
when I was out there. We thought any
means Justifiable to beat these people who
were after us." He calls it persecution.
We call it the vindication of the laws
of your country. We call It the per-
formance of duty. They call us scoun-
drels and other worse things for perf-
orming- our duty.

Mitchell JHStl&es Perjury-H-e

says. "Well, after he told me that
Tanner had been there with the agree-
ment that Tanner was to receive all the
fees earned In the Departments. I looked
at him, I presume, for & minute, with-
out speaking. He then said to me that
he and Tanner had had a talk when he
was out here In December, and that they
had come to the conclusion that any
means were Justifiable to defeat the as-
saults that those of were making
upon them." Any means. Perjury was
Justifiable. Any. means. The man who
would balk and "hesitate at taking a part
ot a lee tor appearing as a united btates
Senator before a department was willing
to commit perjury or anything else In
order to defeat a prosecution. Let us
reason backwards. Would the man who
would suborn perjury, would the man who
was willing to commit perjury or adopt
any other means to defeat a prosecution,
be liable to accept a fee If he thought
he could take It without the chance of
being caught, knowing that It was crim-
inal? That gives you an Insight Into
the character of the man who Is charged
with this offense. I care not how high a
public office he may have held. Public
office often comes to the unworthy. It
is no disgrace to the State of Oregon
to hare one of Its United States Sen-
ators convicted, but It Is a disgrace to
the State of Oregon If Its citizenship has
fallen so low that when the evidence
demonstrates bis guilt beyond any ques-
tion, a Jury can be found In Oregon who
wfll be willing to say. "We will not en-

force the laws against this man. be-
cause we and the rest of the citizens of
Oregon have heretofore honored him with
high office." If you have honored him
with high office and he has betrayed your
trust-.- ten thousand times more reason
for enforcing the law and letting him.
and every other man whom you expect
to honor In the future, understand that
In Oregon no man is above the law.

Ordered to See Tanner.
"I asked him If there was any way in

which I could avoid coming here. He
told me no; that I was compelled to an-
swer the subpena. I said to him. or
asked him, what In the world I could do.
He said I must see Tanner Immediately
on my arrival here, and told me that
Tanner would show me a copy of the
agreement that he had sworn to."

Now. what was the Implication? We
win expect you to swear to the same
thing.

"He told me that that was their agree-
ment. He told me that after Tanner had
shown the agreement, he would tell me
what he had sworn to and would tell me
what I was to swear to. There waa con-
versation about other matters. 1 don't
know whether I could svate those or
not."

And then he was told to leave It out.
"Did he say anything to you about that

contract on any occasion there prior to
that "

Now, here was the selfishness of this
man reaching out. Not only would he
have old. age commit Itself to perjury
and blacken Its character, but he would
reach out to this young man. who had
grown up under his eye, in his office, and
unhesitatingly sacrifice him by having
him commit perjury that he might go
free.

"Did he say anything to you about that
contract on any other occasion there,
prior to that one you have Just been tes-
tifying about?"

"A. He did. He asked me If I knew
where his copy of the firm agreement
was."

"Q. When was that?'
"A. That was the 31st of January of

this year."
"Q. Of 1S04?"

Motive or Mitchell.
"A. No. of this year the 31st of Janu-

ary. 1903. That was at his house one
morning. I told him I puppesed he had It
himself. He said he was unable to find
it. and wanted to know if I did not
have It. I told him If 1 had It. it was
down at the committee-roo- m in the tin
box In which he kept the Price estate
papers, and I would take a look for It
when I went down. I went down In
little while, but was busy and did not
look for It at the time. A little later
the Senator came down and asked me If I
had found It. I told him I would take
look right then, which I did, and I waa
unable to find It."-- q. Did he say anything further at
that time In recard to It?"--a. He asked me It I remembered It
particularly. I said. 'No, not particularly;
Tvhy . He said. Well, that 13 all right:
you don t need to remember it.

