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{n the mosl soletsn lorm known to our laws, con-

ur provinee, I
Ry, Saa e the |

secratied 1o the servioe,

Hut, without inreding uwpon
shall be lolé L0 st O mnte
exigencies of the case require,

iy, and ud

L e learvod conusel have repedted ana dwelt
upon the evidence, i your neariog, so fully thus
1 need not detsln you by golng over bicse volumes
A repesition pow, in aay form, of
lhve bdeurd irom the |1i witnesses, |

o Leslimuny.
what you

wouuid send yon 10 your deitberatious, dsys beoce,

woeary and perplexad,
Tuai | may not be performing » frultiess service,

1 must wasist yon t su Arragge aud .I]“‘u,‘l‘:l“l,
u

evisence thal you can grasp aud apply i
1 pudy Bos Ieve your miuds froubied Ly the con-
ticting suthorities you have seard clied, | mast
stite the roles of IBw according 0 onr presynt
conception o1 them, I ¢au LElp You ton clear up-
prehensiun of the precise quesions you ure to
CONRLYEr, wid of Lhe coaracler of the evidouce, and
Tt Fules W princigies wpplieatic to each vl thoge
questlops, Fou s :
ratlolnl process, LOFOUgR Lhe SEVOTAL stages olin-
i resuli.
qqﬁ;’.‘.:;r:-a; tody of testimony can only bo re-
Boived Ly & proper arrangemient and distrivution.
Bime o0 1t refates w Lhe prineipml question a
1Es1e, SOME G5 1L L0 the credit due o certaln wit-
nesses, o of 16 to the mere question of dam-

The
Il"l'n.— pleadings have becn stated in yuur heariog,
and Yol percelve LUkt the churge of aguitery, deo-
pied by tne suswer, lies &t toe eubdation of the
case,
THE BURDES UF PROOKP ON THE PLAINTIFK,

Upon iae jssae thus joindd the wurden of proof
rests on the plainiild

You are also to undersiand thar the evidence
shwuid be suen as 10 CRrry convietion to toe minds
D Just and prodent mweb—should polnt to ithe
WOTufl gulit more directly tLan 10 ADy OLREr rea-
poliable Lypotuesis,

Tne wrong charged Lo this compiaint might be

roved by direct or LY circumstantial evidenoe.

Gt such & ciarge s not usouily proved, or indeed
provable, by direc: and positive evidetice,
reason Is obvious, Lo most lestances Where, un-
ger Luglul resiriites, Wi bppareutly proper intis
micy degenerntes luio Heendous sets, the evil -
pent ana life put on the garb of innocence. To
such eases, 1O Wil Cases ol goubt ard difticulty, the
ww ol evidence, ssucbing wnd Gexible, npplies pe-
culier tests—presumpiions aod inferetices drawn
front faets wud irow cunduct, aceordlug to the
tiotates of experieace, »0 that, flaaily, rbe ques-
el 0f gL OF Jnnocence may be determioed by
ke jury o the lgnt retlected by ibo surroundiog
Wredistanoes,

A fow snuple (lustrations, stutead with raference
0 wocpse ol LS clluraoler, may enavie you Lo ua-
lerstund, suniciently fur our pre~cut purposs, the
Lilerence belween direct, circumstastinl gou pre-
AMmptive evidenee, I o Withess should tesiuy
it be had seen tho acluml commissiou of the
xRl act charged, tea: woold Le » hat s culied
gleeot and pusitive evidence. I & wituess should
testafy that the wile auid e paramour, defend-
e, fad oceeupied the sume room il might in saen
Malner 48 ended Lo loe conciusion Lhat they nad
slepit tugetier, oF 1f he had admittea nls guil,
it woukd Ly cirenmstantial evidence. 1 to
eitel received by the deicndant explieltty charg-
Bg B wiith tae mduitery, e bad snswered,
wuiply saying, 9 wm =orry, and hope t be fur-
pivea, I, on belong thus charged 10 W couvers
Vatiow, by Oue naving auo ioterest in the mwatter,
ae hid mede no apswer whaiever, that by a
palural (rocesd Of reasvRing, would be presump.
tiveevidence.

CLRUCUMSTANTIAL BVIDENCE.

In seting on Cirsumstantial or ot presumptive
sVlURNCE & JUTY SHUd eXercise great care, proceed
tpatIouslY, 4% Won 4re wout 10 go when wravelling
O oclm rwilignt on uulamliiar roads, and mast dls=
NHguisn the poilun arislug on susploion or con-
welure frum toe relation existlnyg beétween tne
auserved and the loierred lacts,

Withiu the spint sud torius of tne Lllosirations

stuted you will Duve occasion 10 gupsider the ex- |

Isling 1acte aud the Inferences LAt may justly ve
drawn (ruin them. The luterences mast have &
henltny growib, spring irom the fucis nalursily
Ré Iruis irew the vine, aod aithough yoa cannot
Lride the connaction 48 You could feel the hnks of
the ebsio wWhich Dinds ateriad objects 10geclier,
L, to sataly the rule, Yod shouwa perceive Mlti
@ fully convibesd that the conbedi10n does exisl,
Tue eviaence bearing ou the prioncipal guestion,
thas of sdultery, may be taken upiv 18 order,
tius—First, 68 o taF Wriings rejerred to: sec.
oud, ps 0 the orel admissiondg: thirs, as 10 the
LACIE or lEplied 4o missIons, and lourth, wsj to] tue
generai copduct of tue uefendant,
| purpose brielly to call your attention to some
3t the more uportant watiers failing under auon
o) those heaus, Your couclusions, however, should
Bul
deuce, vut trom all the tesimony on tbis braoch
i the case culiblned.

In tuking ep the wrinngs referred to you will |

observe that the plainti@’s letter ol the 26th of
December, 1570, demanding that the gefenuant
whoulu leave uls puipit and the clty was the Arst
ppen ugl of hostiity.

MUS. TILTON'S CHARGE.

The demand was witudrawu at the literview
hud Ly tle
svenlog of December 30, 1870, ‘L ue plaiati cisims
that tokt was (= delerence to the wishes of his
Wile. AL thut tie a poaper written by Mra, Ti-
ton il Tespect to uer reiatlons to the deiendant
was leid by Mr, Moulton. The copy of it whicn
the plaintild bad was torm up after having been
read or sinted to the gefendant, and the eriginal
was elso turn up alterward by Mrs. Titon, with
ner husbaoa's assent. Prool of the comten of
loat paper was ruied out, becuuse the w
wis o cuonfdcential communicailon by the wife 0
ttue husband ald bDecause he was a party to its
festruction. But tnat roling wus ne deprivation,
M ue chuarge written by Mra, Thton could have
been eviaence against Lhe defesdant. That same
evening Mr. Beccher, with the assent of the Lus
smnd, catled on Mrs. Tilten. He then obtained the
paper commonly calied *“ihe reiraction,™ after-
marg surrendered to Mr. Mouton,

THE “LETTER OF CUNTRITION."

The neXt paper o order Is ihat o Jamuarvl,
1875 It 8 o Mr. Moulton's Writlog, except the
line 8t the bottom, and the sigoaturs, writiea by
Alr. Beecher.

A guestion of imet In dl.lgnl.& a8 to thls ”rr
fese;ves your sitention. Mr. Mouwion says Lbat
4 Was Qictuted, sentence by sealence, ana that it
was Jead over. Mr, Beecuer denies wast dictation
A tuat reading.

AR 16 the degree of credit to which these wit-
Desdes, tous Lo conflict, may de reiatively entitied,
you are toremember that they apeak of what oc-
tarred ab s tune of great exclrement. Thev may
ot nave been equaliy afected, bLat while the one
WAS Louring out his thouygnis in the agony of self-
depreciation, the otber may weli have beed moved
W sympatny. The law has temder coumderation
lor an lolirmily of memory thus innerited ; the wit-
NEsd 1 Rut eXpected 1o speak of evenis with clear-
ness and certainiy,

Ad to the suljedt thus spoken 10 by these wit-
nesses, You should be prodeut 1o relereuce 10 mere
provmoiities. Yeu nre nol Lo ICduige 10 Specala-
cons, or Hghtiy consider & wntter wbicn mas vean
uifiriued becslss It Ay 0ot seem reasonavle. If
Fou were psked Lo determing a question from the
snaracier, suought, or siyle of cue well knowa,
Jou solld besitate, Decause No one (8 AlwWays tem-
perate Or masier ol poagsell. Oor moeds and
iregks 0f temper mar the hsrmouy of thoughs
aua utterance, Your neigubor may usually have
a3t quaity of specch, walch 8o » el cummports
Witk Lis characier tuat you recognize
Bu: the sawe man, whes andaly moved, Ay have
fuite anviner method, wod surprise you by the
iwseongralts.  You will, therefore, seek o be
guided by the evidence a8 given, You take, first
Liis paper, with whatever of latent sod apparent
Uity uay tend tu sapport or impeach i8] Ao

oudiy, The S'alemenis, eX aunitious, ana denins, |

Bod the jact that tne paper was 10 pe ased In car-
eecting the plain 10" | oressiones.

Winie Mr. Beecner was -;:rnln;l' Mr. Moulton
WAS Wriliug, sud with bhis ssseot. It may well be
shac o the absepncs of @ delberate course of dic-
tion e could only note, 1w hurried and lmper-
dcL manner, sl ARG SIFIKIBE eXpressiond,
Vom will coks whetber he did so 1o wood faith
ar not, sad Wi u! degree of succesa.

