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THE PEOPLE'S TESTIMONY. -

JENNIGE MEYERS , a witness, called on behalf
of the People, being duly sworn, testified that she, 3
the witness, living in 1904, at 286 Second Street,
in the City and County of New York.

She, the witness, was employed as a sales-
woman, in Division Street, with the firm of J. Frank.

. Prank was engaged in the

.l

The firm of#J
millinery business, iﬁ”ﬁivision Street.

She, the witness, had been in the employ
of J. Frank for three seasons, that 1s, a year and
a half. |

At the time that she, the witness, gave
the defendant the money set ozt in the indictment
'she, the witness, had known the defendant not quite
a yeare.

She, the witness, had met the defendant

first in front of a store, having formed his acquaint-
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ance in the street in front of the stores

She, the witness, did not know W
defendant lived, at that time, because the de
.dant did not tell her.

The defendant visited her at the house

in which she, the witness, was living, at that time, .
and also, sometimes in the store of J. Prank, in |
Division Street, in which she, the witneés, was emp;oyed.
At the time that the defendant visited her,
the witness, at her home, she, the witness, lived
at 236 Second Street, in the County of New York..
The defendant also paid her an occasionél
visit at the shop in whiqh she, the witneés; was
employed, in Division Street,
The defendant did not tell her, when he
was visiting her at her home at 236 Second Street,
and at the store in which she was employed, in
Divison Street, that he, the witneés, was & married
man. -
On the contrary, the defendant frequent-

1y told her, the witness, that he was a single

malle
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She, the witness, fréﬁﬁéﬁfly\asked&£h§w~

| defendant, while he was visiting her, "How long\dﬁf?
you want to go with me?" and the aefendant sald ;
that he was not going with her, just then, to marry
her, because buslness was very slow, and;hevintendéd
to go to Chicago, with her, where he couid'ge@ a
better business, and he would marry her, the wit-
ness, in Chicago.

The defendant frequently assured her,

the witness, while he was visiting her, at her
home and at the store that he was a singlé man,

!
and that he intended to take her to Chicago and

marry here.

When he was visiting her, she, the wit=
ness, frequently asked the defendant, "Are you a
married man?" and the defendant sald, "No, I am
a single man, but I don't want to marry you in
New York, because I don't want to live in New York,
because business 1s bad here, I will take you to
Chicago, and then I marry you."

She, the witness, could not exactly re=

member the date of her first meeting with the defen-




dant .

She, the witness, beliéved, however, that -+
she first met the defendant in the summer time,véﬁﬁux_
a year before the trial, that is a year from the

summer of 1904.

She, the witness, had been going with the

defendant, that 1s receiving his visits and going

out with him for about six or seven months, when
the defendant asked her to marry him, |

i In fact, the defendant talked about marry-
ing her, frequently during the'six or seven months

that she first knew him.

In fact, from the very first moment the
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defendant met her, he promised to marry her as

s

soon as he could get into business in Chicago, saylng
that he would take her to Chicago, and marry her
there; : |

She, the witness, formed the acquaintance
of the defendant in front of the store in which she
was employed, on the streete.

The defendant visited her frequently in

the store and where she lived, and took her out,

and kept promising to marry her, that is, to take
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her to Chicago and marry her.
She, the witness, gave to the det aa
the sum of money mentioned in the indicﬁmenﬁ[;n

318t day of August, 1904.

At that time she, the witness, was sbout

to start With the defendant for Chicago, to be
married, according to the defendant's promise.
She, the witness, was packing up to go to
Chicago with the defendant and the defendant came
to her house in Second Street, and helped her pack
her clothing.
This was on Friday that she did the pack-
ing, with the assistance of the defendant, and
on the following morning, Saturday, she, the wite=
ness, gave the defendant the money.

She, the witness, handed the defendant

the money in question at the place where 1t was neceg«.

sary to buy the tickets far Chicago.

- She, the witness, did not know the name of
the streat on which the depot where she gave the‘
defendant the money waé situatede.

It was on this side of the North River,

TR a
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in the ferry-house, when the defendant camb'hb ®#¥f>u; E
and got the money. | ﬁ o

It was on the New York side of the thﬁﬁvfg ,
River where the defendant got the money from.hef, |
in the County of New York, in the ferry-houée@gnftﬁe
New York side of the river.

She, the witness, gave the defendant, at

that time the sum of $265.

|
i
1

! She, the witness, was positive that she

and the defendant were 1n the ferry-house on the New

York side of the North River, when she gave the defen=

dant the $265.

She, the witness, gave the defendant the

$265, relying upon his representation that he was

a single man, and relying upon his promise to
marry her.

She, the witness, relied upon thé defen-
dant's promise to take her to Chicago and mafry
her.

If she, the witness, had known at that
time that the defendant was a married man, and that

he did not intend to marry her, she, the witness, would




not have given him a penny,.

| Consequently, in parting withuhg
to the defendant, she, the witness, absn%u%ﬁ“;gr,
upon his representatlion that he was a_singlé m&é,fe
and that he would marry her as soon as thpy gut'té
Chicago, according to his promiée.

The money that she gave to the defendant,
%265 was ner oﬁn money .

_She, the witness, had saved the monaykfrom
her earninsgg and was all of the moﬁéy that she had
in the world at the time.

The $265 was the result of caresful saving
from her earnings in the millinery shop in Division
Strest.

she, the witness, was in the habit of keepe
ing her money in her stocking, before she ‘gave the
money to the defendant, for safe keeping--=- that is,
she kept the money in her stocking, for safe keepw~
ing.

At the time that she, the witness, gave

the defendant the $265, neither she nor the defendant

had bought the tickets.

et o i3
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had not bought the tickets, and so far as she knoﬁ
the defendant had not hought the ticketse.

The defendant told her, the witness, that
he needed money to buy the tickets, and after she
gave him the money he, the defendant, went,vor said
that he was going to buy the tickets right away.

The defendant sald that he was golng to
buy the tickets, after he had got her, the wltness's
money, as she, the witness, had described.

Then she, the witness, and the defendant
got on the train and went to Chicago.

she and the defendant were together in

Chicago, for three days.

The defendant was out all day from the place

where they were staying.

When he came home, at night, she, the wite

ness, sald to the defendant, "What's the matter? You

-gtay out so long?"
The defendant said, "I'll tell you the
truth. I can't marry you, nows You don't have

to cry, because I take you back to New York."

At least, she, the witness, knew'ﬁhhm ﬁh&r

g



She, the witness, did not xmow on
railroad or line she, the witness, and £hawaa ndant’
went to Chicago, because she, the witness, diﬁ“ﬁu
notice, and had never been out to Chicago bOfbf@Qif}%

She, the witness, could not tell what the

name of the rallroad was on which she, the ﬁitness,‘
and the defendant travelled to Chicago because she,
the witness, did not notice the name of the railfoad,
and she, the witness, had never been to Chicago
before.

She, the witness, did not travel to Chicago
with the defendant on a sleeping car, but just on an
ordinary day car.

She, the witness, and the defendant were

traveling a day and a half before they reached Chicago.

They were traveling from five o'clock on
Saturday afternoon, until Sunday evening, nine o'clock.

They were traveling most of Saturday, and
Saturday night, and all of Sunday,Aup to Sunday, at
nine o'clock.

She, the witness, sat up all night, on

Saturday night, in the day coach, and did not
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to the sleeping car either alone or with the dafendant.

Occasionally she fell asleep in ﬂhe'bhdif‘
o
KRN

in which sha was saated.
| When she, the witness, and the defendant
reached Chicago, they did not go to a hotels

The defendant told her that he would take
her to the house of a relation of his, and took her to
a house in Chicagoe.

The house was kept by a woman, and appeared
to be a boarding house. ‘ |

So far she, the witness, could see it was
a respectable boarding house.

She, the witness, did not occupy a bed.
room with the defendant.

At no time while she was with‘the'defen¥<
dant, either on the way to Chicago, or in Chicago, -
or on the way back from Chicago did she, the witness,
have sexual intercourse with the defendant, or‘occup&
the same bed room with him at any time.

When they were in Chicago, the defendant
was away from the‘boardingkhouse where they were stop-

ping all day and came home late at night.