Now, as we will see presently from this
letter, instead ot assuming tne Duraen
that be bad undertaken. Instead of com-
ing out frankly to Robertson and telling
him. though he did tell him Indirectly.
he says Tanner would tell him what to
swear to; he tells him Tanner would tell
him what he bad sworn to. He tells him
that Tanner had already sworn that
agreement was when he,
Mitchell, knew that It was not
and then he finds from Robertson that
Robertson doesn't remember particularly

was Robertson s answer to see just ex
actly what it was that Mitchell wanted
of him? And then Mitchell pays. "Well,
there Is no need of your remembering It."
No. Because, as we will see presently,
he said to Tanner. "See Robertson Im-
mediately upon his arrival!" "Don't let
him read this letter." "Don't let him see
the firm books." But what does he ex-

pect of Tanner? To show Robertson that
contract made in December and under-
take to get Robertson, out of bis affec- -

I .... fnw Tinn,P YA llflrf fttr91 hMfl
Lbefore the grand Jury and perjured hlm- -
seir, to go oeiore tne grana jury ana per-
jure hlmrslf. too. In order that Tanner
might not be prosecuted for that per-
jury and convicted and sent to the peni-
tentiary.

'Q. Did he say anything further at
that time "

I read you that.
That Tanner Letter.

"Was anything said in this conversation
after you were subpenaed In relation to
the letter? A. The Senator told me he
had a telegram from Tanner. I believe, or
a communication to the effect that some
friend was bringing a letter from Tan-
ner. The day I left Washington, which
was Sunday, the Sth of February, the Sen-
ator, or some one. telephoned to the hotel
for me to come to the Raleigh Hotel and

a letter from a Mr. Miller. I did so.fet down to the Raleigh and met Mr.
H. P. Miller, a brother-in-la- w of Judge
Tanner's." Tanner has already testified
that he sent the letter by Mr. Miller. "Mr.
Miller gave me a letter In an envelope
addressed to Senator Mitchell In Judge
Tanner's handwriting. I took It up ;o the
Senator's house and delivered It to him.
He took the letter and went Into another
room and stayed a little while and came
back." It Is fair to presume that he read
It. "He said to me that he thought he
would call his stenographer. Mrs. Bler-hau-

and would perhaps send an an-
swer by me. He asked me what time I
expected to leave, and I told him I
thought I would leave either on the 5:40
or the 7:45 train. He asked me. I believe.
If I would come back; I told him I did not
know whether I would have time; that I
had to pack up and get away. I did not
go back, but shortly before I got ready to
take the train a letter was brought to
me by Max Pracht." Q. "During that
conversation or either of those conversa-
tions with the Senator, after you were
subpenaed. do you recall as to whether
he read you any telegrams or stated to
you the contents of any telegram from
Judge Tanner, and If so, state ltr A.
"On the next day after I was subpenaed.
he read me a telegram from Tanner, to
the effect, as I remember it that Tanner
and his son were threatened with Indict-
ment by the grand lory In reference to
the firm business, ana asking what Harry
says." Now you all know why Tanner
wanted to know what Harry said. He
wanted to know whether Senator Mitch-
ell badltxed Harry yet, and whether Har-
ry was going to support him in that per-
jury.

Tanner a "Blamed Fool."
"And he turned to me and said. "What

do you sayr or words to that effect. I
replied that I thought Tanner was a
blamed fool for sending any such message
over the wire, and that I would not an-
swer it. He then said he would have to
answer it, and he dictated an answer to
me to the effect that Harry had been sub-
penaed and would leave the next day. and
for him to. see me Immediately upon my
arrival. That Is as near as I can remem-
ber the wording of It." Harry has been

iT"T r an
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arrival. Why? So aa to fix hlra before
he goes before the grand jury to perjure
himself on behalf ot this man: to sacri-
fice himself upon that altar. "What did
you do with that telegram after it was
dictated?" A. "I wrote It oat and sent
It. On the day I left, when I saw
him at his house and he spoke of sending
the letter, he read me another telegram:
said he believed he had shown me that
before. I don't know when he received it.
It was from Tanner, and read something-lik-

this; 'Does Harry remember the
agreement of 1S01 or remember writing
ltr I did not see the telegram, he sim-
ply read It to me."