But i the circuiastances weare pot fevorable to
the making of a correct report, had the writer
wished to wake It, nellusr were they faveraole to
the suvention of What was written,

You ure 1o caonsider how tuls paper, read often
and sriticised (reeiy 18 FOur nesring, 15 10 Do re-
garded, with espcolal reference tu the contro-
verted question of 1acs to whic: | have called your
attention.

THE DEFENDANT'S LETTERA,

The other papers belonging to this class of evi-
fence, in whicu the oeiendant takes tlume to bito-
#el, huve beon read several thales, and weed, in
tals connection, no specinl trestment

AB bgenerdl rale iy is the province of tue Conrt
th lnstraet the jury as to the Import of & writing
in evidence. That e trere especinily 80 48 10 gou-
bracts, Wut if the writings are smuiguuus, the
flreumstanees under which they were prepared
may ve resursed 1o, and the question of inteut aud
Weaning be lelt wo the jary. 1 It does not appear
that words were used in & special sense, >ou wiil
smume thet they were used (0 thelr ordinary

ehse,

It appedrs from the papers before you, tnat of
Isudary 1. 1871, If you adopt it, and ine Jdefend-
MaL'S letiers writlen later, that ke was copscious
S Baviog commitied some Wrong or ollence agect.
og the plaintld and Dis family. Wil thal oUSer-
TREIOn &8 V0 the impoTs Gl tne peapers, | sabmis
Bem e you cubsideration. that you may, takiag
ihem 10 eonnection with the prouls al iarge, de-
ermine what 1Let wrong or offenon wias,

I'uur.n%
t0 the principal charge in e order stated, | eall
Jour aitention 0 the slleged ural adlssions,

The confeamions 0! 8 parly made delibersatel
AGRINST OI8 OWL (nterest, fs to MMcts Kuown to
goaerstood uy o, Il ciearly proved, ars regarded
0 of & Rign olees of evidencs, and JaRerveuly »o,
because It 1e cOnLPATY to eXporisnes fur men to ad-
it whist hurts them, If nut true, LREperience
Proves, tatner, ‘hat men evads or deny the truth
Wlen tos truth darte,

ONAL APMI-RIUNS TO BE ECRUTINIZED.

Testimony 10 prove olal sdoijssioss shonid bs
arefully scrutinized, Toe jury sbunld be satisfled
Lhat the wilness cieariy understsod, rOFTecly re-
memberag ano latrly repeated what was saii, Bul
CaUtlon wufoinst Frolying On AUCH LAAtIMONY 100 (M-
pliaitiy should fud ite copnlerpolae in the catition
Ridiust the too ready ralection of 16

1t muy be weil w0 rememoer thal WANYy cocniracse
wade oraliy are eniarcod 1B COUrte of justige, that
MUgRgements 10 marry, and, wilth us, merriago
beeil, alter (b0 consummaticn, maoy Le Showa o

FUG] 01 WOrds Sspoked ; thnt, 10 the aAbsende of all

bie collusien, & velencant's conlesmion thas

# OF D8 ViaR Actunily gullty of the sot ol sdul-
I_QH ohuraed Wil MippoTt an aclion 1or & divoree,
You are nlso to rememuer thut fost witnesies
find 18 Sunenle to reeall the words fhesro, and,
IEUM DOROSEL Y, BT all0WEN 10 NLULE Lhe FubstATIO
ol s conYersiiion., Hob, it sGiue (Latiuces, greater

be plepared toO puss Ny &

Toe |

be¢ arawn from one of 10ese Ciassos Ul eVl |

artles st Mr, Moulton's house on the |

i oy It |

Lo the second pratces of tne evidence g8 |

recision may be
vital to |dlnw{
egect and application of ai sanilssion.

The mulnn:g 48 10 potua! sdmissions of guils
by tue deteudant was glven umn plalnud, sn
:y r‘nlnnu D, Moulien, and by ma v, Muuiton,

18 wile,

‘Thist testimony has been contradicted by the
deléndaur,

TACER (R 1UPLIED ADMISsIUNA,
| The third cluss of evidence 1o the s angement
| stoled 18 @8 to tacit or muplied adimissons 1o
theory LC appesats toa principly pecuiisr 10 pre-

SULPUVE evhienes, It s assdiged T, oD sults-

Dig LeCLELONY, MOost Men bave suCh revard 1oF sueir

oWl Interests that, on beling anjustly churged or

uthligned, they will spesk out in degyiali er Justin-

cation, Hence 1t19 Lot BUELCE WAy viten e e

garued as coulession,

I imost obvious diiculty o apply g this dee-

Wriue actsed frow the considoration that all men

WA WUt wer alike in the sawe areuiusiances, and

it the Jary may possiliy sseriow wo o sense ol |
| 18t ip 8 labgily, snd us b0 TUGT INGAUS of sub-

wuilt wadt really wud due to mere surprise of 1o
sols unknowny restraint,.  Buk, us commouly wp-
phiod, toe doOCLIlue secis guile ressonaule. 181c
nol consistent With our expoerieunce, u Justinier-
¢nee, that o man asked o pay  weney not
due wiil ueny bis mdesteeness—inkat o unjusiy
secused e will sasert bl Innoeence ¥
It is ol the esscuce of the oresuwption arising
frotm were sience thit tne necusativn or charge
| LR Bado 1p eXuress Lerms,
Appears to come within tbes rule the wlerence, if
| any, o bhe drawn from sud the excose 1or slience
| #re to be considered oy due jury.
‘Ihe testimony of the plautir and of Mr. sna

Mrs, Mowiton 18 48 L0 WWo Jorms 0l admission : the |

| on¢ orsl, previonsly noticed; the other tacit or
uuplied, nuw unaer conslderation,
oo way oot dod the application of soms of

that testimony to one tople, and some of It 0
| smother, diffieult, But some specitic directlons
| Wy be uselnl.

GREAT CAUTION ENJOINED.

In considering thoge portons of taut tescmony
wiieh relate to the velgndant’s setiul adi;ssions
of gullt you will recall the doeiribe stated under
a lormer head, 10 tue efect thal @ reasonavle
dount 85 10 4 Wantul gpprebeasion, or of wewory,
Or o fairness, N tbe Withess proving such admls-
SlO0S JWPOSss UDVL bhe Jury Lhe eXercise ol great
cuation. Upon toe testimony you Wil inguire
whether sie WitDesses uro correet 1o their state-
eHts or whetier the defendant was wisuoder-
stovu by theu.

lu considering the other porcons of their testi-
mony as
| by the defendan, you wmguire whether in the con-

Versalluns bad by plm with the witnesses s adul-

tery With, the plsiuts wile was spoken ol in

ciear sud express Lerms.
| thus eharged, 0 that, netiug on the iImpuise cowm-
mul W lupocent mey, he would have dented 1t

1 without Joundation, you wil copsider the in-

fercnce (0 be drawn from, and 8uy sppirentex-

Cuse iur, bis silence.

Une remsiniog cluss of evideuce a8 to \ne prin-
elpal question 10 lssue relulss 10 the comdugt uf
the deleudan:.

TESTIMOSY OF MES, TILTON'S BROTHER AND NURSE.
| 1o the Arse place, you wilk censider his conduct

In mis inlercourse with Mrs. Tuton, a8 proved by
| duseph w. Hicbards wod Kate Carey, Tne oir-
| tnmstances stated by wnem are claimed to dise
| Cluse Wm undue lamilarity.
| Yuur sttention tis veen called to o series of

evells, 1o the redsons whlcn muy Lave led to cer-
| il modes 0l seilen, of wequiescence, of restralut;

1o cccasionnl disturbances, sppreliensions an
| rescutments, lapsiog 1010 seasous of pedce and
| patient coguratice, ‘Ihe learned counsel have
| gaven sou thelr views as to the sigmincauce of
| cach mwes apd circumstance.  But, lu snd tarough

it wil, soe Vithi and AL OTHIDE (UUstiOO TeBlus,

Dot wlielher Lie uelendsnt ue wisely and well,
| LUt us Be would DOl have scied if inovecnt of this
| particalar charge,

SSTEP DOWS AND our."
I recur to tne lewler of tbe 20t of December, de-
| livered by Mr. Bowen, iu wiico the platutil said