3
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After the third day she, the witnaéﬁ,-égkéd"
him why he stood out so long and so iate and &h&v -
defendant did not glve her any satisfactory answar:
as to thate. |

Then she, the witness, said to the defen=
dant, "What's the matter? Didn't you tell me that
you would take the rooms and have a wedding?"

The defendant said, "Well, you don't havé
to cry. I will take you back to New Yorke. " I have
no more money, because I give your money to my wife;

The defendant did not ask her for any more
money, after she gave him the $265, because he Xnew
that she had no more money. |

The defendant brought her back to New York, |

without marrying her, and after returning to the

city she did not see him for several monthse.

When she, the witness, returned to New
York , she could not find work, and she stayed al home
where she had been roomlng or bvoarding.

Then the season began in the millinery

business in Division “treet, and she got work.

For three months after her return to New

York she did not see the defendant.




When she, the witness, returned to N

with the defendant, they parted as soon asfﬁhﬁy7é0t,ﬁu

to Mew York and she, the witness, went back to the

1lace at which she had been boarding, in Second streeﬁ%;*

+

She, the witné;s, did not see tho‘dqfendant
again after returning to New York for abdut‘three
monthse |

The defendant said to her, "I won't marry
you, and I can't see you, now, because I live .over
in 3Brownsville," and she, the witness, did not see
him for three months affer she returned to the clty.

she, the witness, found out where the de=
fendant was, and told a detective and caused his

arreste

After his arrest, the defendant was bailed,

and he sald to her, the witness, "What's the use?
I can tell, in the court, I take your money."

She, the Witness, Tirst learned that the
defendant was married when the defendant and‘she were
in Chiqago together.

When she, the witness, reproached him for

being away so much from her, and not marrying her and
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setting up housekeeping in the rooms which hs had prew -

viously told her he had furnished for their marriage,
the defendan* said, "You don't need to cry, for I
~ive your money to my wife."

In Chicago, the defendant also said to
her, "You don't have to cry. I marry you, anyhow,
in Yew Yorke. You don't have to cry."

che, the witness, was crying, because thé
defendant had left her without a penny, and had re=
fusad to marry here. | |

In Chicago the defendant told her that
he was married, and she began to cry and she sald
to the defendant, "What's the matter? Ain't you
toolt me here, and you say you are goling to marry
me?" and the defendant said, "Well I marry you, in
New York." |

Then the defendant sald that he had given
her, the witness's money to his wife,

The defendant had never repald one cent of
the money which he rot from her, the $265.,

After the defendant was arrested she had a

conversation with him about marriage.




The defendant said to her, the witness,
"I'll marry you anyhow, because I don't have to say
in court that I took your money."

rhe defendant also said, "I'm married, but,
anyway, I will marry you."

After the defendant's arrest, she, the
witness, saw the defendant conversging with the officer
who arrested him, but she, the witness, did not
hear what was sald between them.

She, the wltness, would positively swear that
when she gave the defendant the money in question éhe, |
the witness, relied upon the defendant's represéntation
that he, the defendant was a single man, and also relied

upon his promise to marry her.

I CROSS FXAMINATION the witness testified that she, the
witness, had been in the United States nof quite fouf
yearse

She, the witness, was born in Russia, from -
Tarnow, twelve miles from CraEOW. -

Since she, the witness, had been in thé
United States she, the wiltness, had earned a living

as a saleswoman in a millinery store in Division




Street. "QfQ

She, the witness, did not think 1§  
necessary to tell counsel for the deféndant h¢w 0
she wase s

She, the witness, first becamé acéuaiﬁfad
with the defendant on the sidewalk in front'of the
store in which she, the witness, was employed, 1n/
Division Streect.

She, the witness, did not mean to say that
the defendant approached her either on the sidewaikA
in front of the store in which she was employed, or

in the store itself, and as soon as he met her, on

the very first occasion, sald, "I am going to marry

youe"

She, the witness, was not introduced to
Magnus, the defendant, by a Mrs. Jordan.

She, the witness, was standing in ffont‘of
the store, in company with a lady friend gt the time
the defendan* approached herw

She, the witness, had never seen the de-
fendant before, to her knowledge.

Thev fot into a conversation at that times
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She, the witness, believed that the lady
friend that was standing with her in front of the
store introduced the defendant to there

She

b

the witness, had been in the company
of Mrs. Jordan, when she met Magnus, the defendant;
but she was not with Mrs. Jordan at the time when
she first met the defendant, and Mrs. Jordan did
not introduce the defendant to her, the witness.

When she, the witness, aﬁd Mrs. Jordan and
the defendant were together, Mrs. Jordan did not
tell her, in the presence of the defendant, that
the defendant was a married man.

she, the wiiness, never heard from any
one before she went to Chicago with the defendant,
to be married to him, that he was a marrled man,

The defendant did not tell her up to the
time that she went to Chicago with him, as she had
described, that he was a married man.

On the contrary he, the defendant, represen-
ted himself to her as a single man, and promised to

marry here

che, the witness, knew the little girl
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pointed out to her in the courtroom by counsel for

the defendant.

she, the witness, first saw the little

glrl pointed out to her in the courtroom by counsel

for the defendant after she, the witness, had-returned -

I
a1

from Chicago.
The little girl came into the store in
which she, the wltness, was employed, in Division

Street, and said to her, "Papa can't come because

he lives in Brownsville, and he can't come,"

The little girl came to the store in
which she, the witness, was employed after she, the
witness, returned from Chicago, and delivered the
message from the defendant which she, the witness,

had just repeated.

The 1little girl came to the store on a’
Sunday .

she, the witness, had to work all'déy on
Sundays, and it was on‘a Sundayj,after her return
from Chicago, that the little girl came into the
store, and delivered to her the message from the

deTendant, which she, the witness, had just repeated.
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She, the witness, would positive@§,”
that it wns not before she went to ChicagO'ﬁifh”ﬁh5 E
defendant that the little girl came into the éﬁbrﬁ“‘"‘
and delivered this message to her. -
| It was not true that she, the witness,
saw the 1ittle girl in the store in which she, the
witness, was employed, long before she, the witness,
went to Chicago with the defendant, not more than
six weeks after she became acquainted with the defen=
dant e

ghe, the wiltness, would&ositively swear that
it was after she returned from chicagd with the |
defendant, that she séw the little girl in the store.

The little girl also wrote down on a card
that her father lived in Liberty Avenue, No. 52,
Brownsville, New York,

The visit of the little g;rl occured in
the early summer of 1904 after her, the wltness's
return from Chicago with the defendant.

She, the witness,'did not remember, and
it was not true, that the little girl céme to the

store about six weeks after she, the witness, became




acquainted with the father of the little girl, ‘I

defendant, and o1d ner that her father could ﬁot
come to see her, because he lived in Brownsvillﬁgfﬁgﬁ
far away and gave her the address, or the pretéﬂﬁéa«ju
address of her father, at 52 Libverty Avenué, Broﬁnaa_
ville.

It was not true that at that time she, the
witness, noticed that the little girl wore her
father's picture on a ﬁuﬁton, on her dress and that
she, the witness, spoke to the little girl about the
picture, and the little girl said that it was the
picture of her father.

When she, the witness, asked the little
girl where her father, the defendant, lived in Browns-
ville, the little girl wrote down on a card what she
pret.ended was the address of her father, 52 Lib;rty
Avenue, Brownsville.

ghe, the witness, took the little card from
the little girl, and afterwards ascertained that it
was o false address, and that the defendant.really
lived in the City of New York.

Up to the time that she, the witness, went

ey
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to Chicago with the defendant, as he pretehdéd7té'h§“3¥'
maerried, she, the witness, was in the hablt of Séﬁiﬁgf i
him almost every Sunday, when he called upon hef éiﬁhé;fg'T
at the place where she boarded, or at the store ih which"$
she, the witness, worked, in Division Street.

She, the witness, did not live élone at
236 Second Streete

She, the witness, lived with a woman friend, -
there, a Mrs. Koppel.

She, the witness, did not know that Mrs.
Koppel camé also from Cracow, Russia.

On the contrary she, the witness, believed
that Mrs. Xoppel came from Roumaniae

When she, the witness, returned from Chica=-

go with the defendant she, the witness, returned to

her boarding place at 236 Second Sireet, where she had
previously boarded, with‘Mrs. Koppel and she, the
witness, was still living with Mrs. Koppel.

puring the year that she, the witnesé, had
known the defen-iant she, the witness, had seen his
usually about once a week, on sundgys.