Some Clever Analysis.
Now the questions of the counsel for the

defendant pretended that they were going
to roaKe an attack: upon juage tanner,
when he said that a conversation took Inplace between him and Senator Mitchell
upon the train. In which Mitchell brought
up the Kribs matter himself, and In whjch
tney ciscussea mat contract, ana me ten-
or of the questions that were put to him
upon was that they In.
proposed to prove that no such conversa-
tion ever took place; that they proposed
to prove It bv-- Droduclnsr the telecram of
Tanner himself In which Tanner asked a
the question. Did Harry prepare tnat
agreement ot 1904? The pretense made by
the form of questions was that Tanner awas sweanne to a lie when he said tnat
conversation took place between htm and
this defendant, because Tanner did not
men rememoer tnat iiarry Kooertson was
the man who prepared that agreement.
Have they made good on that? Don't you
know that It Is beyond all Question that
Judge Tanner, who says. "Of course I
sent sucn a telegram." was referring to
the manufactured agreement which was
made In December? "I wanted to know
whether Mitchell had carried out his
agreement and fixed Harry Robertson, be
cause i was standing here threatened
with indictment, and so was my son, for In
having gone before the grand Jury and
sworn it was made In 1901. That Is what
I was referring to." Now, Mitchell reads
that telegram to Robertson, some days
after It was received, and after Robertson
is subpenaed; he lets Tanner sweat here
and lets Tanner make this sacrifice, and
doesn't even show or read the telegram
to Robertson until after Robertson is sub-
penaed; It matters not to htm who Is
sacrificed, so long as he can go free. "He
asked me then if I did remember It; I said
I did. That was about ill the conversa-
tion I remember In reference to the tele-
gram. I saw them taken." Then he Is
shown a letter and testifies to seeing- - It
taken from the envelope. Then he testi-
fies that he talked with no one before the
grand Jury, except a few words with Mr.
Banks there; wasn't Interviewed by any-
body after coming from the tralif. Then
In answer to the question. "Did you have
any conversation with Senator Mitchell
with reference to this case, or these mat-
ters, after your return to Washington?"
he says, ""ies, sir. I had a conversation
with him the same evening." Q. "Who
was present?" A. "No one was present
but he and I at that time." Q. "Where
was ltr A. "In his room. 1433 Rhode
Island avenue. N. W., Washington," Q.
-- vnat was saiur- - A. '"vvnen i went in
he asked me If I was back, and I said
yes; and I said. There Is more trouble.
Senator; I said. There seems to be more
trouble. Senator. He flew into a rage
and began swearing at me; called me
some names, and said I was helping the
prosecution all In my power. He also ac-
cused Tanner and me of entering into a
conspiracy to ruin hlra." That Tanner Ihad done so. because with an Indictment
staring his son In the face, having already
been indicted himself. Robertson having
been before the grand Jury and not hav-
ing supported him. to save his son. he
confessed to his guilt, and that Is de-
nounced by this selfish defendant as a
conspiracy between him and Robertson
to ruin the defendant They are conspira-
tors, traitors, scoundrels, because they
would not perjure themselves and stay
perjured. In the language of the politi-
cian who was asked what his definition of
an honest man was. "I consider an hon-
est man one who stays bought."
Friend One Who Stayed Perjured.
So this selfish defendant considered a

man his friend who stayed perjured; but
be was a scoundrel and a traitor If he did
not stay perjured, or If he was not willing
to perjure himself and stay perjured:
that Is his measure of friendship, the rule
whereby he measures a good man. "He
said our testimony as he had read It In
the papers was a mass of lies from begin-
ning to end. I told the Senator at thatflmj. If Via thnticVit f Vt V uKrvt.l" Ir T

would tender my resignation, and ask him !