Lo thie deleudant, ) demuand that, Jor regsons

which you expleitly understapd, You ljmime-

diately cease from the mjmsiry of Plymouth

CROUrel, wog that you gquit (be city of Brookiyn us

u residence,” The quealion 1s as to the manner
1o wiiclh this gemand was recived, Toe plain-
tif's theory seelns o bave been that, a8 the
offence charged in this complaing had becn per-
petrated, the reasons thus geuersliy referred
would ve apprebeuded, U reading the leiter the
dejetidunt saud, Inls wan M coszy.' It 18 jor
FOU IO cunsider WhetRer LUal remark wis or was
not in toe yature of & sSuggestion that there were
uo sensibie ressons for making that demand, and
whether, (o conversailon, or ia toue and wanner,
tlsemuuudanl. Detrayed any conscivusness of
Fu,
| 1z way be observea, aisg, in reierence to the in-
| terview ol December &0, 1570, at Mr. Moulton's
house, when the copy of the paper called “‘the cun-
less10n" Wus torn up, thal tue Oral presentation
wl the subject, woeiber 1n toe exuct terms ol the
| Wrillen paper Or noi, ImAY have ueed suficlent to
| awWuken e apprelisusions of ine defendant, and
| te enable you tu judge, upou the evioemce, of uls
| manoper.
THE POLICY OF SILENCE.
| The policy ol sllence or suppression, as it has
been calied, desarves notice with rejerence to the
mwokives which led the deeudant to act upom
| I It was sdopted upon conlerence, &t an eurly
stawe of Cthe trouple, (oitikted & system
of management and led to mavy devices. 1n some

aspects I sy nave been prodentisl; 1o otner |

wepecis unwise, Jot, whatever the “ogly eircum-
Mtunce” undeliying It may have been, the parcies
sought peace In tudt way, and we RAvVe Do ueca-
siun to coudemn the edors. Like mauy aruficial
| expedientls, however, It falled. Mr, Beecher and
| Mr, Moalton held 10 that course wutll the com-
mittee of 1nvestigation was appotuted. Mr, Tilton
| was not egual to such striet sdaberonce, though 1t
| 18 clalmed that, Utiully 1t may be, like one troubled
iu spirit, he performed some service in that cause

until service became hopeless, Bui there wers |

uncusrituble whisperings in ibe pubiic ear, their
| source of Origin oot Dew materisl, and Ooally
sctusl denuoeclation caime,
Your attentivn bas beeu called to the meetings
bela by Mr. HBeecher, Mr. aouiton and otbers, Lo
| Tue discaasions L t0 the papers prepared or
| propused, to the L t 1o muke early pnswer o
the Wuodbull card as puulishied, & 10 the s0-
calied “Woodnull scandal’ to the alleged dis-
favor with which the West o were met snd
finally suppreased. 10 the spirit of tmidity, vacil-
| Intion sOd mysiery which characterized the
| period. Mr. Beecher's course througheul 1s to be
! gareinliy sérutinized.

Some of the events claltned to bave occurred |

under that arrangement are in Jdispute,
PRECAUTIONAKY MEASULES.

You will nguire whether atienilons were paid
to Mrs. Woodkull to conetliste her at the lustance
| oF Wilh the approbation of the delendiut; whotuer
Lefore Miss Taroer was sent off 1o school he la-
vored that a8 & precautionary measure, of conirl-
uuled mopey in that view; and whether he re-
‘:"ruud the presen:ation and prosecusion of the

(esi CHuTEeR. .

I you find that Mr. Beecher did not thus act
thoss questions wikl give yeu no trouble. Buat if
you find that he took such part o those trans-
@cticus, or wny of tuem, then you will inguire
woether e did sv in Lie appredension thai his
sexual intercourse with BMrs. Tlilou migut be
€xposeq, or froi some other and Independent
cause,

You will also inquire whether the defendant re
frammed from pusisbing s denlal or refutation of
tae aliegations cotalned in the paper Known as
the Woocuull scandal, Iroimn anAWSTIng toe parile-
Glar imguiry made Ly Mrs. Bradsiaw in her lot-
ter to wnich he sent a reply, or was heid iu the
vonduge of fear 1o Mrs, Murde [rom a sense of Lhe
gulit now charged, .

You will rememoer, in tuls conuection, 1hat, a8
to the several scis of repression admitled vy the
defendant on s examioation, t#0 VIEWs, 48 mo-
tives of action, Are pus jorth, the one, that taviug
agreea with Mr. Mouion, to whose sagacity be
deferred, taas slence shoula be observed, he
merely ucted on that; the other, that in those la-
Ktances ue wis goversed Ly ajwmpatoy for Lthe
plaintid and wis lamiiy.

PLYMOUTH CHURCH COUNSELLED SILENCE.

| The jearned counsel sougns to qually some- |

what the pressure resting upon tbe delendant
frow this poliey vl mience, &s appliled to the Wood.
il scandal, by shuwing shat the charch shared
thut view. |thought that due to the defendant,
and it appeared toat ar a stated meoling ol the
oficial represcutatives of tue cburcn, held soon
niter the publication, the suuject wus meantoned,
and the sepse of LUOKE Dresent was LIAL no acuon
shouid be taken. It wiso appesrea that such had
beem the opluion of the Rev. Mr. Hallday, & gen-
tieman eniitied to great consideration iu als re-
| latlons w the chiurcl.
AR MIGHT HAVE TRAMFLED IT OCT.

You bave belore jou the evideuce us to what
was doue and sufered by the defenuunt under toe
policy ol slence apd suppressios, aud the Gues-
tion s k4 10 BIs Iotives, Theinleretics you might
e justified 1 drawing eould ve readily aopliea it
tue wrang he was conscious ol Baving cominitoed,
and which be sought to concem), was su clearly
itentified as !0 excinde the jdea of any orher
wrong, But if there were A series of Wronus other
than that Now charged, as Lo some one of more of
which e mIght «ourt cotcesnlment, the applica-
tivn of the principie requires serious sttentjon. If
U person L0 WHOI sEVersl crimes are LImouted be

gulity of one ofance, abd, wensivle of that,
Seks [0 Gdcape And  Aavild  arross, it
woulid be a Fyerdion If ine inlerepce of |

fuspicion wololh would attach were used 'o eke

oul the o reumatantial evidence, to convies him of
| oD@ 0 the oiler crimes imputed. You Dught
wish to punisth 4 weretricious lover, who, off ¥ie
1D Nie wmistress, 18 caught ul night hiding auder
A bed, DUt you wolid not, bocause offenders are
witen t thus copoealed, conviat lum ol barg.
ALy, With intent to oteal. lhese suguestions may
indioate the cars wirn which the real question
relore ue sblouid ve conmidered,
more proper beciuse, \n wny view of © \

oy m @ disponed to sk Way Mr., Bescher, if
nncoent, should lave garnered up o bis weact all
thet paid and fear #o lung When B8 Mgt have
made procinmation to the worid and trainplod cus
e scandil WIlh iroh souts,

Bint, gentiemen, the spirit whian characterizes
and cosstens o jodietal jovestiga‘ion shoud De
ditinguisned from thet wiich prevells o other
forme of pubise g ana deonte, Notwith-
supding ail tee Ais Jou have lesrd %o ibe
¢ mmun experience of iife, vou auould not adopt
OplOIODE &8 (Tesiy, OF PPBUR COUCIGALOGE By TOBAILY,
WE D your ordinary pusiotss agsors. When rou
make & bad bergein you repant sud meke up ihe
lows, I we negligentiy cotuliiit an arror here we
may rejant, ot the wron@ refiaios rr-pareole.

WAK HE CHARGED WITH ADUL rﬂ\-fl{

The quesilon opon kil the provie s whetnsr the
derendant ondeiarond thut Wiks Gliarged witn
the gdultery wnd spoke, wrote, noted aud sularsd
PO shd 1N consegquen- & of 1Bul. Or nether, (ay-
ing (Bat GUL of VIeW, ne anderstooa the Charges Lo
Lo LRt Bo had Mmade the (EETODEE PRUPUsBis oF

necessary. A single word may
the suuject, and determins the

Wuen the restanony |

tu dmipiied wdmissions, nlso coutradicied |

Il you flud thut he wuas |

They are tie |
o

advances und had robbed she plalniir of u rich in-
beritance 1n the love of nla wile, and whesher,
coupled with those euarges, be belleved tnat he
hud wrotged the plaotud by (avoring o lamil

d | separation and the dismisasl by Mr. Bowen

for thuse reaSons spoke, wrote, acted and sulfered
| us described.

If the wrong was the adultery, she suvlution of

whut jolioweu I8 ansy.
BEECHER'S BETIMATE OF WIS WHONG DOINU.

Bur, If the Wrongs or oflences, setuml or uln-
puted, were of the other clinracter stated, then s
Jusk apprefiension of tee relation between the de-
fendani's state bfming ang hig copunes 1wvolyes
several considerations, Whont was his persunil
estimate of bis relunion to the Churen, to the
world, t lternture and of the reputanon he
stould leave bebibd bim f—what his conceplion of
the paiure gaud gravity o the churge o Mupare
sulloitntions, vl sllenatlng o Wonian's leve rom
ber husbaad, apd o the ediect ol sueh necleations,
1 pobliely ade f—whst LS Lo0tion o toe 4XIeNE
to wideh Mr, St bad been lnjured o8 o jouroul-

| sIMtenoe ¥
The lewrved counsel clulms that, upon the evi-
denee, Mr. Beecher hnd to GCcdsion lur griel, us

s wdvice that Mrs, ilton should separate irom |

Lier luspand was not loldowed, or #s to Mr.
L Bowen's potion, &8 Lhat was not jofluenced Ly
Mr. Beecher. You will consiaer tbe evidence and
Lhut view, But did the delendant, apder o mis-
uppreneusion, bLedeve thut he Lad beed instru-
wedtnl i tohflicung those lujuries upon tae pliaine
LI, and woat, tf kay, effect Lad thae upon b
conduct ¥

| ke these suggestions that yeu may glve
theid such CconslUerstion 8 you think tuey oe-

serve,
| s woenh us to the princtpal guestion In issue.