She, the witness, had never gone to the

p.”“‘:l‘,ﬁ“%%i



defendant's house at any time to inquire about him,
Abecause she, the wltness, did not know where he lived.

Up to the time that the defendaﬁt took hér
to Chicago, onAthe promlise to marry hér, the defendant
did not ask her for money.

Up to the time of their departure for
Chicago, the defendant had not asked her for any
money e

Just before the defendant took her‘to
Chicago, the defendant said to her, "The best is
you stop from work, because we are going to get
married in Chicago."

She, the witness, did not know why the

defendant did not say that he would marry her in New

York, instead of Chicago.

She, the witness, asked the defendant several
times why he did not marry her in New York, instead
of going to Chicago, and the defendant replied that

Chicago was the best place to start business in, after

he was marriede

When she, the witness, told the defendant

that she was ready to marry him 1ln Chicago the defen-
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dant said that they would not get mar;iéd iﬁfﬁ@ﬁ:ﬁ'”
but that he was going to Chicago, and thaﬁ,hé‘ﬁ6 
marry her.there,.
The defendant said that he did not wani
to get married in New York, but wanted to go to

Chicapo to get married, because he wanted to gtart

a business in Chicago, and he thought it was a better
place to do business than in New York and that he
hoped to be more fortunate in Chicago than he had
been .in New York.

At no time did she, the witness, refuse to
marry the defendant in New York, and say that New
York was a bad place to marry in.

It was the defendant who said that New

York was a bad place to marry in, and that he preferred

to marry her in Chicago, and would marry her there.

She, the witness, did not claim that |
she went to Chicago because her love was so strong
that she went to Chicago with the defendant without
being married to him. |

She, the witness, did not believe in love

any more.



defendant because she relied upon hils re)
that he was a single man, and that he woul

her in Chicago.

that she, the witness, parted with her money, and

went with the defendant to Chicago, to be married to

nim.

actually going to Chicago,with her,to get married in

a few days, before they went,

to give up her work, in the mlllinery store, because

he was going to take her to Chicago, to get married,
she did not have any work at the shop.

any work at that time because it was the end of the
season and the defendant sald, "Ahyway, it is best
for-you to stoﬁ work, and go to Chicago with me and

get married."

A e T St e

~ She, the witness, went to Chicagp

It was because of these representations,

The defendant first told her that he was

At that time he, the defendant, told her

It was the end of the season, anyhow, and

ghe told the defendant that she did not have

in complilance with the defendant's request
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she, the witness, stopped work, and began her'prgp@rgf.'
ations to go to Chicago with the defendanf to get3
married.

It was her custom to stop work, at the end
of the season, in the summervseason, for three or four’
weeks,to rest, because business is very dull at the
Division Street store, during the early summer,

About a week before they went to Chicago
the defendant sald, "Anyways, you stop work this week,
because Saturday we are going'away to Chicago.”

At that time the defendant did not ask her
for any money.

On the following Friday she, the witness,
was packing her clothing into her trunk, in the hpuse
at 236 Second Street, where she, the witness, boarded,
and according to the arrangements which they made: on

1
the day before, the defendant came there andhelped her

p
packe

They started for Chicag§~on the followlng
morning, Saturday morning.

When they got to the ferry-house, the de-

fendant said that he was about to purchase the tickets,

and needed money gnd asked her for money and she, the




witness, gave him all the money that she had, $é65&‘
She, the witness, had never known where
the defsndant lived in New York, because he had nQVGr“f””C
told her, and she, the witness, never asked him. -
she, the witness, was willing to mar}y>a
man of whose residence she was ignorant, becauéeishe

e

trusted him.

She, the wiltness, was willing to marry
the defendant, even though she did not kiow where
he lived, because she lived his .representations @o

ner, that he was a single man, and that he wanted %o
marry here.

She, the witness, had seen the woman

pointed out in the courtroom by the defendant's couﬁ¥‘

gel before.

She, the witness, believed that the woman's

name was Harris.

ghe, the witness, had first seen Mrs. Harris,
when she, the witness, went with the detective to
caus? th2 arrest of the defendant .

She, the witness, would positively swear

that she had never seen the woman, Mrs. Harris, at the




defendant's home, or any other place , befqré she,
the witness, went to Chicago w;th the defendant,

She, the witness, would positively'éwaar fhatw:
the First time that she, the witness, ever saw Mrs.
Harris, to her knowledge, was when she, éhe witness,
went with the detective to make the arrest of the
defendant.

She, the witness, after the. little girl
had given her the false address iﬁ Brownsville,
agcertainedgquite a length of time afterwards where
the defendant lived, and informed the poliqe,“and
caused the arrest of the defendant.

on the morning that she, the witness,
went with the defendant to Chicago, that is started ffM 
for Chicago with the defendant, which was a saturday o
morning, the defendant was waiting for her, accords- |
ing to agreement, at the corner of Second Street,
near wheré she, the witness, lived.

On the preceding day, Friday, when the
defendant helped her to pack her clothes in a trunk,
to go to Chicago with him, the defendant, on the
followins day, the defendant sald that on the fol-

lowing day, he would meet her, the witness, at the

5 wggE L,
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corner of Second Street, at 12 o'clock, noon, and
that they would go an take the train to Chieagd;

On the preceding day when the defendant  was °
packing the trunk with her, he told the woman with
whom she boarded that she, the wiltness, was going with
him to Chicago, on the following day, to be married.

When she, the witness, met the defendant
she had only a few traveling articles in a small
satchel in her hand;

The day was warm and pleasant.

She, the witness, could not tell whether she

wen' with the defendant to the 42nd Street,or to

whatever ferry she went, because she, the witness,

did not Xnow much about the streets of New York, C

excepting the immediate nelghborhood where she lived and

workede

When they got on the train they went to
Newark and got off, because the defendant said that
he wanted to stop at Newark,on the way to Chicago,
for a little. while, o

The defendant told her, that he got off
at Wewark, to wait for a train to Chicago, because

someone hal told him that it was bethter for him to

i
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walt at Newark for tﬁe train to Chicégo thﬁn;tﬁbwaiff.

in the ferry-house in New Yorke :‘ :
The witness could not rémembenkwhether*

it was Forf&-second Stfeet or where the ferry-houss

was in which she gave the money to thé‘defendant,

except that she would swear positively that it was

in New York City, on the New York City side of the

North River, which they afterwards crossed, td take
the train for Newark.

The defendant got the money from @ér
pefors, as he had sald, he bought the tickets,
and before they got on the train, or on thé fairy-

boat to cross to the New Jersey side, to take the

traine i

At the time that the defendant asked her ' :;

for the money, she, the witness, had the money in
her stockinge.

The defendant told her that he needed the
money to buy the tickets to go to Chicago with, and
that he must have the money at once.

Then she, the witness, went lnto a corner

and ralsed her skirt, and took the money out of her




stocking, and returned to where the déf‘
and gave it to him. o
The $265 consisted of $10 bills‘ﬁﬁa 5 bl
making in all $265, | |
The money which she hadvin her stockiﬂg dﬁ' k
that time, the $265 which she gave to the defendant,‘

was her own moneye.

She had saved this money out of her wages,

by great care and some denial,

She, the wiltness, had been in American

SRS

four years and the $265 represented her savings out
of her wages .during those four years.
She, the witness, had no relations in

this country, in the United States, and she, the wit-

R R U I~ FODPUIP WIS, S N e

ness, did not go anywhere until she met the defehdant, ,‘
but stayed at home, and saved all the money she
could out of her wages. |
She, the witness, earned $9 in the season
in the millinery store in which she worked.
But, at present, she was receivingonly $#5
a week, because the season was slack.

out of her wages she, the witness; had to.
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: board and clothe herself, and ptherwise,mai H if
self, and it was with great difficulty that mhe §
the $265 in the four years that she had beén.iﬁ?fhéif Jii S
United States.

It was not true that she, the witnaés, had

given the defendant only $20 and had said to the de=

fendant, "I want to go with you to Chicago."

It wius not true that she, the witness, had
proposed to accoupany the defendant to Chicago, and
had given him $20 and said that she wanted to go to.

Chicago with him.