to accept it,"
Did he accept It? If this roan had told

a ma? of lies, wouldn't he have accepted
It? Wouldn't he have accepted that res-
ignation so quick it would have madei
Robertson's head swim, and wouldn't he
have kicked him out of the room In the
bargain? But If Robertson had told the
truth, and if he hugged to his heart the
belief that possibly he might still Induce
Robertson to change his testimony, what
would he do? He would nedeavor to keep
him In his employ; he would endeavor to
have him where he could keep his hand
upon him and could measure the pulse-bea- ts

and tell what probability there was
of Inducing him yet to become a per-
jurer. And that Is what he did. He held
him there, he tried to drag from his lips
the story of what Robertson had told
In the grand Jury room, so that be could
point out to Robertson what changes he
wanted made, so that he could prepare a
defense that would fit that testimony In
co rar as possible. He kept him there
until It became a certainty that Robert-
son could not be Induced to commit per-
jury, and then he was through with nlm
forever. He has no use for a man any
longer when he cannot use him to aia
own selfish purpose and ends. "He also,
at the same time, said be wanted to get
a little statement from me as to what
had occurred. During the progress of
the conversation, he turned to me and
asked me had I seen the genuine agree-
ment when I was out here before the
grand Jury. I told him I had. He asked
me If It really did contain the clause to
the effect that he was to receive all
fees earned before the department at
Washington." Could he have forgotten
that after making- the change with Tan-
ner and signing this changed agreement,
after reading It over and melng it was
all right In December?. Have you any
doubt out what he did that?

Lost His Head In a Rage.
"I said to him. 'Why. Senator, you

know it does. He flew Into a rage and
shook his fist at me. said it was a lie.
that he did not know anything of the
kind, that he had never seen It-- I re-
plied that I could not understand, if that
was the case, wny he had been making-u-

a false one only about a month be-
fore." He had told Robertson before
Robertson started to testify that Tanner
and he had fixed It up In December, and
that Tanner had gone before the grand
jury and sworn to It; you have seen It
here witn his Kgnature upon it; you nave

I no riouht Ir was made in December. 1VM
J and yet he Is stating that he never saw

it. In his rage, he lost his head. He
i makes contradictory statement after con- -

tradlctory statement. It Is the Irrational
course of the guilty mind, operating- - in
him. as It operates in other more com
mon Individuals. "After a bit he quieted
down, and sat there, the tears, running
down his face, and he said. 'Harry, you
know they ought not to prosecute me for
that; all I ever got was some little
checks. "

The great Lord Cllve. when he was be-
ing prosecuted in England, having been
Governor-Gener- al of India, and having
been the conquering hero of the wars
there, upon investigation for having
taken money that he ought not to have
taken, when he returned to England,
after having portrayed to the committee
the opportunities that be had the bank-
ers who were crawling at his feet when
he captured one of the cities wound up
by saying: "By God, Mr. Chairman, as I
contemplate the opportunities that I had.
I marvel at my own moderation." So the
defendant In this case, when charged
with having taken these checks, as huge
In proportion to his opportunities as the
amounts taken by Cllve were as com-
pared with his opportunities, almost says
to your teeth. "By God, gentlemen of the

as I reflect upon the opportunitiesIury. to take larger amounts. I marvel
at my own moderation. I got nothing feut
a few small checks, after all:"

"Q. Did you have any conversation
with the Senator In regard to an Inter-
view that he proposed to give out to
the newspapers relating to Kribs? A.
Yes. air. I old. Q. When was that? A.
That was the morning. I think, of the
Zd of February. It was the rooming-tha- t

the notice of the Kribs Indictment
was published In the Washington papers.
Q. Do you mean the indictment against
Senator Mitchell In this case? A. In
this case. yes. sir. It came about In this
way. I had rone direct to the office that
morning.' ana In time Mrs. Mer- -