1 have now 1o call your wtieniiun 1o w quesuon

woleh, as | bave sald, Lelongs exciusively to you—

namely, the credit due to withesscd,

CHEDIBILITY OF WITNESSRS
The statements uf withesses ure Lo be consid-

ered and welg led wilh 4 due regard to Laeir reid-

ol to the cuse, us 1o lnteresy, to the blus or prej-
udice they may Dave Ui respect to the parties or

THE BuLjeet Ialler ubider juvestigasion, to cou-
tradictivug, previous wcoussient stilements, 1o

Theld knowicdge of fuets and the apparent dispo-

their Kuowi or usvertalued characiers,
| A poud degree ul respect and coufldence i due
| to every citizen who DS oCcusion to Spesk under
eubi 10 B court ¢l Justice as to bis own righis or
the Tighls of olhers,

But u ceriiin degree of indrmity way and often
| does atrucn; the niemory mway be defective, datea

and events be coulvunded.,  Witnesses stwple-
| minded anu bouest, contradiot themseives and
edon other. Un 4 trlal some montns ago [ re-
mewmber to huve Leen muck umpresded by itohe
testumony of 4 workny map, the presicent of an 1o
SUrduCe company, who, while Lhe case was still on,
| came back from the ety of New Yurk 1o acknow-

ledge Bis error asd muke & correction, He was as

nouest iu lus dest 88 o bis lest afirmation; there
| was Do actull perjary in either, his oftence, as
such, 18 the frait ol & wicked lnteat, ol s willul
perversion of kuown facts, L0 WOrk anb injary Lo
apoteer. Toe legisiation of tnis state hus borne
slUIKIDg testlmony to the virtue of our people, in
allowlug parties to be witnesses in toeir own
belrll; even toe prsoner on triad for 4 erime to
testily to his lonocence.

Hut wuile I beleye tout perjury I8 of less com-
mol deourrence whan s imputea by he popuiar
vigw, it 18 B orine of the gravest magnitude,
not gualilied by tue spécial circomatances leaaing
0 118 perpetrauon. de who, upur unoy were
theory of hooor, would be guity ol it, mignt, if he
Dadl the tempation, commit any vther crime. It
hss been sald, 4bd Upol BIGD sutbhorily, tners
15 & dustinetion belween o mere lalsenood and o

lig—the lormer an nuiroe stitement, mage withoas

Rulle and without kuowiedge ol iLd wantof trutn,

the latter w stitement of whstls Known o be Jaisa,
and with iutent 1o 1njure shother. | ain dispoged
Lo respect tne distinction. So, o, & modern
dramatist bas sald, “The trach always, when it s
| proper (o be gpoken:' o theory of valae us appliea

to meére social intercourse. But good men bave

L0040 for the trawh tnough Ie cost tuelr lives. So,

good men buve utitered lalschovas when only toelr

uWn lolerests were concerned, Walter Scott, &8
| long ws be thought preper, dénled that he Wi

the olher of the Wdverley Novels; I8 wias hus

secrel.
% CONFLICTING TESTIMONY,

Itls the duty of a jury,’when witnesses contra-
dict each othier, to seeh %o recopelle woe conflict-
ing slalements, to muke allowauces lur Bouest
eirors, aud to accept the suggostion of perjury
reluctantly aod from necessity, All testimony, as
1 asve lotimated, 15 ai the risk of 1wperfect
knowledge awud linperiect memory, Witaesses,
Who 4upedr equally envitlea to credit, may give
different accounts of the same itrausaction; the
difference goiog o the substance and effect, or
wply to Lhe lmmateris] detalls, 1o such cases you
have substantiai wenutly with circumssantinl va-
riety. Too much Importance should not Dé Al
wibuted w such diderences, 10 the discredit of
‘witnesses, You may uelieve tDat they lotended
to tell the truty, UDIe8s 1he cONLrary is reusonably
clear, and, 4s 4r ug you can, seek to harmouize
their leslimony &od uJiscover the subs
truth,

MOULTON'S CONTRADICTIONS.
It 18 proper te refer, 0 less general terms, to
| one or twu wilnesses. Ar. Muupiten seems to have
ntervensd as the open and avowed Iriend of Mr.
Titon. He appeard to have undertaken to medi-
ate between toe partied, te rece thew, wnd,
Al jar 4s possiule, to preveut the ODATHC
tel of their diferences from OLtRILIBYE Publicity,
| He states that suct wus the reul purpose and
charucter of his Imtervention, and ibe deiendant,
1o his leitters and olberwise, has Bo.
aod @
Yet Nr.,
he lumsel  tesi as Wik
nesses state, declared that the defendunt Was not
guiliy of tue sexual jutercourse which he nuw
says Had been admitteo, [t1s for you to cousider

to discredit bim. If you shall ve of opinion that
| he istended to state the truth In hiv eXawination
| here, and ihat bis previvos ceciarations were in-
| spired Uy & epirit of loyaily to the delendant'sre-
puiation, atid to tnas of Mre. Tiltoo, and from an
garnest wisa 1o divert tue minds ol oibers irom
the suoject, in carrying oat toe peliey of sup-
pression sdopted, Jou are wt liberty t0 make
pucu sliowanee lor that us shall seem proper.

TILTON'S PECULIAR STATEMENTS.
As to Mr, Tilton, you will w;mur !“‘“{g:l:

s | Alr, Tron then mgade expinbstions. Did he com-

sitlon 10 wike Just and true diselusures aud to |

Low jar Lse Inconsistency in his statements goes |

witness for his elivnt on the trial of a canse Is sal-
utary and should pe respected.

Hul In cases where ihe practice of actior In the
donule capavity ol counsel wnd witness on tne
trial of & cause hus been most ALrOngly reprooated,

| a0 exception Lo the rule has beén recog-

| nlzed, lagd  #uch an exception arsen
this instance *  The conversution
ok  place  between  haosell  wod  olners
In ap nterview s Mr. Moulton’s house, having
beed recetvea i evidence, Shat fack way well Lave
Liposed wpon nim the duty of becoming & wWitness.

LA thine was s view, and was tne opioton of s
nss0ciates, to woom
rﬁ’ndu; percelve suy substantisl ground ol erit-
clam,

Tueother suggestion, as 1o his not being ut 11b-
OTLY Lo Wes a8 counsel [or the defeddunt, assumes

thiat e nad been o prowssionnl relations to the |

| imn i, or o their oonfidentinl fotervuurse hnd
| earied his secrets or optalped injormation which
MRV WU GUVERIAGE (0 Ehe Party arterward repre-
| Bemted by hiw,

| . NO RELATION OF ATTORNEY AND OLIRNT.

No suea reiation exlsied; Mr. Tracy bhsd not
| been the attorsey or counsel or adviser of tnis
| plaintiir,

AL tue interview us Mr. Moulton's house the
| paper, dated Januwry 1, 1571, wud anown 1o ubd
| examined by Mr. Tracy. Aiter that Mr, Titon

Wwas called 1, und, velore procecding jurther,
[ asked Mr, Tracy wuaether it dificalty sbould arige
i between biw wud My, Veecuer

the latrer, and Mr, Tiscy said toht Be would not.

munjeste 1o Mr. lragy and the Otber persons
Present wuy multer not previousty known and
thut woula enuble him to serve Mr. Beecler batter
thun he could otherwise have dooe ¥

lo testifyiug to conversailons with the delend-
BUT, ana thus Whut tarough bim Mr. Tracy bhad
koown, Mr. Moulton stated to Mr, Deecher thac
lie tud told Mr. Tracy ““the trath of the matter—
Lol pom tee fact of the case a& 1t was" ‘“Toec-
dore Tion bud denounced me for so doing, and
hud sg1d to me that I hud No business 10 revenl
tho guilt of Elizabeth to Mr, Tracy wilhoos his
consent.'

You will therefore observe that, befora the
prumise made by Mr, Tracy, be had becoms pos-
sessed of Llie cade, and tnat Mr. Tilton censured
Mr. Moultun lor makiog tie eommunicasion.

What conflaeatisl communlcatton evald Mr, Til-
ton save made beyoud tbe 1ufurmation which Mr,
Moulton hsd alresdy given! You may aiso cons
sider, nuw that the whole case 18 velure you,
whether ony jact or secrct thut Mr. Tilton woulda
have witiheld wes trapsierred over us & benefls
to Mr. lievcner,

Moreover, at that interview, as Mr. Tracy under-
stood the conversution, Mr. Tlton's com; iaing
Wis L0 & muster wileh could not bescome the sub-
Ject of litigacion, thal I8, the HOPTOPer wdVances,

| hive oily 10 add that my own view of the pro-
pricty ol toe course pursued by Mr. Tracy ugrees
with thist of W8 wssociale counsel 1o the eause, 1
Lhink, wWikh them, laat there hus besn ne violation
of duty v bis part, persoual of projessional.

THE QUESTION 0¥ DAMAGES,

The third branch of the genersl division of evi-
denee relutes to damoges.

. | call yourutteption to it slmply that you may

which |

he deferred, you Wil not |

& would aot for |

rovers Jhﬂlnr direction migns De NCCOREATY a8
& rule evidence. lu a civil case, thls Leing an
arction for dumages, s civil actlun and Lhig propo-
811100 Of the charge belng proved beyoud & reason-

| abledonbr, ' peculiar o i criminnl case, und, ay
our books show, it docs notapply bere, 1dun't
feel It to be of any real woment.

| YL Tha veriiet @ tor the defendant, unless the

| result of the whotum::‘h?nn::un poth stdes Do such te to

produce in the deliberute copolusion of the jory & legal

certaiuty of gullt

, }mn. & reasonable certainty means o legal cer-
Ly,

VIL The charge of adultery is ona that net merely ln.
| wolves a pecuniary elunn agaiust the delendant hut
| eriniinates the plaintims wify and eods to disgraee her

chitdiren and l.ﬂrnh-lu the marringe relation ltseily
GUA 1T proper for the jury to conpder these ordlnary
and uslural conseguetoes of & osBvicion, o serutile.
e the evidence aud exacting sdoquate proof to st

#h am neousation involving such grave, pernsnent and
Fored Hess gonsequenees 1o olhers,

Very sarly in the case I threw out some sugges-
Houd Lo voud Lhen about this belng & question be-
tween vlawiniill aud defendunt, not having regurd
10 wid Titon us upon  triel although in a certain
Stltde, of course, you know that the effect of the
aeterminglion does lnp over and reflect upon ner;
but still 1t 1s too remote for us Lo judge by,

The churge of ndultery ig ooe not only Of pecuni-
ary clim, Lot o grave and moral considerations
aecuine b, Thas 1% ull 1 feel mysell calied
upoen to siy in regard 1o Lhis request,

VILL If, on welghiog the evidence on both sides,
thore romaing in the mind of tl{a Jury doubt or per-
ulult‘;r-a'\lnhlo the wotasl adultery they must find for the

deden

Well, 1f that means, after considering and hear-
mg ull the testimony, you are 48 prudent men
conviueed 1n beart snd miud that the adultery
Was committed you suould find for the plalnud,

IX. |he higher the crime or the graver the wron
sought to b establishod. (he Mo Hr neently the rules
of evidence should be enlw. wnd 8 charge of orinunal
conversation s not to be upon & person but by the
hignest evidence.