LUKE MILTEY, awlitness, called on behalf of the

People, being duly sworn, testified that he, the

witness, was a member of the Municipal Police of the
City of New York; andwas attached to the 14th Police
Precinct on the 31lst of October, 1904,
. He, the witness, arrested the defendante.
He, the witness, had a conversation with
the defondant, on the morning that he, the witness,
arrested the defendant , in the defendant's room.

In regard to Mrs. Harris, the woman who had

.
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been pointed out to the complaining witness, in the
courtroom, the defsendant sald that she was a married
woman, living uptown, and that she was at his rooms
only because she was }aking care of the children.

P

What the deféndunt sald was, when th€%g9m~
plaining witness accused him of having taken her |
money, under a promise of marrliage, the dafendant

;
sald that he was a married man and that his wife wasg
living uptown, in theCity of New York, and that Mrs.
Harris Was‘keeping house for him, and taking care of
nis children. |

The defendant did not glve any explanation

as to why he took the complaining witness's money, and

why he did not return it to here.

He, the witness, asked the defendant why -

he hal taken the complainant's money, and why he had
not returned it to here.

He, the defendant, admitted taking the
noney, from the complalning witness, and golng to
Chicago with her,

He said that after remaining in Chicago
with h»:r for three or four days, he returned with her

to New York,and sent the balanse of the money that he




had obtained from her,with the complaining wltness,

taking her to different resorts, Coney Island and

Rockaway and other such resorts.

1

The defendant claimed to have.spént the

greater part 1f not all of the money that he receilved
from the complaining witness, this way, that is,

in escorting her to different resorts, and spending
the money with her.

ﬁhen the complaining witness accused the
defendant of having taken her money, he, -the witness,
sald to the deféndant,‘"ls this true?" and the defen=-
dant said, "You hat."

The complaining witness told him, the
witness, in the presence of the‘defendant how she,
tiie complainant had first met the defendant, and how
she had earned the money that he had gotten from |
her, $268, and how the defendant had agreed to take
her to Chicago and marry her.

Then the defendant sald that he had merely
gone to Chicago with the complaining witness, to
use the money that he got from her to get a divorce
from his own wife.

Oon the way to the station house, the com=
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plaining witness sald to the defendant, "You know

that I gave you this money, $2652"
The complaining witness also said, "And
you know you were to marry me?"and the defendant

isaid, "Yes, but we went to Chilcago. I was to use

the money there to get a divorce, but we came bhack,

and I have spent all the money with you."

Then the complaining witness and the
defendant began to speak in the Jewish language and he,
the witness, could not understand anything further

that they sald.

IN CRSS EXAMINATION the wiltness testified that what he
had related in his direct examination was all @hat
he could understand that was said between the cbm-,
plaining witness and the defendant, at the time of
the arrest, and after the arrest.

Every now and then the complaining witness
and the defendant spoke in Jewish,and, those times,
he coq;d not understand what they saide

But what he had related in his direct

examination wag what passed betwseen the complaining




witness and the defendant, in the English language,

at the time of the arrest, and after the arrest on the
way to the statlion house.

In July, 1904, the warrant was issued for
the defendant, and on November 28th, the complalning
witness came to the station house of the 1l4th Precinct,
and in consequence of a statement which sﬁe made, on
the following morning, November 29th, he, the witness,
went to the address of the defendant, and made the
arreste.

Though the warrant was 1issued in July he,

the witness, did not know anything about the warrant,

until the case was assigned to him, on the 6th of
November, 1904-~-gither the 6th or 7th. 

The delay as to the arrest of the defen=-
dant, after the issuing of the warrant was due to-
to the fact that the defendant had told the complain=-
ing witness, as he, the wiftness, was informed, that
he lived in Brownsville, whereas, in fact, he lived

bl
at 116 Eldridge Street, in the City and County of

New Yorke ' . g

He, the witness, was transfsrred to the




preciﬁct about the 6th or 7th of November énd
then he, the witness, received the Warrant¢
He, the wltness, met the complainingiwitnﬂv;ﬁ
ness, and asked her for the address of the defen~ ‘;'
dant, and she told him that all that she knew abbut“

the address of the defendant was that he lived in

Brownsville, New Yorke.

But, on the 28th of November, 1964, the
complainant called at the statlon house, and gave him
information as to the residence of the defendant
being at 116 Eldridge Street, in the City and County
of New Yorke.

That was the first time that he, the

witness, knew that the defendant lived in the B
City of New York. S

He, the witness, had been informed that

‘he officer that had the warrant hefore it was turned

over to him, was instructed to walt until the com=-
;lﬁining ascertained the true address of the deféﬁ~
dant, and either came to the station house personally
to notifv the police authorities there.of the real

address of the defendant, or sent that information to

her counsele

e R e




He, the wltness, understood at that time
that the name of the complainant's counsel in the
case was Jaffa.

When he, the witness, received the warrant

A

about the 6th or 7th of November, and was informed

that the defendant claimed to be residing in Browns-
ville he, the witness, did not go to Brownsville to
look for the defendant.

He, the witnesg, had no otherreasons for
carrying the warrant about him from the 7th of Novem-
ber until the 29th, without executing 1t, except that
he did not know whers the defendant lived, and it
was understood that the complaining witness, as soon
as she could ascertaln the correct address of the
~defendant would bring the address to the sfation
house, or would send it to the station house, through
her counsel, Mr. Jaffa.

Tle, the witness, went to 116 Fldridge Street,
as soon as nhe was informed of the address of the de-
fendant being there, by the complaining witness, on
the preceding day, and arrested the defendant.

e, the witness, went to the defendant's
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residence, at 116 Eldridge Street, at about

on the morning of the 29th of November, 1904;" fi,
That was the first time that he, the wiﬁr‘
ness, had ever seen the defendant, to his knowlgdgéwF_s
As soon as he, the witness, got tothe
defendant's residence, at 116 Eldridge Street, and
met the defendant there he, the witness, told the
defendant that he was a police officer, and that he,
the witness, had a warrant for his arrest.
At that time he, the witness, was accompan=-

ied by the complaining witness.

He, the witness, told the defendant what

N

he was charged with.
The complalning witness entered the rooms ‘ ';
of the defendant with him, the witness, and was pre-
sent during his, the wltness's conversation with the
defendant, and on the way to the statlon house.
He, the witness, would positively swear
that the defendant told him that he, the defendant,
took the money from the complaining witness, the
$265, and went with the complaining witness to Chicago,
and spent some of the money in trying to get aldiforég

from his, the defendant's wife.




The defendant also told him, the w
that the remainder of the money, remaining aft
the defendant, and the complaining witness réturnﬁﬁ;}f
from Chicago he, the defendant, spent in taking thg'
complaining witness and himself AOwn to different’
pleasure resorts.

Whatever he, the witness, had related as
having been said by the defendant was spoken in 
English and he, the witness, understood the defen-
dant perfectly. | » _

Nothing that he, the witness, had related
in ﬁis direct examination or in his cross examina=-
tion as having'béen sald by the defendant after the
arrest was sald in the Jewish language.

He, the witness, could not understand a
word of the Jewlsh 1anguage and therefor he, the wite
ness, could not pretend to give any copversation that
he held with the defendant, of anything that he heard
the defendant say,in the Jewish language.

Most of the conversation that he, the wite
ness, heard betwsen the defendant and the complaine

)

‘ant, at the time of the arrest, was had in the English




language because he, the witness, could not ﬁnder%
stand them when they occaslionally spoke in the Jewiﬂh'
lahguage. o

He, the witness, had not the slighieét idea
of what they sald, when they spoke in the Jewlsh
languagee. |

He, the witness, did go to the rooms of

the defendant on the evening of the 28th of November, i
after having an interview with the coﬁplaining witness ﬁ
at the station house wheh the complaining witness

told him that she had learned that the defendant

lived at 116 Eldridge Street.

But when he, the witness, got to the rooms
of the def=ndant, on the precedlng gvening, the 28th
of November, he found a lock on the outer door of the
rooms, and apparently no one was in the rooms.

Then he, the witness, made an appointment
with the complaining witness to meet her on the fol=-
lowing morning, and to go tb the defendant's rooms,
and make the arresgt.