IhAsaJL

was conversation between she and me in
reference to the publication about the
further indictment. r Then there was. an
objection. "After a bit. the Senator came
down and he. asked me for the statement
and I gave it to him. I told him at that
time that I thought there ought to be
some correctlona or changes In It. I
wanted to talk to him before he sent
It out. He asked me what was the mat-
ter of It and I started In to tell him.
He then stopped me In the middle of a
sentence and he told Mrs. Blerbauer. who
was there, and his grandson, John Mitch-
ell Handy, to go out of the room, that
he wanted to talk to me alone a little
bit. He-- told them to go up to the gallery
or somewhere for a few minutes; When
they had left the room he turned to me
aad wanted to know what was the mat
ter with that statement. I explained to
him that I thought It was too strong

met, I said. Senator, If I was you, I
wouldn't make any statement at all, as

know and I know that Kribs hasSou a client of the office out there for
several years and has been paying money

He flew Into a very violent rage and
shook his fist at me and said It was a
lie. that he didn't know anything of the
kind and that he would swear to It on

stack of a thousand Bibles. Those are
almost his exact words, as near as I
can remember. I said very well. Sen-
ator, you are liable to make yourself out

liar if you do so. because I know
better. Tanner knows better. Kribs knows I

better and Tanner's stenographer and
innrSi ofiid hvi.vJ'h.HS re--bit
member ieelnsr Krlh-- t last Fait Ht '

fore we left, a little while, and says. I
111 fix It. He took his pencil, struck

out part of it and wrote In others, and
then he handed It to me to copy It ever,
and as near as I can remember it read
like this la substance."

Then came an objection and neatly it
was stated that the original was thrown

the waste basket when the copy was
written for the newspapers. The orig-
inal was to the effect that he did net
know Kribs. that he had never seen him
and never had any conversation wtth
him and also denying specifically having i

in !(0.i.m0;,
that I wrote was to the effect that be

fLr.1? Jl'ianl-i0an-
Z rtLl3BS;Ile3a I

matters, and in the same clause
denying the receipt of the money."

The Fajnoas Mitchell Letter.
We have the testimony of Kribs In

regard to the conversation Whea the
first letter was written by Mitchell and
you know that Kribs testifies that it was
in regard to a land matter this landmatter that he bad paid this J1CCO. thathe had left the list of these lands with
Tanner; do you know that from that
time on. constantly letter after letter was i

passlnc between Tanner and MltchelL
and two or three letters were written
direct to Mitchell by Kribs. one of which
Kribs tells you was la regard to kind
matters? One letter was m regard to
something else, and that letter has beenproduced here. Now. following all that.
mis is tne letter that was sent out bIV

Robertson, and let us examine it. Ail
In the handwriting of Senator Mitchell
himself, written with a pen. a long let-
ter. Now, let us see what knowledge
this shows. Let us see what attempt to
fabricate evidence It shows; let us see
If this letter does not Itself convict thisman out of his own mouth. "Washington.
D. C. February 5. 1305. Mr Dear Judge:

am almost afraid to write a word, as
these scoundrels will misconstrue every-
thing, and distort all that Is said." New.
It Is important to bear that sentence In
mind, because you .must remember thatevery sentence that Is written In here Is
written with that In view and In mind,
that If this letter falls Into the hands
of anybody he has get to have It read
so that it will be least criminating andat the same time tell Tanner what it Is
that he wants Tanner to do. Now. what
does he want him to do? He says. "Your
friend with letter did not arrive here
until today. Your letter only received at
3 P. M. I have made a search for my
copy ot articles oc copartners nip c isoi.
but am un&ole to find It." New. what