‘I'bat 18 correct, gentlemen, We are not dealing
With evidence nere us If 1t were an actiou on a
promissery note, or if it were an action fur sian-
dier, or of one gentiemun culling another u lar.

X. I there were nny evidonce 1o the case p lmu‘lr to
adultery at any specifie thine nud place the Eam- ant
wight have some means ol sapportng by other wit-
nessen Nis own testimony l-; nis lnnocenco ; but upon the
evidunee sdipeed by the pluinty) the defendant is the
oty withuss who liis noy actual kanowlsdge of what tho
telntions betweon himselt and Mra Tlton were, and is
the only person whom the law permits to speak as a
wltness ns L pioss relations

Donbiless that 18 go.

X1 Olrcumstantinl ovidence, to establish gullt, must
be such as to exclude to n moral mrmn&r ovory hy-
pothesis but that of guilt; in other words, the facts

roved must oot oniy uil be enrl:imn!.wlth and point to

ulit, but tuey must be L with ) nee.

That i8 o, gentiemen, of course,

X1IL The luw does oot dispense with the direct proof
of the sexual wet and secept cirenmstantial evidence of
butimacy in leu thereof, unless there Ia dctual progt of
conduet of the paries doviating fcom open and honor-
abla ndhitrenes wo Lhe prmiuuu of chaste soclety, and
ehowing a lustful disposition aud parpuse on their pnrh
i‘d“{. rlll‘le upportanity thewr resorc to seclusion an

¢ Y.

jbn :ﬂﬂud of the evidence peculigr 1o that suv-
e

The giat of the action being the logs of the s0-
clety, comfurt and a8 lstance of nis wihie, evidence
as Lo thelir condition, o! love und harmony, or she
coptrary, becomes muaterial. The letters of \he
wife, writteu teture the ulleged offence, have heen
read, | mentlon this that you may uunderstand
wihy the voluminons correspondence belween
pleiniur and s wife was received. A aclendast
could put injevidence whe Jetters of the piuintlir, we
e conld any olher declurdtons of Jue touening
4 metter g dispute, But ueitlier purey couil us-e
Lhe Jetters Of the wife, except &) tu the damages,

You perceive that the rule 18 lounded in good
seuse. The actlon 18 not to punish the dewndant,
bul Lo indemnily the plaiouit i the wite, lovin
wnd worthy, be misled, the lome, in comiors an
hurmony, be mvaded, the Joss of ths plaintid s
groater than under ie<s favorabls conditions.

50, oo, to rednoce the amoout of recovery,
the delondsmt wuy show that the plainiil wud
unfaitniul to his marriage vows, the thoory
belng thut o busband consorting with lewd woln-
en sufders irom the Invasion of s own house-
hold less than he wounld lave sulered If pure in
beurt sod life,

TILTON'S CHARACTEI

Hut the impure associution of the plalatim with
other wolteu 18 uo daleoce {o the activn, It was
beld, as early 88 1801, by Lord Keuyon, that such |
conaunet went to tue husband's rigot of actlon;
but, in 1503, Loid Alvaoley ruled utherwise, atd
his view has sloce prevalled.

But, without parsuing the subject, you will per-
celve thal we Dave bere s large smount ol evi-
dence, lneluding the plailntiul's aileged miscon.
ducr, at home and sbroad, pecallar to this mere
guestion of dumages,

Sme other leatures of tho case remaln to be
noticed.

CEXTREME IMPROBABILITY."

Upon principle and authority, and also witn ref-
ercuce 10 our accepied rules ol social oraer, tae lu-
Linecy sod iutercourse woich are alluwed between
& murried woman and her legal adviser, poysician
or pastor, are greaier than those wilca would be
counsidered proper or becoming betwesn the wo-
mwau and 4 man holding no such specisl reistion.
That principle applles here, and tho defenaant 18
entitied to the bepedtof it. Lord Brougbam, in

considering @ case where & CclerEyman was
coucerned, In  repelling the  lwputa-
tien of want of chntm‘ apuu toe
term ‘'extremé Improbability.” ut learned

Jurist was given to sirong expressions, and the
term thus used was extravagant, What can be
clalmed |s & mere presumption of iomocence. In
tiis connection It is proper to observe that after
IADY years spent i re us teacuing aud lotel-
leciual service, tbe defendunt comes i0to coart
with a ¢haracter which, until proof given agaiost
By, ofers & shicld of protection. We are wont
to sAYy that all suitors are treared alike, and In
est respects thoy ure; but yetlo & case of this
character & man grown oid in prarer amd plous
service has the penent of a
on which mere A of the world bas no..
HEECUER S MONEY CONTRIDUTIONS
Mr. Beecher's advauces of mooey, Wwholah,
through Mr. Moulion, weut to the bemefit of Mr.
Tilton and family, appesr to have been mere acts |
of geoerosity, Thut money was not extorted by |
Mr. Moulwon, HOT dO€s It appear to bave been the
fruit ol lmproper arjifices. Altaough It Is of no |
wpeclul moment, I thiok 1t proper to that tho
trudicled evidence shows that Mr. Titon

| tesumony to the I the
| gulit can be recoucied With his previous deciaTa-
tions that kis wile was iDnocent. ‘The pecullar
| tbeory which be bas eXpialnud to you has Leem
| suffciently iliustrated by counsel, and mMay bve g
gepted a4 IAr ue you thlug proper. 1 his purpose
WAS tO proteci the tutue of liis wife and not to injure
unduly or malleously anotaer—irin the fduul con-
ficts wod emotions which may have possessed
nim—you discover & moral pur,ose 08 cuntrasted
with a depraved spint, you will give him tue bens-
elit ol tuat View,
The geueral rule as to persons who usave wil-
fuily testified, uoder oath, to Wal |s false, OD ADY
muterisl poink, 1% that thelr reslmony 1w dis-
creuited. You are not bound 1o disregardit sl Tee
wiiness, 50 be eotirely Jdiscredited. musc bave
given e false tesrimony witt reference 1o & iacs
as to which e could not be presumed lable to
niistake, and given it with knowiedys that It was
| falpe, You are 10 appiy the rule cautiousiy and
| disereetly, Tue maxim, wifally false iu ooe Wlll:a'.

talse In all, 1= souud, subjec: 10 the cautlon Atated,
auu to your right lo deciue huw mucu credit you
will give the witness,

15 MES. MOULTON DISOREDITED Y

Tne testimony of Emma U, Mouiton 1s sought to
be dlscredited on quite diffarent ground. It is
cliimed that thers 18 ah luhorent (mureocavility
n the sapposdtion that & lndy of her conlessed re-
finement and dellcacy woula have conversed so
freciy wiin the defeudaut us '0 his aduitery, or
undertaken to mavise nim on that subject. It
% aiso Wnlgd toat on  tne occasion waen
she claims w0 bBave had an [mporiant in-
terview with  the delendant he was Dot
at ber Botiso. You will eonsider mod upply the
prool waich stanuds in conflict and in cor robora-
vion, 1o the discusstons thet prool hus been re-
cited aud Jiuatrated so fresiy that | nave but to
commend it to your caremi conslderation. Did
#he, At or About tRe time stated, have that ioter-
view, and wus the colversation substaatimily us
given by her? If ao, and she were iu error as to
the length of the tnrerview, that mere Ineldens
| wouid not be conciusive, The quesiion, gentise
| men, reats with yoo. .
| Two otner osservations may e proper. Had

Mra, Moulton got the lmpression that the defemd-
| mot's guiit was aduitery snd in ter conversation
| regarded that as the subject In BB mind ae it WS
| momer miudt Do you Ueileve that, whether Ds-
| taken or not, she testifled Bonestiy? Her manuer

on the stand sud the opinion whicn the deiendant

himmsell bhud 0f ber morsl character and worth, ae

stated In Lis letiers, cowimend Ber to Icnrm«t

SHE 18 SUSTAINING HER HUSRAND'S THsT) .

1 v&ad occasion to dtete in your “lﬂﬂﬁ]’ view
of the suggertion that this witness tesu 1he
will or on the jusiruesion of The husbund, 181l
okl to the oploion then expressed. There I8 Do
pruel ol Rrifice, or conreion, or undue infuence.

Tae fact, Gowever, tnet ber husbaud is deeply
congeru®d |0 Lhis cODLFOVersy aud that ber testl-

mony, wWithout repeatiny, conucurs With his, I8 :: |

e cenmidered un the mere question of biss
ntid's causs she is sustaining
Ly

KA HEY'S IMPEACHMENT.