He, the wiltness, would posltively swear that
the rooms of the defsndant, were vacant when he, the

witness, went there, onthis preceding evening, .
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The rooms were empty and dark, and there

was a bilg padlock on the outer door.  §~ 
Ye, the witness, knocked repeatedly at the

door and did not get any answer,

IN RE DIRECT EXAMINATION the witness testified that he,
witness, had been transfered from another precinct
to the 1l4th Precinct on the 6th or 7th of November
and that he, the witness, had no personal knowledge
as to how long the warrant had been out for the

arrest of the defendant.

The first that he, the witness, knew of

the case or the warrant was when 1t was asigned to
him when he, the witness, first came to the pre-

cinct, the 1l4th Precinct, on the 6th or 7th of No=-

verbare.

JENNIE MEYTERS, being recalled by the Court,
in answer to questions by the Court, testified that
wiien the defendant told her that he was an unmarried

man, that he was able to marry her, she, the witness,

believed him.
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money relying upon his- -statement to her that ﬁé{ 

a single man, that he would marry Ler,

IN CROSS EXAMINATION the witness testified that she, tﬁe
witness, did not know that the defendant was a married'ﬁﬁﬁ
man until he told her that he was a married maﬁ, in
Chicagoe
At the time that the defendant told her that

he was a married man, in Chicago, he had had her money

for threefdays, her #265, which she had given to him

at New York City, before they bought the tickets,

to go to Chicagoe
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THE DEFENDANT'S TESTIMONY .

XATIE "MAGNTUS, awitness called on behalf of

the Defense, being duly sworn, testified that she,

the witness, was 13 years of age.
She, the witness, went to school, to Public

School No. 20, between Rivington and Forsyth Streets.

She, the witness, was in Class 6 A.

She, the witness, lived at 116 Eldridge

SRR S SN NS o

Street.

She, the witness, lived there with her
father and the lady that took care of herself and the
other children, MTs.'Harris.

Her, the witness's mother did not live wiﬁh
her father and the chilldren.

As far as she, the wiltness, knew, her mother
1ived in Chicago.

According to her, the witness's recollection,

her mother had lived in Chicago for about two years..




She, the witness, had seen the:
witness before she saw her in the court keole)
She, the witness, had seen'thé comp:

witness at 105 Division Street, at the millinery -

gstore there in which the complaining witness wag

employed.
on the first occasion when she, the witness,

saw the complaining witness at the store, the millinery

store, at 105 Division Street, she, the witness,

e i s R i

) went there by request of her father.
Her father sent a message to the complaining

. witness, by her, the witness, to the effect that he did not

o e an

feel weil, and that he could not see her, the complain-
ing witness.

She, the witness, at that time saw the
complaining witness in the store at 105 Division Straet;
in which the complaining witness waé employed as a
saleswoman. |

When she, the witness, went ts the store
in question, to deliver her father's message, she,
the witness, d4id not know Miss Meyers or whb she was;

»

Therefore when she, the witness, entered
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the store, she spoke to the first woman thet

there, and asked who Miss Meyres was.

It happened to.be Miss Mbyars‘hsréelf;& 
she said, |

"I am Miss MNeyers."
Then she, the witness, said that she wantéd}
to talk with here. .
She, the witness, told Miss Meyers, "Papa
couldn't come t§ see yéu because he don't feei well."
Then Miss Meysrs noticed the button.pic;

ture of her father which she, the witness, wore upon

the breast of her gown or frock, The picture which

she, the witness, wore on the breast of her frock
not only contained the picture of her father, but the

picture of her, the witness's sister and brother.

‘igs Meyers asked her whose plctures the

children's pictures were and she, the witness, replied,

"My sister and brother."

Then 'iss ‘leyers sald, "They are very

niceds”

Then Miss lMerers asked her, the witness,

if sue, the witnass, Teit lonesome without her mother

and she:, the witness, told “'lss Meyers not to ask her

such: questions, becausa she, the witness, did not
v,
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care to ansver them, / fy  ff} 

Then Hiss Mevers said that she might GﬁmaFu§ g
to see ner, the witness's fathere. RS S

ghe said that she had to work half a,dmy,li
until 12 o'clock, and then she might come up and seé
her, the witness's Tather.

At noon on the same day, Miss Meyers did
come to her, the witness's home and did see her,
the witness's Tather, the defendant.

The complaining witness and her father
spoke torether but she, the witness, did not know
wiat tha2yv sald to each other. ' ‘ *g&

She, the witness, could not give the exact
date of her visit to the store in which the complain-

ing witness was employed.

But according to her, the witnesa's best
recollection it was in the winter of 1904 or 1903=w==
it was last winters

She, the witness, was poslitlve that she paid:

) ‘he visl' to the complaining ﬁitness at the stqre,a%
105 NDivision “itreat befor: her, the witness's father

want to M icaro,




She, the witness, could not tell how;mgmy?‘; ,
months it was bhefore her father went to Chicé36~ﬁuﬁf i
she, the witness, was positive that it was in the
cours2 of last winter, and considerable timslbefore
her father went to Chicagoe |

She, the witness, was present in her father's

home, at 1184 Eldridge Stre~t, when Miss Meyers, the

complaining witness, came up, on that Sunday, and | - ;«
after she, the witness, had called at the store at
10f Division Street, tc see her father.

She, the witness, recollected distinctly
tha* when Miss Meyers came up to see her father, on
that Sunday afternoon, shortly after 12 o'cidok, there
were in the flat at the time herself, the wiﬁﬁess,
Mrs. Harris, her, the witness's father, and her,
the witness's sister and brother.

She, the witness, was positive that this
visit was‘paid to her father some time beforé her
fathar went to Chicagoe

Che, the witness, could not remerber dis=-
tinctly when ner father Went to Chicago, but she was

positive *hnt 1t was either in July or August, but,
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anyway, in the summer time, of 1904, o
She, the witness, did not know the purw o

ose for whi~ her fatier went to Chicago.

CROCCOUUATTYATION ‘e witness testified that on the
Suiidn Stervnonn 4at the complaining witness called
her, the witness's father was 1ll.

Har {4t er had not been working, on the

He had not Yt.zn working for about a weék.
e rad been in bed, 111, for about a week
befor< *thate :

That was the first occasion on which the
defandant, her father, had sent to deliver any mes=
sae, or to see the complaining witness.

Three rooms were occupled by the family
of “he defendan*, -t that timey=-~ in fact, on second
thousht, she remembered that they had only two rooms,
a kitchen and a hedroom.

ser father and two of the children slept
in *he kitchen and she, the witness, slept with Mrg.:

Harris, 1in the bhedroom.

PR T it




* - . - . . e

Mrs. Harris had been living with‘ﬁh 0
three years, in those ftwo roomse | :.‘fjiJ;

When Miss Meyers, the complaining witnéééj
asked her, the witness, in the store at 105 Division €
Street, whe'her she, the witness, was lonesome, ﬁifh—
out har mother, she, the witness, did not say that

Mrs. larris was her mother, because Mrs, Harris was

not her, the witness's mother,
The complaining Witness, Miss Meyers, did  %
not say that she thought that Mrs. Harris was her, the ”’ K
witness's moher, i
. Y
Miss Meyers did not tell her, the witness, fg
*ha* her, the witness's mother was dead. |
Miss Mevers knew that her, the witness's
mother was not dead, because Miss Meyers asked her,
the witness, about her mother when she, thé Witnaségff'
was in the store, and asked her if she did not feel ‘\f”‘j
lonssome witiout her mother. :
She, the wltness, was positive that Miss
’ ) 'evers did not say that she was sorry for he&, @he

witness, because she must be very lonesome ag her

\

mothor was deade

e g A
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When her father went to Chicago,ﬁﬁ

about a weeke. :

She, the witness, did not know whetﬁéﬁ¢§f§f
not her father went to Chicago alonee.

Her, the witness's father did not tell her,.
the witness, what he went to Chicago for. .

Her faﬁher came back from Chicago alone,
so far as she, the witness, knew.

When her father came back from Chicago,

he want to work again, that is, he did odd jobs of
plumbing, on his own account.

Her father took small contracts as a plumber

for himself, that is, for his own benefit.  €

He was not in the employment of.anyéne'so
far as she, the witness, knew, as a plumbers
She, the witness, knew that her father
was plunbere
| Her father did not tell her"when_he~seht
her to see Miss Meyers, to say\that he, her fathef,
lived in Brownsville,
She, the witness, would swear posiltively

that she did not tell Miss Meyers, in the store at

R
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105 Division Street, when she, the witness, went
there, on that Sunday, that her fathér\lived in Browns= .
ville, and that he was sorry that he could not come
to see her because he lived in Brownsville.