"with,

under

suggestion

accounts

business

was worrynsr hm about the artdes of one man's word is as as an-12-

original articles? Why. the ether "Besides, it Is Important
might It. If the Gov-- we should It with who

eminent It it was important for Is to help defend me. regard to the
Mitchell to know It before Mitchell case." That was necessary to Tan-se- lf

would that the contract that other was to anybody
was December. 1504. really J whose hands letter might fall:
executed in March. If the J Tanner, he opposed to de-r- eal

original agreement of 1901. stroyln? the books, If he told
produced by the after t what he wanted, he feared

he sworn to he was a i would not bring them, Tanner was
prosecution for perjury. He was took- - : under Indictment. get or
ing ior it. ana ne man t una it. I tniaic
it must be amonx my papers In office.
There Is one reason why we
that In letter he wants Tanner to
be very particular to keep the efSee
locked, see that "these scoundrels"
don't get In there. "Harry, ef course.
prepared these articles. That is ne

"You knew notI Don't a
No-- know the

1S04. Why?
these,

the the
the 3d

the Sth when
wny does to ten .tanner
the facts are? Doesn't Tanner
them? Haven't they talked them
sufficiently?

"These Are
"These are the facts, deal

with them accordingly." Now, read
the the facts as I

want you to them. These are the
facts as I want you to swear to
These the facts that I you to ax
Robertson to to. but don't Rob-
ertson know I you to do
Don't show Robertson letter. As we

see presently, poor again
to shoulder the subornation ef perjury of
Robertson. when they are au com
mitted and all in the basket and au where
they are facing the penitentiary, then it
Is for to follow perjure

mtneseWell,

think
they

for such beea credited
either me or the firm, or that my ac-
count been any
part thereof." now 5.
How did he know He seen It

December Is whea went
through the books by Item. I
waa never furnished with any statement

any account or any charges what- -
.tanner, win tnat x

never was furnished with any book
count or statement whatever. Didn't
he remember he had been furnished,
at his own request, with copy ef
books from 1S0I, to June.

"Tanner", know what the
with them

"I never was furnished
statement or with

Why. to as pure
from stain as me driven pro-

vided everybody suf-
ficiently. "And nothing; to do with
the books did' I see the same, and
you times I cau-
tioned you not to me up
with matters." 1
shown be cautioned the
testimony shown you

cautioned not to his name up.
He never not to

part ot fees.
I not book entries
made or what you did any or
checks. If you for land
service." In other Tanner, per-
jure don't ever state
we went through the books December,
when I there. by Item. Deny
that we about
these Kribs entries. Why. would
Mitchell If these things
could be carried out. It was wholly Im-
material where It "Nor was
I by did I have any
knowledge, that cash or

was placed either to the credit
our una or Judge,

I am sure, these are the
facts, I sure, whatever en-
tries made, Intended I
should have of such cash
checks. If Intended that

settling- accounts between
us part any such or checks
should be mine, your Individual prop-
erty.

Now. we can understand if
that heard

that given up the There
would be another getting- put cf

thins-- us call this an advance,
as sud& gryn;

knowledge on part as to- - whera
the money was. commg- from,
full expectation on part at charging;
me up it when we had a fln.il settle-
ment of the firm's accounts. set-
tlement a teat provided formonthly settlements, which car--'
rled out havlnjr thosa
monthly settlements. then, was

to commit perjury. Tsupposed, course, you
kept all such charges layour own name. There Is no offense oa

la doinz for anv hoa--

and good
the Gov- - in court.

have aad talk over Fulton,
had In

him- - foot
Her. The fool Into

executed In was this but
knew, was

March. and Tan-w- as

Government ner Tanner
had that, facia? and

"Don't rattled

will find
this

to

30th
you

nave wnat
over

the
and

swear let
that told

this
has

And

suit

any

credited

that
"As

swear

November.

deal
any

any
and

free

nor
any way

any
and

him mix
him him

any

and

had conversation
absolutely.

