IS T T
TRIAL OF, A DOG CASR.
Discsaing the n-uum Whether &
Caslne

Annhhymlnth'dtywunmhmm
ing chacged with stealing & quantity of chil
drea's clothing valued at §5. Bhe aaid she
took the things 1n fun and the ples of guilty
was entertalned sgatnst her. Tho clothea
were stolea from Ann Lane, who appesred
and identified the stolen articles.  Mrs, Faby
took the stand and said thet ehe mkrﬁﬁ
clothes In fii and was going 0 ask' Hrs.
Tane }f she Jiad missed anyibing. Thecourt
doutitod her story and fired ber §3 and |
coets,

The caseagalnet Lawrence Farrell, charged
with nanngm Irich sctter dog from Chaz.

Friday emung. December 20; Farrell, the
accused, was a coschman forkim, On
the :memnlmﬂm ‘witness sid the dog

mmmthop.mmwmdo;
never had the dog registered. 1t was M
ter pondition now, and broke, whlch made
it worth more than when he bought it.
Christopker Keefe, wWho works for Mr. |
Audley, leedﬂedtobe g:tdulvuntbe‘

day the doﬁl d to leaving his
do; ia the y loﬁ wkcu hc ‘weat to suypcr,
Farell lore be did; dos

think he tmk tha dog vnu: hhnwhen he
went away; When Witness got back from

ifled to speing Par-
rell and another man come into the bamn after
che wenuo supper, pull down aladder
g0 into the hny lolt. u‘l{({

took fho a9 out of i
not know the who with
Parrell; it wu dnk md no hg)him the
bern.  Heard T call him This

closed the evldcnoe forthe -ul.z.

Before hearing the testimony for the de-
fense, Judge Stodcard inquired if the state
claimed that there was a theft committed
‘when there is no evidence that the dog was
liwmed or registered.  As heunderstood the

one lﬂgmmuksu:edogand
hﬂ it i §t was not lawfully
\ 3’1:;1 Pickett npl(nglha; ke dogm:l “t;n the
ja property of . An a t s
hackman in hgemplo (rtcgi:!scd
Audley’s premises and stole the dcg. md it
did not matter if it was not registered.
binson sald that wasa polat he
ired to call attention to later in the case.
lle wonld ¢ this time move for the dlsl:hugn

J ndf\x Stoddard stated thathe should hear
idence In the case.

B, C. Thayer md Joha B. (! n fes-
tified to the pod character of !‘tm who
nad been lnmeu;ﬂ;!ay The defenst tried

the e McCormick
bo; 7 the evidence of one )(chn, who
nlxd lhA$ boy told him that Mr. Audley

Audley guve him twentg e cents

Mr. Audley rem{Ied, and was asked
what he kn:w’ 1buut the evidence which the
defense offered to impeach the MeCor-
mick boys testimony. Mr. Audley said that
his san gave the boy twenty-five cenu to tell
him whathe knew sbout the affair. Mr.
Audley said he told the boy that he
would” give him an ovnmns: I he vrould
tll the truth about
in court and if lbemscmdeclded
Farrell, as ho saw the boy was jn need of an
overcoat, ‘The defense closed here, and the
case was argued by Mr. Pickett. The court
had evideatly decided the casc, as it did not
listen to_an ugumcnt {rom ex-Judge Rod-
inson, In disposing of the ux.ludgeswd
dard said that the evidence was not
mong the accused. e lhougm,
perha) ‘Thathhe ease ought to go heloxe the

pcrgor cnur'.mlS("ﬂL by virtue t;l Mwé
ute, it oy aman unr.ot k

e pancanet gy boid

as d
Dot ecehow the ztate can. pld Sman, The
discharged.