Her, the witness's father told her that

she was to be a witness in the case, that is, on

his trial, on the day of his arrest.

"y
She, the witness, had not talked with Mrs.

Harris, since the arrest of the defendant, about the

CcasBe

At the time that Miss Meyers calledat the
house of her father, on the afternoon in question, |

that is, on the Sunday afternoon in question, her

fathar was not in bed, but was sitting up, that is,
was up and around the rooms.

At the £ime that Miss Meyers called, her
father was drinking some tea.

She, the witness, referred, instead of the Sunday
on which Miss Meyers called to the day of her father's
arrest.

On the day that Miss Meyers called to see



her father, that is, on the Sunday that she bébk
message to the store at 105 Division Streeﬁ,‘ﬂhaﬂﬁﬁia
Meyers came to their rooms, her father was 111,¢ﬁ‘?2
bed. |

Miss Meyers remained then about half an’
hour, and had a conversation with her father which
she, the witness, could not remember what was said
on that occasion,

She, the witness, on fhat occasion, the

occaslon when Miss Meyers called at the apartments "?

on that Sunday afternoon heard Miss Mbyeré talking with

her father and her father talking with Miss Msyers,

but she did not hear what they said. | | o ‘f
In‘fact, Miss Meyers was whispering to T
her father all the time that Miss Meyers was there.
Her father was living at 116 Eldridge
Street with his family on the day of his arrest,
the 29th of November, 1904.
Her father was at home on the night pre=
vious, the night of the 28th of November, 1904,
She, the witness, did not know'that-any“
officer called to see her father on the night before

his arrest, the 28th of November, 1904,
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The first she, the wiltness, saﬁ“ﬁfg
officer, in connection with the arrest of hﬁﬁjf
was on the following morning, the 29th of Nbvémm‘ :

1904.

che, the witness, and Mrs. Harris had not

spoken as to what their testimony should be on the

trial of the defendant.

on reflection, she, the witness, remembered .

distinctly that it was in the winter time that Miss
Meyers called upon her father, on that Sunday after-
noon, and that it was in the fall that her father_
went to Chicago.

She, the witness, knew that the complain=-
ing witness went to Chicago with her father.

She, the witness, did not know that he?’nf
father went to Chicago with Miss Meyers, untilrhe
returned.

After his return, he, the‘defendant, told |
her, the witness, that he had been to Chicago with
Mss lleyers. ‘

Her father did not say to her, the wiltness,

why he had gone to Chicago with Miss Meyers, or why he

Lo
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had taken her there with him. R
She, the witness, was positive that‘shé

did not go to !Miss Meyers' store, that is, 105 Divi;

sion Street in which Miss Meyers was employed, after

h:r father's return from Chicago.

She, the witness, was positive that her
fathe; did not send her on any message to Miss Meyers'
store, after he, her father, returned from Chicago.

IN RE DIRECT EXAMINATION the witness testified that she. had
lived with her father and Mrs.‘Harris with the two
other children in Eldridge Street; for about two
years. | |

iier, the witness's father, the defend&nﬁ,
lived there continously during tﬁose two years.

She, the witness, remembered 8istinctly
the morning that the officer came up to arrest her
fathere. |

That was the Tirst time to her, the wit-
ness's knowledge that the officer came up to her

father's apartments.

She, the witness, wouldpositively swear

A
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that she, the witness, did not see the ofﬂ-
father's apartment or any where near that@péﬁﬁ @
on the preceding day or evening. | I

In response to questions by the Courfkﬁﬁé?f/;
witness testified that she, the witness, was thiftééﬁﬁfh

years of age and that she went to Public School No.

20.
She, the witness, had never been in court
ags a witness before.

She, the witness, was not in the Police

Court, when her father was arraigned there, after
his arrest. | |

She, the witness, had last seen her mother
about three years before the trial, in New York
Citye

Her father had informed her that her‘

© o s

mother was in Chicago when he returned from Chicago.

When her father returned from Chicago ha

told her, the witness, that he had heard that her
b mothar was in Chicago, but he did not tell her, the
witness, much about if=-= in fact,'all that he sald

was that he had heard that her mother was in Chlcago.



:" |  be
She, the witness, had also heard fron db
woman who had returned from Chicago that she hadvséén
her, the witness's mother there. . | :
When her fathor returned from Chicago he
gaid that he had seen her mother there, and that he
had heard that she was there, before he had Been‘her;

She, the witness, was positive that her

father had said to her, the witness, after his return
from Chicago, that he had seen her, the witness's
mother in Chicago. : ' ’
She, the witness, saw her father before he
left for Chicagoe
| At that time her father did not say that
he was leaving for Chicago, or for any other particular
rlace. |
All that she, the witness, knew about his
going away was that he cnme home and took his satchel,
one night, but she,‘the witness, did not know where he
went toe
e Her father did not tell her at that time
that. he, her father, would write to her, or that she,
the witness, should‘write to him.

Her father had never left his home in that




way baeforee.

She, the witness, did not ask her father
wiere he was going. |

ller father worked as a plumber, for him-

self, that 1s, on his own account.

‘ler father never mentioned Miss leyers!

to her, the witness, befors the Sunday on which he

sent her with a message to Miss Meyers.

That was a long time before her father 5
went to Chicagoe

She, the witness, again saw Miss ﬁeyers
before 'iiss “leyers and her father left for Chicago, | é
on *the Friday evening preceding the Saturday on
which her father and !Mlss Meyers left for Chicago,
on that Friday evening, !Miss Meyefs came up to
114 Tldridze Street, to the rooms of her father.

On that occasion her father was at home,
that 1s, the last occasion before the departure for
Chiicago.

Ghe, the witness, did not know what an oath
token in a court of Jjustice was.

3

In fact, she, the witness, did not know
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that Miss 'leyers had gone with her father to Chicago

until she, the witness, had heard Miss Meyers testify

to 1t in the court. o o R

e 50E

Her father told her, on the day. of his

arrest, that she, *the witness, was to be a witness

i, e e e RS

on his trial.
Her father did not tell her what to say
when she went on the witn2ss stand, but only told her
to tell what she knew.
Her father had told her to say, when she
came on the witness stand in the courtroom that hé,.
her fathar, had told her to tell everything that
she knew, and that she should not tell a falsehood.
The detective offioer'who arrested her
father was not nresent when her father told her this.
It was after the detective had arrested her
father *hat her father told her tnis about heing a
witness 1in the court.
In fact, it was after her father had returned
- from thepolice court, after his arresf, and when the
detectlve was not there at all, that he spoke to her

5

about being a witness.
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When her father returned from the Police |
Court he told her that he had been arrested by Miss
Meyers, on account of his taking money of her and
saying that he was an unmarried man, and that she
wanted to mérry him,

Mrs. Harris was present at the time that
her father told her this.

Her father sald that he went to Chicago
and that “liss lleyers gave him some money, and that
she arrested him an account of thai money, for ha&ing
taken money from her, and having said that he was
an unmarried man, when he was married.

Her father also sald that Miss Meyers wanted
to take revenge on him.

Her father sald that Miss Mevers wahted to
take revenge on him, her father, because he told
her he was coing to marry her, and he didn't, and be-
cause he sald he was an unmarried man, when he was

a married man, and that she did not know that he was

a married man.

Ter father did not tell her, the witness,

why Miss lMeyers gave him, her father, the money.




All that her father said about the moriey
was that Miss Meyers wanted to get revenge on him‘
because she gave him the money, of her own free
will, because he did not ask her fotr it.

Her father did not say.that he would be
very likely to go to prison, unless she, the witness,
came aown and gave her testimony in his favor.

Her father did say that he would be put on
trial, and that 1t would be necessary for her to

come down as a witness at his trial.

~

DORA HARRIS , a witness called on behalf of the
Defense, being duly sworn; testified that she, the
witness, lived at 116 Fldridge Street, in the City
and County of New Yorke.

She, the witness, lived at 116 Eldridge
Street, in the County of New York, with Morris Mag- -
nus, the defendant, and his three children.