ever
any

myself. will

you,

you
some

but

had
way

thin

any
and

was
rellslousiy

and
part

est people these land matters. I hope.
tiiciciuic. juu tsiu me me justice
the proper giving the facts, just asthey are Is not au "and as I have
stated 'them. Yea. giving the facts as Ihave stated them. And you are safe: they
cannot get you. The only chance, you
taking ts this perjury. Commit perjury.Judge, Then It Is up to you to destroy

nooks. If protect your-
self. If I can justret you Into that holeI am is no offense on.
your doing business for any hon-
est people In these land matters. Itherefore, you will do me the atthe proper gtving; the facts Justas they are aad as I have stated them."
Now, what Is the next sentence? "Yaamust not get rattled or alarmed.

Why Get Battled or Alarmed?
vTav If Tannr HhSr?f5rat.?eiUd HaV.e a money

fer these vrviw hut nmmlniui
'crime, what ws for f to getnr ainrmi tV-k- tell Taa--ner not to set rattled or alarmed. H
knew was threatened

lor perjury. He says. Go on and
commit this mass perjury, but don'tget rattled or alarmed. And then, as ws
will see presently. "Don't interviewed.
Get all the books, put them yeur trunkcome here Immediately, and then Iwilt tell you what to do." Yes. when hagot hlro. there the books, on the pre-
tense that It was for Senator Fulton togo through them, those books would nev
er seen me ngnt oc day la any

ZtVZJ l-- ,
wouM ata there a bulwark betweenllLlt' .?tIl?.Ja..Tan- -
chanc- - even " h confessed and pleaded
guilty, proving- thavwhat he said the

time was true. The evidence that
would have corroborated Tanner would
have beea destroyed .and Mitchell's wo--
would have been as good as Tanner's;
and Tanner having- - sacrificed himself to
this Insatiable selnshaess the defend-
ant, sacrificed his son to It Rob-
ertson been committed to It he
could stand back laugh In glee. Then
he would never have assumed the crying:
attitude: he would have still been
the defiant John H. Mitchell that you all
know. who. even under these trying ctr--
cumtances. to to stand and fight
back. He would have made a good sol-
dier. "You mustn't get rattled er alarm
ed, iiarry win douotiess wentiry the co-
partnership articles of 1301 as havlnjr
been prepared by him." Which ones!
The December ones, of course. "See him.
at once oa bis arrival. Don't be iater- -
viewed until I see you; and now. strict
ly confidential, don't tell Harry, your son.
or any one. can t you immediately on
receipt of this drop everything: and
directly here? Bring you In your
trunk, but let your any-
one know, all the company's books, day.
ledger, all them; also your bank-boo- k,

as I am anxious to for my-
self personally what the books show.-Does-

carry conviction on the
of It, as what the Intent

motive was which these books were
to be brought to Washington? He

through those books page by page
Item by Item December, only a

little over a month and yet ha
gives as his excuse la this letter, where
he is guarding- every expression,
fear these scoundrels will misconstrue
It. I am very anxious, extremely anx-
ious, to see tor personally what
the books show." Does not that carry
conviction to your minds that he was In-
tending to carry out the original pro
gramme which he had tried his best to
ret Tanner to do. to destroy the evidence

alarmed; come immediately; cmxs--

an the books with you. so that Fulton
' can look them. X am extremely anx--!

to see myseu? what Is trt them. Be--(
sides. It Is Important wo should talk It

I over with Fulten. who ts to help defend
I me. la regard to the case. 1 hope
t can come. If so. don't let a

re can that Government
vieuths stole them out of office,

they found them things which,
showed my Innocence as clear day-
light, and therefore dared not produce-them.-

Would they have the audacity to
make that defense? Undoubtedly. Judg-In- g

by the evidence la. case what
was attempted. "And 1 you eanclude to,

wire me as follows: don't even let
i . i .t?.'"r. J,r y,u. TlIns--. Tanner. I do nooe vou can come.