As to the witness Kate Uasrey, il i Km)or
elato that persous calied 1o prove an uljeysd b
cuaracter (OF truth and veracity shunid hare the
geuera. kuowigdge to be fairly derived from 88
Gplnivas exprassad by the peopie wiho kuew Lhe
wituess, Buch impeschmens 14 weak o propor-
Lion u8 tho oirels iD Woigs LU URIAVOTRDIe OpiNion

| prevails ta usrrow, sod as that opinion can be
traced to special dillouitias,
GENERAL THAOY KXONERATED,

A8 to anottier witness, Reojsoin ¥, Traey, two
BUBEERTIULS have been made—Ins fpug, that Uaye
ing weted as conusel for (he deendant he shouid
Lut BAVE Leon oalieo as & Wilnsss (or nim o the
case: toe wevoud, that o-ms 1o mp ArTRGemaent
with or promise Lo the plantil he snould oot have
ACIOd nM HUCH COUNNG

It appesrs Irum the wslimony tbat vefore be
woeepieu tne reation of counvel for the defends
aut e copsnited the other cistinguisued gensie-
men, who had been retained scd bAYe sipee weted
with Lim in the cAuse, 4a L0 Lhe proper conrss Lo
Lo pursaed oy him, and tBat Le has acted un thar
pdvice, It aleo appears thiat whes olrcumssanass
pocmod 10 make Lk testimond novessary ob the
sl B sunmILted RO quUes\iOn 10 ols RASOUIRTE
counsel, wind geted on their suvies in coming lure
wurd L0 testhy. Toe matier, fu both Ié
Lhas 9. ronEiy contrastol witn thuse vases whare
profestionsl men, Lcting upon thelr own notions,
enter ioto improper relations.

Ine principle whidh restraing an atioraey or
cOnneel Tom acting Ia » Htgebion sesioet ene by
whows Lo had been Ceusuited, aun from LeIDE o

sustalbing the
her nusband & 4

oid not kuow that be was thos beneflited by Mr.

Bewoner,
4 CONEPIRACY AND BLACEMAIL.

1 mild, early o my remarks, that, except on
points ol ahight nlmportance, I did not express
uplalons 10 jurors npon coatroverted questivns of
fact, | regurd the couspirwcy and ailempis to
blackmall suggested ud of that churacter, Those |
are crimes punidhable ws such, Lol to ue predi- |
cated on mere suspivion. We bave Lelore us no
evideuce which couid support such charges; and
il we had, the defendant’s position would remain
tae same; if innocent, 10 be 80 deéclared lnde-
pendently of such artifices.

The nearest spproachd w bisckmall wounld sesm
| to have arisen pefween Mr. Tiitoo und Mf, Bowen,
| 11 the former did threateu (o puniish a carda inju-
| Flous to ke Jatier unless the money were pald.
But we have no interest n that question, Mare-
over, he did not pubiish the card, nor wis ne (ald
entil after duoe course of luvestigation, It seems
that the covenant of Mr, Bowen and Mr, Tuton
in respect 0 compensation jor service ob the
two papers provided ior eeriain parments
oo s termuiation of the employment beiure the
eLd of the term, and that the ciaims or disputes
stould be determined by aruiiration. In the no- |

rroposed ihst mode of adjostment. He had alegal
right to stapd of that. He did so, aud the ar-
bitration was bad, Tee geotiemen KCting as ar-
bltrators, men of cnaragrer and lutegrity, f.und

that $7,000 was doe, Lot was pmid. No spe-
| il purpose could bave led such wen Lo tust de-

termination if the money bad not, in their judg-
ment, been actually due.

THE INVEFTIGATING COMMITTER

It secms proper to reles 1o two subjects of con-
sidersvis importance, which, to some eXtent, have
been brooght into the cass. Toe one, tlhe
ings and repork ol the luvestigaiiug Committ

letier to Dr. Dacon had been published. That was
& matier whien eoncerned Plymouth ehurchs wod
the defenount as Its paster. Toe report of the
cemrmitiee, ulter such Investigation as they thunght
proper, was 1n lavor of the delendant, | bave
simply to remina you tAst that delermination
swonld Bos have soy welgnt or lafluence wilh you
| here,

| THE CONGREDATIONAL COUNOIL.

|  The other subject |8 the advisory convention
| beld ut the lostapce of two of our prineipal
caurches, The question prescntsd here bad po
relation to the subject thers invoived. The Weat

bav
and Ar. Tilen's name having been
& member Wwithout censure, metwith-
ndaing the charge of slanderiog \he pustor
Nad bLeen mads by Mr., Wes, the advisory
cousmel had cogmzance of thut am w question of
{ disciplims snd chureh polity, You wili readlly
| pereelve that that procecding di9 not afect uf
| sssumo Lo reach Mr. leecher, You are nut to no-
| gept the notion that those Lwo powerful cthurones
| weare pursuing Mr. BSeecaer.
| BREORLIOR 10 tais subject that the defendant may

dropped

But suller iroms Rny miseosceplicn os %0

ground oo which that councll was convened,
“IT REETH WIFH YOU."

| . Gentiemsn, the ciase 18 Boaw subwiited to you.

It is of & natare to enll for the exercme uf your

tices of dismissal put 18 evidence Mr. Bowen |

proceed. |

=
-
s
:
%
=
i
-

poluted by Mr. Beecher, alter tuw defeadnnt's |

1

| Eharges, wiici are in evidence oefore you, nos |
| been proseciuted LY the Plymouth cbured, |
|

wimoly call your |
thas |

No evidence of mers intimacy of course would

| not be subatituted tn place of actusl evidence, |

dun’t kee there 14 any substantlal value in that
part ol the reqoest commencing “unless there Is
wetaal prool’ necause I inojeated in the general
churge an u&enuc of thig character 18 not prove-
able by direct pvidence, &od may be proved in
any other way'thut will be sotisiactory 1o the
minds and the consciences of tae jury.

XIV. Tho oircomstances muost be such as would lewd
the gudrded diseretion of & reqsonable and jost man to
the epncluston of acieal gulll Poritis nol to lead n
hiarsh and intemperate judzment. Moving UPOD APPEATs
moees tint are equually cavnple ol two lnturpmh&um;
nethier fs 10 to be o watter of artifieinl ressoning, judg-
g upon suen things differcouy trom what woulﬁ wrks
ti:;:ncml‘m and cautions consmderation of u discroot
1 add, “a reasonable and prodens man,” Well,
“{o the conclusion of gulit," pDevause guilt 1y ac-
tuul gullt, and when you Bave a gquestion of guilt
or fact of guilt, 1t 18 not well to load 1t down with
adjeceives or expletves It 13 & question o guilt
Or 4 (uestion of Wwuocence walch you are to de-
termine. It 13 not 1o ve o matier of artificial
rensoping, und I8 nos to lead to u hursh or iutem-
periate judgment. I have tried to dlnstrute tuas,
and It does not require me to say auyuiiug 1o ad-
ditlon to what | have said lu the Tonuul charge.

This proposition is very clearly worded, but
somelow there s & speetal propercy in it whicn 1
do not upprove. ‘fhe mere prool of ay opportu-
nity to comuue aduitery 18 no prool whatever of
guilt, but you don't need to be tuld thas, for there
must be avidences of otser circumstances coupled
with it 4t the same Uine,

XVILL When, in addittion to the open relation of inti-
mate wiendship, there 1s superadded the pasioral rela-
tign, vo intendinent neainst the chastty or propripty
0f thut interdourse can be drawn, except upou proofl
of actual lostrul devistions frow the intercourse
BOClELY RPPTOPridte L0 SUCL Folations.

I explained to you tue theory of that,

XiX. Wheren ?u“ bas destroyed & paper material
to fus case aid the conients of the paper are isputed,
the presumpton arises that, ir it nad been produced, it
would have been against terest. or in some essen-
tial partioular vorable to his representation ol its

copnstdering whether the testimony ot the

ted, the jury must
| aod his wit-
derendant since the
whathor It 18 possi-
social inlercourse
t was charged or

ook ut mlm'“" course
nesses, in thelr Bitercourse
charae was first macld consider
bie r&mmlﬂi tlrat this uce s
could have taken place it tho defos
belleved by them to be an adalterer.

Tuat i 80, The pa were In evidencs
belore you, and imporied ior 80 much or §0 litte,
and it 18 & question lor you Lo decide. Theu you
#eo how sensible that is, for if you have & coutro-
versy with respect 10 dealings with your neigh-
bor aud 1t 1s certuin there would be iitigution,
and Jon have the only cupy of & coutract alter.
ward introduced Into evidence and I8 terms
there, und tue law 18 very Jealous as sbout ihe

arty who bears it. Here 18 a paper which Mra.

iton put in and was desirous of recisiming. Sne
writés to Mr. Beecher to use his infinemce witn
tidgar Frauk” 1O have that paper destroyed, and
writes 830 to Mr. Moultos. Her lmportanity was
respected, snd that paper was destroyed. you
should BIDK that was done when there was no
law sult In prospect you ocould nos spply the
proois | kave just read. That as siatewmsnis of
what pe clatmed shey bave liitie place us & mat-
ter of evideoce, and tuat should bhave such

welght abd such copstr in

with his conduct &8 yoo think and
proper. ¢ I8 mbot & fur osubject lor
& legal proposition %o be statea by me,

Letters written to any person other than the defendant
are not any evideboe w lnst b [
the fuct that wheir codtents were brooght 1o b nouce.