She, the witness, was employed by Morris
“agnus, the defendant, to keep house for him, the

defendant, and his children, and to do the housework.
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She, the witness, had also been employed
by the defendant to take care of his three chlldren.
" She, the witness, had been employed by the
defendant for about two years and a half.
She, the witness, had seen the complain-
ing witness, Miss Meyers, before thé trial of the

defendant.

She, the witness, first saw Miss Mb&ers,
the complaining witness, in‘the winteerf 1904,

At that time, the defendant, Mr. Magnus,
was sick in his rooms and the complaining witness,
Miss Mevers, came to his rooms at 116 Eldridge Street,

the home of the defendant, to see him.

She, the witness, could not tell the
date of the visit of the complaining witness to the
rooms. of the defendant but she, the witness, remem=
bered that 1%t was on a Sunday.

The children were home from school and the
defendant, Mr. Magnus, was there and she, the wit-
ness, was also there, at the time that the corplain-
ing witness called.

Miss Mayers, the complaining witness, called
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upon the defendant, Magnus, about dinner time, between
12 and 1 o'clock.

She, the witnesé, remembered dlstinctly
that it was about dinner time and that Magnus, the
defendant, was sick at~the time and was in the rooms,
and that all of the three children were home for
dinner on that day.

She, the wltness, also remembered Mr. Mag-
nus, was so sick at the time that he waé in bed, when
the complaining wltness called, |

The complaining witness, Miss Meyers, called,
and she sat down by the bed-side of Mr. Magnﬁs, and
they conversed for about half an hour, ln an under-
tone.

She, the witness, did not hear what was
gsaid betwe~:n Mr. Magnus and the complaining witness,
at that time, not only because they spoke in a low
tone, but because she, the witness, kept right on
with her housework while the complaining witness
was there.

She, the witness, did not know why the com=-

plaining witness called, on that day, because the
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complaining witness did not say anything to‘harg  n
the witness, while she was there and shc, the wit=-
ness, did not hear any of the convérsation'between
the complaining witness, and the defendant Magnus.

But she, the witness, would positivelj
swear that she saw the complaining witness call on
the defendant, on the Sunday in question thou@h.she,
the witness, could not femember the date of that
call.

All that she, the witness, could remember
as to the time when the call was made was that it
was in the winter of 1904.
| She, the witness, remembersd when Mr.
Marnus, the defendant, left for Chicagoe.

M. Magnus left on a Saturday morning and,

on th: :receding night, Friday night she, the wltness,

saw the complaining witness, at the home of the
defezndant at 116 Wldridge Street, in the County of
MNew York.» |
She, the witness, was positive‘that the
Tirgt time that she, the witness, had ever seen the

complaining witness was on the Sundsy in question,




in the winter of 1904, when the complaining Wit 8

called at the house of the defendant, Maghus, . ..

To
witness, had
ness, in her

On
did not have

witness, Lut

her, the witness's knowledge she, tﬁ§ =

never beforz seen the complaining wit- f\

life,
that occasion the complaining wltness
any conversation whatever with her, the

she saw her have a low toned conversa-

tion with the defendant, who was in bed, sick.

She

the conversat

, the witness, did not hear any of

ion that passed between the complaline-

ing witness and the defendant, because the conver-

sation was had in a very low tone and, also, she,

the witness, kept on with her housework.

After remaining about half an hour on that

occasion, on

that Sunday, between 12 and 1 o'clock,

for about half an hour, the complaining witness

want away without szayiny anything to her, the wit-

11283 »

.

™is call was about nine or ten months,

according to Xi2r, ftihe witiuess's recollection, before

the sacond call of ‘e coplaining witness which

£
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wag on the Friday evening prevlious to the S&turd@&: S

morning on which Mr. Magnus went to Chicago.
On the second visit which occured on thQ.fk
Triday night precedins the Saturday morning on which

the co:wlalning witness went to chicago with Mr.

Magnus, the complaining witness calledat the.apaft-
ment of the defendant, Mr. Magnus.
At that Mr., Magnus and the children and
herself, the witness, were about to sit down to sup-
: PeT e
Mr. Magmus invited the complaining witness

to sit down to supper with the family, and she did

E e i e F NS L

so, and eat supper with them. o ¢
Before she went away, she left a quarter
of a dollar, a silver quarter, to be divided among

the chnildrene.

t-a

To exbtra supp2r was prepared for the com-

plaininy witness, on that occasion, because she,

Lo

the complaining witness, as she, the witness, knew,
) was not expached.
The family had the ordinary supper consiste-

ing of fish, it being Friday night, and they being

Hebrzws, and thecomplaining witness sat down to sup-
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| per with them and eat supper with them.

During the complaining witness'svvié

Fhe house,and during the evening at supper, ndthi‘g‘
was said about the complaining witness going to

Chicago with the defendant.

After suppsr was over and after the complaline -

o ing witazss had laft a guarter of a dollar to be-

dividad betwesen the children, the defendant and the
complaining witness went out together, and she, the
witness, did not see any more of the complaining

witness.

She, the witness, was in the apartment
of the dzfendant at the time of his arrest, at about
the time of the arrest, and}she, the witness, knew

.
that Mr. ‘fagnus was every night in the apartment
for some time befors the arrest.
. she, the witnesgs, knew that the defen-
dant slept in the apartaent, on the night before
the arr=aste.
A She, the witness, knew that the defendant
was a plumber, and did odd‘jobs of plumbing on his

owll account,

e worked staadily, that 1s, whenever he




could get a job at plumbing, on his own\aéf unt

The defendant had no plumbing Shﬁﬁ 6?-;
own, but he got small contracts in the neighbofhbbaﬁ
as a plumber, and he attentied to those personally. -

50 far as she, the witness, knew the defendant;a

¥
H

had never worked for anybody as a plumber, but had

alwavsworked on his own account,

I CROGH GYAMINATION the witness testified that she, the

W)

witness, was not in any way rslated to the defen-
dant e i : g

She, the wiltness, had known the defendant | E
for about two or two and a half years. |

She, the witness, did not know the defenw
dant before she went to live with him as his house-
keeper, and to take care of hig children.

She, the witness, needed employment, and
went to work.as a housekeeper, and to take care of

his children.
e A
The family had but two roomg--- that 1s
the defe’dant and hls famlly and herself lived in

two rooms at 116 Eldridge Street, in the City and
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Coun'y of YNew York and %the Borough of Mﬁm&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂg.,’ ‘
The defsndant paid her, the wzttmaé, éw
a montn or sr services, and also gawa“har‘baarﬁ\aﬂ
‘oditing. |
The defandint did not work steady bacausa'~7
ne could not always get work as a plumhe?, but he work
whs=never e could gat employment, that is, when ever
he rould et o contract to do a little plumbing on |

iy own account, :

She, the witness, did not know that the
defenint's income cane from women whom he deceived

in v .2 s .one manuer that he deceived the complaining

She, *the witness, did not know that he.
1id no* work at all, and derived his income from-
tie decsr‘lonswiich he practised upon women like

ae conplaining witness, under promise of marriagﬁﬁ

Tiia defendant, lagnus, had never'tﬁl&"hﬁf,ﬁ“

©oe o ivugss, “hit ne ad taken any money from the




defzndant, at her own accord. :
During the two years and a half ﬁhﬁ& h
‘Mo witness, had lived with the defendant and his |
L Live 5
children as their housekeep<r, the defendant ha&vﬁﬁﬁf;

Durins tie two years and a half that she,

P}

‘e witness, lived with the defendant as his house~

kzepar, ne had never had any other women visiting
tha house excepting the complalining witnesse.

ghe, the wvitness, would positively swear
Laat duriag her stay at the defendant's house, that
no o-her women visited the house excepting the COome=

plaining witnasse.

When the defendant was going to Chicago,

goins o Chicagoe

7he defsndant told her, the witness,
“hat n= was goin;s to Chicago, on Friday, the day ba-
Jore ne want to Chicago;

The delendant told her, the witness, that
n3 whs going to Chicapgo hofore the complaining witness

cae to ‘i apartment, on the Friday night preceding

he, the def:ni:nt, told her, the witness, that he was




the departure I'gr Chicagoe.

The defendant did not tell her,

at tha! time or at any other time befors ha
Cl.icaso that he, ' he defendant, was going to

wi<h the complalning witness, Miés Meyerse

s e N

The defendant did not say a single work
about rmoing to Chicage with the complalning witness,
Migs Meyers., R

The defzndant did not tell her, the witness,

why he was going to Chicagoe. ‘ , :

|
!