Immediately, before are called
again before the grand Jury.' Evidently,
be knew the books not got there yet.
"I hope you can come before you get
before the grand jury and they see tha
books." Why? Because, as he told Tan-
ner, the books would not only mulct but
ranvict Taim. "Sincerehr vour friend.

Earmarks Guilt.
And then the of guilt. Why.

ir thi, t aH the stuff that is
here, why he want It burned? "Burn

t thi without falL"
j Gentlemen of the jury, as I will have to
! mm th aw nn at the close. I will leave.

h matter with now. and I thanic
you very much far the patient attention;
you nave given me. i azrow i- - ua.

hard strain on you to ttstea to so Ions
an argument, but It my duty to r

the facts from beginning to end.
so that when they are. argued by the-othe-

side, will have as clearly as I
can put It before you. the facts as w
view them from our side of the case

Whereupon, after admonishing- - the Jury,
the court adjourned until 10 o'clock, A. M.

Jury Finds for Doctor.
Within five mlutes after the case waa

submitted the Jury In the case of C. A.
Fraser. administrator of tho estata of
Jennie Hawley. against Dr. Etta.
Schnanffer. returned a fa favor- - of
the defendant. Mrs Schnanffer was sued,
for JSeoO damages for havins caused tha
death of Jennie Hawley as the re-

sult ef a childbirth, attendance. The child
also died and a suit against Dr.
Schnanffer on. account of the loss of the
child Is pending-- . When the evidence la
the case just closed was aSb.CS.
Xadd. Edwin Caswell and O. H. Lance
members of the Jury, announced, that the
minds of the were made up and

argument of counsel was unneces-
sary. Tha testimony was that tuaercs-loa- fs

caused the death of Mrs. Hawley.
Drs. HL- W. Coe. K-- Kelly, H. P. Geary
and A. E. Hockey In her bekatf.
John F. Logan, and Dan Malax key ap-
peared as attorneys for the defease.

f

"Will Sfbt Approve luskchhewl Ma.
Mayor Williams yesterday decided not

to attach his signature tc the ordinance-passe-

by the City Council to rchaburs
for punchbowl that had heeat

presented, to by the body, and It
understod that different members wHL

jaaaesa themaelvea for the gift

committal enougn. w nich onesr ; aeul yae are coming-- ,

will see Harry on his arrival. foasd Harry. let member of vour
our supplemental agreements of date family that you bring books.- -

vember 1. which are all right Harry Why. It might be necessarr for
has these with him. Now. the facts are both of them to swear that they did not

and you must deal with them ac-- know what had become of the books, so
cordingly." Why. he had been here la i don't trust some one else with the knowl-Decemb- er.

and this Is Sth of Febru-- 1 edge also; "put them In. bottom of
ary-- He bad come here on of De-- j your trunk without the knowledge of
cember and left on the of Decern- - i anybody; bring- - them on here, and them
ber. and this Is only of Febnaary. I they are destroyed nobody but
He had bad these talks with Tanner here. ' and I will know that they are destroyed.
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tween lines. These are
see
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are want

It.

will Tanner

safe him and

see

myself

claim

h.

jurors

himself also on the sam facts. "First. . f ,;" K." CI m
Don'tr,hininibn-- r

under our articles 1 was not to have any nL. b'teU falmInterest whatever In aay business you ' l1 m.aee,5 rffrMhhave amight do in any of the departments ef In So Hafrronto what wasany land matters.' he had beea t to res
very careful, to change the articles, or J5 th Sncoahave them changed, so that they would ' IllteMru
nor. Indicate that, as he seemed to "f--

, Jand offiTdid. So there was a fabrication that , ?aJ?eiTjSJaXt rJdr-lXIl- 1he wanted. "Second, as a matter ef fact, Ie. ?
never knew until now that anr charxes ln possiDie.
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