That Is correct su far os it goes. 1 did say that

| notning that Mri Morse or those OLDET persons

mignt wriie would pe evideuce ageinst tie de.
feudant, sud did say 80 in rejerence 1o the jclters
of Euzabett Turner which were put 1n evidence.
Bus vhe reason wuy aocy letter Mke Mra, Morse's,
lor example, and like the lesier dellvered by Mr.
Bowen s received in evidence 18 Lo give poiut

ness ne recelved Lhe communications at the tlme.
And the potion 1s that o favorable cirenmstances
& PersoD wWOo 8 guilty may thos be taken of Ls
uard and ¢lsciose @ sease i bis gulit when he
pds bimmsell suddealy confronted with & veruasl

| accasation or with s cominunication wobidn ex-

tracis trem him some expression of manner and
speeck. Tbut oLservailon was made by the
learoed coonkel at TRe time ully when Mrs. Morse's
| lester was received inevicence. 1thiok Mr. Evarts
ussenied 1o that or stated that proposition,
XXXV <Ine lgrtors and oral sialements that bave boeu
| ndduced, svin il Nalure of conlessions, are to be con-
wiered In wheir entiroty, and as fogether covering a
T.m. period oF Years; and the Jury are to cousider
whpethier it |« gredibie that the defendant could have
ants of ¥ulili as are aliributed to
. ang whether | Is eredible that
¥ Wim with ref-

erenbee o guiit of aduitery.
Toat cortesponds, I think, with the lasiructions
I have glven you, and are covered by the charge.
XXXVi—=ibe expressions of cummpunetion and remorse

wod character tu the conduet ol the delendant, |
and show in woat spirit snd with what conscious- |

I think [ bave said enough to you about the
uadtion of im T proposals and the guostien

{ anothu the d’:&lﬁ.ﬂuﬁ 3«. consclous of DOIBE
thos charged, whesner that lea to his emolion,
sorrow, trouble and tending Lo lead hit 10 the eX.
E,",’,;“"“" verbal or writsen, whicl you may find

As nuiter of law, the r of January 1, 1871, valled
the apulugy ar letter of pc'u‘fn’tm'i’qn u-.:m{u N 21,
not on it iace iMoot any net of aduitery or sex
delieacy, and is no proot of either,

Thut 18 50, It i8 proper only to uscertaln what
1t does reler to 0 coununection with the clroums-
BLALCeS,

None of the defendant’s lottars and writines put in evi:
dence, urmll el face as maltor of law, oport adultery
ur sexunl indelloney, or furgish auy prool uf either, by
themsclves, The fact of either Ii;ltll b supplied by
other legitimate proot, boforo tho Iaw allgws 1l l’truﬁ;

enve that such fact prompted the exp
ettery ahd writings

| have put thut to you, gentiemen, in the charge
68 & queation ol fact. Those letters, ke the paper
catled the letter of contrition, do notspecily the
wot or wrong, real or supposed, the parties had in
view. It makes but o matter ol lact to yoo,

Noue of the defeudant's letters or *ﬂﬁwunt in
ovidence ascertain or declare the I1set of ultury,
They ouly declars and express the emotions of the de.
teudant, of cemmisoration sud selt-reprosch at the
broken fortunes of the pluntitf and dodiestic u.n&:gr‘b
uess of his mﬁ""-”- gr]:l;uﬂtnu o the deten ]

po a

Certainly not, they only declare or expross the
ewotlons of the defendant ol commiseration and
sell-reproacn at the broken fortunes of the D~
i, and the domestic unbappiness of his
as detailed by nimseif. ‘They only declare or ex-
pross the emotious of the delendant, and 1t |8 [or
YOil to BRy what those omotions measnt, and by
what they were excited or extorted,

XLY.—1f the jury_flud that the plalntirs la
him in uuumhejr. rl’a'."n an - wecount o? Ll 1.rum‘:ﬂ :ﬁ
conduot wud with o view (o separating trom him,
that the defondant in Uav:ambar‘ 1870, yave lnl'or?nb}:
of the tuetsto bis wife und toan oticer of his chure
nug o the platatit’s employer, and advised a separa-
tion of the wite from her husband, thess facts raxaln Le
consldered by the |ury us sorrobora the detendunt's
testinony uid dlseraditing that ol plainud ou the
main lesue.

1 bave sald to you lu effect 1nat those facts most
be considered by you iu juterpreting, and as yoa
may interprat, In corroborating ar disproviag the
delendant’s deelarations, or \llustratiug orinter
provug what he may bave sald. Tuat 18 il K
Lutuk that 1 owrhit to suy, Itlsa matter lor you
to considelr,

XLVT —The fact thet the plaintif contlnued to by
with his wite, after her alleges communication to him
of the charge, and up w July, 1874, 1 cogent evidence
wguinst the truth of the present charge.

several cases are oited in support of that propo=
mition, sud 1o setloos o dlvorce on accuunt
adultery where the wife 18 4 plaintisf or delendant
in guesilons between Lhe husbaud sod wile, that
Proposiion 18 eovered ; (t18 & sound rule. The fact
thit o plslntid who 18 alterward the plaintuf in an
action secking a divoree eoptinoed [0 COBALIE
with his wife alter or long after ner guilt bad
been communicared to nm, is 4 propor matter,
pecullar t such un actlon, vecaose in that action
the husbund muy be cuarged with having con.
duned his wile's offence, und beciuse, aldo, the
mun Who fnally cowmes luto court seekung o aivoreq
18 the sum@e man whode conduct, siter living witd
bis wite aiter nis knowledge of her gullt, iuvolvel
an fncongrulty, The snme spirit that leads him
to prove nis setion lor a divoree, would lend him
toa separation frow his wue @8 svon As he
learned har guilt. But in this adtion it does not
apply; | do pos think it is of @Dy moment Wwhat-
ever.

XLVIL The silopcoot the plaintiff toward the dee
fendant, for nenrty six months atter he ssys he wasin
possession of the fact that sduitery had beon commit

“ﬂi}“ cugens evidence against the truth of the prosent
charge.
Upon the mere face of this proposition thal
would be s0. Aug It {8 80 here, unless you tuka
luto cousideration, as you should, toe question
whether, upun the eoniession of that by His wife,
If sa¢ did conless, or tukiog into View the cone
duct of the plalutin, on the assumption tost ne
Lad the conlession, dia the wife mfiuence upm tq
silence o peace, aud old bpe yieid 1o that ludo.
cnce, and does that pecount [or the circumstauca
tuit Bot upntll so0 long after the supposed aod Wl
leged coufession, did ne make wny diwtinctive
avowal of hisgrief? ‘Uhat a tor ygu to consder,
wnd I think that you ought tu look®at 1t in taad
lght, elther to accept OF reject the sugdestiol.

XLVIHL=The testimony of the plaintif that be st
disclosed any charge aynins the dejendant o las Tm
vployor, 10 connection with busiu-ss arcangeciclits,
aud uiited with bun (s an effort W drive deleadant from
Brookiyn, and that he made no alsclosure of the coanie
to the defendant antll whis effortiaiied, are cogent evi
deioe agatust the truth of the preseul clurge.

XLIX The fmets that after making the charge, an
learning that it was retracted by his wite, the plulnth
be catne reconciled with the detonomnt and restorod the
soclul relations of himselt and wite with him, are cogenl
evidenee againgt the troti of rgu prosent charve.

L. The jour years' delay of the plalnuff In makiog any
open conrge of adultery ngainst tondant, wod
Drriiations 4ng. rescqtments procesding frad Otnel

U
o:r are cogont evidence aguinst the truthiulooss nl:
Kood falth of the preseutc

Al euch of those propesitions, gentlewen, are
questions of fact 1or You to cousider, und, accord-
INg #8 You may Interpret the acts and conduct of
the party, the evidence will be more or leas
sirong, It kins. io 4 largs degree, clreumatautial
or presumptive, It talis withio your provinegs ens
tirely. | am lodwposed to speak of the evidence
CegTitt 60 ST S B et
cogen oy ¢ l
.‘."E% the motives which led the n.{nu.lwlm
disclose the thct to Mr., Bowen, If did JO 80—
jed nlm to remain In adsociation with bis wife—
led bim to reoew tue frieudly Intercourss with
the deiendant, and led him to whate ver charsctern
1zed lis conduct s course 1o any degree.

Li. Where, on & iaterial guostien of fsct, the piaiatld
sWears otie way and the defemlant am-%u
und defend -“‘I:du;.' ey l:ﬂu-n mum:n
ade by the plad
%n:uur:v;oﬂlu t wat helore action was come

enced of not), ana ta
¢ jury ure bound to cols
os concludvely discredl

ottradic
s testicion on tae

Well, thas 18 true as properly appiled, If A
40 ACLIOD AgRIngL J’ on & claum resting e
parole, a ciaim for work and labor or money ien
And now belus ailowed to be 4 witness tesul
on the trial to thve fact 1bhat the dJdefendant W
indebied snd denies thai he has been pald, an
the dei¢ndant produces & leiter written by him
stating toat the claim had been settied and pald,
that would be conciusive of course ia connection
with delendant's denial, Thal I8 the application
roposition. I have explained Lo yoa
already how you should consider Lhe previoos
inconsistens deciarations you may flud to bave
veen made LY plamntil, whother befors the setion
wus commenced or afierwara, characlanizing t
offence, 1t 1s for you to interpret and npply it
tuiuk 14 18 & matter of (ot for you.

LIL ‘lhcnu&mrmnl admissions of the plainii® him-
seifand of Mr. Moultou, that they bave deliberntely and
aystematioaily represented he lacts
pressut chargs o u manner wholly lnconsmtont with the
present charge, and. in mainlenance
and Mrs THiot's innocencs, discredi thoir Ilhlnﬂg’
| Lo the contrary now given, and reguires i rejectios
b jury as wholiy uoteustworthy.
1 explained to you, gentlemen, the theory of
| duty toat | supposed you wolld respect 1o that re-

gara. Iad 1sh you to jer muw Iar, i al
| ali, Mr. Moulton’s previous contradictory atate-
monts could be ascribed, and an honorable puare
puss to sUppress the scandal and protect ihe de-
lendant ano protect Elzabeth, and tae saine sug-
geatlon appies to Mr, Tlion. You are at liberty
to consloer the motive sud should convider iLne
motive which led them 10 do ooe thiog ur the
other, and whetner they did 80 Bondstiy or dis-
bonestly, aod then determioe the efect eliher i
larue or less degree of nO degroe.

LILL It the jury believe that the plaintiff or any oiher
wiittess of hnmmuulh swarn falsely on a materi
mdl:l ;t;er stiould disregard tiie wiole wstlnony of s

L3

1 have stated the rule on that sabject. That 18
the general rulo, but 1 not imparmtive whers an
pars oi the testinony thus dffected is corroborate

LIV. When & witiess testifles to s conversation of the
defeminnt at which no other ROl Wi present there
are no means of direet conwradiction exevpt by the vatlh
of the ut  If the Jury fiod & tesin Of Cireume.

iu the defendaus's writiuge and alleged coavermu
belonw to the ciast of mwerely morsl evulence, and
neithur tond to sapport, nor are capable of supportin
nny legal cortainty cs (o the Isel, natdre or degres
imputea calpstulity

1 have dealt with thas sabject. Moral evidence

is of great value, especlally when you bave to
| deal wih intelieciual quesilons, with emouons,
with & man's consclousucss of guilt when suil-
deaiv charged, sccosed or coufronted with some-
l thing wiion brings nr‘ cefore Bim any ollence
|

whieh e uas Leen guilty of, and has Dis moral

ewotions wid sonsibiities exuiled, wind thus
| mukes a reveiatiou, and Bas you get somalimes

real evidence wilch otherwise would net be uls-
| coversd, They veluvng undouotediy to the cass
| of moral evidence, snd the question Is whetoer
they tend 10 KUPXOrt OF AP0 Cupatie of supportiag
any legal cOTtRinty a8 to tue Iacid, nature and de-
| gree ul imputed cuipaviiiny., ree subject s dis-
vussed In ouarge, wad is thers siated, I thing,
| correctiy.
XXXYVIL=Testimony of with 4 thst & party cha

In convarsation -dnir{nd his pulit of -nruurr. iu“t.l.:
:‘?:;“ and Mot dengerous evidenos that b recolved
¥ -

4 have stated to you the preposition sa to
missiens, the care wod scrotiny toss tiat kind of
| wvidence shouu receive, sud | taiok 1 have siated
| It naMgienily or LUAL parpose.
XXXVHL=Ths teatimony of withe ;}
| eredlied) tyat tie sefendant 0 sonversnilon admiit
| that be hed conumitied ndumr&m:u: mal LY his swor
| Gunlsl upon th- trial, is nol safalont

blghest inielligence and most Eorapual card,
Yon will retire 10 your delibarations with ao im-
glmal W0A @irGest pUrposs 1o be just tu the wits
ORNeR, Juss Lo the parties; aud to render a verdios
erentter with estisfae.

which you may tuiuk of

tion, is & duly honestly perfermed 1o the presvnce |

ol God and ol meo.
T REQURESTA TO CHAROR.

You will give me your paticoce o lew moments,

putisimen. In reapect Lo tuewe TegUests wiich

1, AUDOLE handed up last night and which were
read In your hearing, | whi make some sug.

| gestions i regard to them, Mr, 8p
conrt offiger), stop down to Parker
they will send dianer 4p to the jurors, or what
ean be dome about it. Geatlemen, tas toird of
Lhese roquests (§i—

The delendunc ls not required 1o prove his invogence.
He s to he pravumed lapoosnt unill his gaily s afirma.
tivaly dlnhlmmi ¥ a clear prepouderance of ovidence.

Toat w &0, My obarge indicatos thar,

Tha jury radst find tor the gefandant an
by the provle, of actusl sdultery, beyoud &

donut
I docline to modiiy ray oharge In that respect.

sonvinasd
ressaint

Tuis master of proving & thiog sctusliy 10 the sat- |

IeiNCtion f just and prudent meu, wneiher by di-
reet of Ly eircumstantisl or presampuve evi-
denes, I oTder Lo sed Whedo the preol reallr iles,

n
| of hiw guil
usiane t::;m.rl conlessluiie are wrl'zml;d vy gtw" 1
[t e

| Imat is & question of fsats for you and 1 sdmob-
| iah you 1o be prudent (a respect to I | oo not
| gouusive It 10 Be & proposition of lsw but of faot,

Where a pirson is elurlnul uL immoral conduet
under suell € revinstances tat s Do beghl diresy
evidencs pl Lk inhosencs other ihen oW

o oatn. the
Ingi that Jenvured 1o pieven ity or te avold
puuhlto.u'ww:sn:" i =u uiﬂmo uf’ TN

Well, I have explained III&‘
lully admoptsasd yod to coosider ihe molives
wilelh led to the suppression, and the nl{ ape

reliending anuoysues or disturoacnce, whatner

noocent or mul, migut well wisa o N
puoliciey.

In cone ! b 4 jory mpaglook at the
*Ilzuel u-ﬂu.:i bl T:M-l'el 9 l-;.l Il'l:u anid R wit
Dossis b0 Ldlr ins na‘m; de ondant snce the

| ulr“pfo.u:fu: 'I.lrlu‘l'ﬂ.ll (] :Il'r 'hw:' u’l‘i‘l ot.‘:ﬂu
ok haveo taken plaee i Ll Bad Somuitied
the olfencs cilarged.
| Itie s quesuvion of fact. Take It lato conaidera.
tion, ]
th
o

p—_— 1

'T‘m tie ﬂ:; i rapsr
fandant wie m "
At mipndant danlid the ol iyt

the sit ot m“&
LOMMUONY o7 & u.la‘

affenon of the
roposn s, and
ove E»m'l Ly dire0t prog’
L canpol by ordithrowa oy o
Rl vharge aad ac mEnow.

The p Ialnnﬂ:l,pn

think. 1 have

ty. bul
rent

| stances incensistent with the alleged conversation and
| the conversaticn is rully denicd by tbe dewndant they
iy reject Lhe testimony to such alleged couvarsation.
Certainly you myy, becauss the whole matter
belongs 1o you, and 18 one of tee clrcumatances
thal sbOUId o0 your part procure patient attens
tiun. Geutlemen, nre you contsnt
| Mr. Beach—Wae are, sir,
éﬂlu} Nellsoo—Mr. Spaulding, which are the
officers
The Clerg~OMears Doyle, Spaulding ana Clare,
Judge Nellson- Step forward, i you please.
Juryman Vavis—Your Honor, may we have
origiisl doguments and papers to take with us 0
tue Jury room r
Juage Nedson—That is & matter for the counsel
| to cousider. It 15 not USGAL (OF 40O Jury tO LAKe
‘ oul suy pape and \be gquestion resid entirely
|

with the couase
Mr, Bea.h-We Dave no objection om cur side,

wir.
| _Mr. Evaro—It is & Tn-nen In this case, sir
without refereace %u iis nature, to duterming
Wil are ald What are pot papers la evidenoce in
Bome p and

Ll cass. ars are not o existencs
noe.

are produced (o evids)
Judge Neuson—IlLere 18 an embarr nt
AbOUL I\, gentiemen, Ithink il any apecifie quane
| tlon Wil srise aboul ABy papor, and nn sond
down [ud (niornation, 18 wil ve given inr an

We are abie 1o do.
Mr. Heach—Toat mignet producs some (0oon-
. veoletice, Your Houor, 1o the aostnoe of pariied

| Aol goulsel

Judge Neilson—l uhould not do 1t 1n 1he absenoe
| Of the counsel, | mever apswer Aoy quesiions

#ent dowh by jurios uniil submisted,

Mr, B#dcd-—1 00 pot think Lue Jary requsst pas
| pers handed them which are ROt Ib existenode
| elluguun—bm 1 underssand 18 wonla be desiranie
| I8 theln to Reve theini st Lhe Seolg Lime thers

will be uo resscnadie objestion 10 it For los
Bianoe, Alr, 1o regerd to the leiter of apolowy, 4l
It I8 called, whore sowe queation has nesn ralsed
uped the sppearancs of the iNRLIument |tael,

Judge Nellson-Wiil you soafor, gentlemen, and
deteruwiloe upon WHAY Dspers s.wuid e given to
the jary. 1 T DO SUGEEs00 10 DIAKe ull Shat
subjrot,

Mr, Morris—They can take them all.

The Cierk (to Utlicers W. Doyle, T, Spanidin
aad b, D, uiare) =¥ou sod eson of you :oumu’
WWONr that you Wil weli and traly guard evers
perdon sworn on this jury In some private sud
| donvenient place, witiout meat of driok, waier
| axespted. You suall not anler AnY person W

Fpiak to Lhew, nor speak w0 them yoursslves,

without [eaveé o! e Louri, sxcept It be to sag
| them whethar thay have agreed oo their verdic

il LHeY BAVe ugroed ou thelr verdiot, o heip y

Thie 0Moery having Lean Aworn 18 the JUry res
tired shortly siter une u'clook, s
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