The defendant told her that hs expected to

b2 ;rone on nis trip to Chicago, two or three days.
He, the delfendant,left her, the witness,

a couple of dollars, Lo take care ol the house while
2 was awaye W

"he defendant told her, the witness, if a
couple of dollars was ot enough to maintain tﬁe
hore during his absence in Chicago, to go to his
cousing,and gef more oney.

i The name of his relatives was Laburkae

The defsndant had an aunt living in Chrystie

Strset, aad his other relatives lived in Brownsville.,

&)




The defendant had both aunps,anﬂ? 
living in the City of New York. -

Hig rslatives frequently visited his, ‘th

o
defzndant'é house. ‘ R
When Miss Meyers, the complaining witnéss;’ 
alled on the Sunday in question, in the winﬁgr, the
) date of which she, the witness, could not fémember,
Miss “Meyers wore a bhlack gowne
she, the witn§SB,'could not remember anything
noire about how llss Meyers wag dressed that she had
a black gown on, because she, the witnass, did not
) ray much attention *o here. A
She, the witness, did not notlce whethﬁr‘ 5
Misas Mayers had on a colored waist or not becauss
she wore a jacket. .
Miss Meyers stayed there for half an hoﬁf,
but duripg’that éime she, the complaining witness,
did not‘take off ner jacket.
fhera were only two rooms in the'apartment‘
c ,

occupled by the dzfendant, his children and-hserself,
Magnuyg, hthe defondant, occupled the bedroom.

None of nis diildren slept with Magnus.
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The children slept with hér, th§ 
in the kitchen., |

On second thought she, the Witnass; rémém BY®
fhah the little boy slept occaslonally with tﬁe'da~¥;f¢
fendant.

At the time that the defendant, Magnus,

went fto “hicago, Magnus owed her, the witness, .two

months pay, %$20.

Upon rils return from Chicago he paid her

this 320.

Her month expired on the 6th.or 7th--- ghe,

the witness, could not remember distinctly whiche--

of each month.
The defendant did not pay her regularly

on *the expiration of the month, but whenever he had

v

the money he pald her.
On second thought, she, the witness, remembered -

tnat .the defendant did not pay her the $20 that he

'

owed her until two or three weeks alfter he came back

i

" from Chicago.

Her montilt wag up about a week before the

deiendant went to Chicago, and he did not pay her

o b RS e emicone s
e O s e g
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then, and when he went fto Chicago, he owed her
$20. |

Hé did not pay her the $20 until aéveral&x
weeks aftar he returned from Chicagoe

On second thought she, the witness, rememe

bered that the defendant only paid her one months

wages, threse weaks after he returned from Chicago.

The defendant did not tell her, the wit-

ness, why the complaining witness called at the aparte
ment, on the Friday night before the Saturday on - 'E
which the defendant went to Chicagoe

The defendant had never had a woman at supper

UREICS L0 i e

with his family before that, to her, the witness's
knowledge during the time that she, the witness, had

been in the defendant's employe

She, the witness, would positively swear that
at no time during the visit of the complaining wit-

Licd
ness, on the Friday evening preceding the departure

“or Chicago, did either the defendant or the complain-

ing witness say anything about thelr going to Chicago

togethere.

She, the witness, had never told the complain-
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ing witness that she, the witness, was the'@’
the defendant. | |

The complaining wltness had nevér aﬁked he
the witness, if she was the wifeof the defendﬁf'
not. |

She, the witness, did not know whether
or not, at the time of the visit, on the Frid@y»even-v
ing preceding the departure for Chicago, the com~
plaining witnesé knew whather or not the complaining.
witness knew that the defendant was a married mﬁn, or
note

She, the witness, would positively sweay
that she, the witness, did not occupy the bédroom.

of the apartment with Magnus, the defendant.

She, the witness, would positively swear «ifﬁ

' that she usually slept with the three children , two .

glrls and a boy in the kitchen.

But, however, sometimes the little boy
slept witn the'father in the bedroome.

Otherwise she, the witness, slept always,

in the kitchen, with the two little girls .

Since the dafendant's arrest upon the ghaﬁge“f
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‘the witness, did not go to the office of the defen=

of robbing the complaining witness, and histQiééﬁﬁ,
upon bail, the defendant had never talked'withfhef}r 
the witness, about the case. | E

So far as she, the witness, knew, the de~
fendant had ﬂever talked with his ovm daughter, fhe
precedin~ witness, about the case.

So far as she, the wltness, knew, the de=-
fendant had never talked either with herself or with
his daushter about the case and so far as she, the
witness, kxnew the defendant did not know what she,
the witness,'was golng to testify to when she took .

the witness stande.

After the defendant's release on ball she,

dant's lawyer, with the defandant, and talk over
the case and tell what she, the witness, was going

to tagtify toe

She, the witness, had never talked with

the defrsndant's daughter about the case, and had
nev:s told “he defzndant's daughter what she, the wite
nes.;, was -oinr to testify to, and had never asked the

defsnduit's dauiar as to what the daughter was g&iﬁ&
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to testify to.

Aftar the defendant's release on ball she;

the witness, did not go, with the defendant's daughter

and the defendant, to the defendant's lawyer's offidé;.'

and *here talk over the case in the presence of the
defendant and the little girl, to the lawyer.

When the defendant was arrested, thadefénw
dant told her, the witness, that he had been arrested -
because the complaining witness wanted to marry'him;
the defendant.,

The defendant did not tell her, the witness,
that he had taken any money whatever from the com=-
plaining witness.

The defendant did not tell her, the wite
ness, that the complaining witness had given him;
the money in question, of her own free ﬁill.

All that he, the defendant, had told her,
the witness,iin explanation of hils arrest, was‘that
the compléining witness wanted to marry him, and had
had him arrested because he would not marry here.

She, the witness, could‘not say how many

days the defendant had bheen out of work, at the time




that he went to Chicagoe.
The defendant did not work regularly, but
only when he got a Jjobe
Just before he went to Chicago, he had a
job in New Jersey, about two weeks béfore he went to
Chicagoe

So for twe waeks before he went to Chicago,

he had no work, so far as she, the witness, knew.

ghe, the witness, did not know how much

e R R i

money the defendant earned in the job 1in New Jersey.

The job was over about two weeks before
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the departurefor Chicago.

She, the witness, had never asked the
defendant as to how much he had earned by the job
in New Jersey, because the defendant was not her

-husband and she, the witness, didnot think she had
any right whatever to question him, about his busil-
ness.

She, the witness, was a married woman.

L Her, the witness's husband‘wés living in
Colorado.
She, the witness, would swear positively

that her, the witness's husband was in Colorado.




District Attorney where her husband was she, the

did not start to say that he was 1in Chicago,‘aﬁﬂ«v

correct hergelf and say thathe was in Colorados. -
Her, the witness's husband had been livimg‘f:

in Colorado for about three years.

Her husband did not know that she, the

.. witness, was living -in two rooms with the defendant
and his childrene. |
She, the wiltness, had not written to her
husband, and therefore he did not know anything
" about where she was living or who she was living with.

Her husband was slck in Colorado.

IN RE DIRECT FXAVINATION the witness testified that she,
the witness, was not the wife of the defendant, and
was only taking care of his household, and was emplb&&d
by the month to do so, receiving $10 a month and her
board and lodging. R
2 When the defendant, Magnus, was in Chicagé

he lelft with her $5, to pay the expenses of the hduse-

hold, while e was away.
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On the Monday morning after the defendant
went away she, the witness, received a check, for

$20, from New Jerseye.

%
She, the witness, dld not have the check
cashed herself, but she, thewltness, gave the check
to one of the defendant's cousins, and he gave her, the
witness, the money, the $20.

X She, the witness, had the check cashed because
she, the witness, was afrald to keep the check in the
house, in the absence of the defendant.

Before the defendant went to Chicago, the
& @

defendant tokd her, the witness, that he expected to
received the check from New Jersey, for the job which
he had done there, and which he completed two weeks

R R PRy N SN

before nes went to Chicagoe.

IN RE CROSS EXAMINATION the witness testified that Magnus

had no female relations who could take care of his,

Magnus's childrene.

She, the witness, could not read or write,
and therefore she, the witness, could not tell to

whom the check which she claimed to have recelved on
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the Monday following the departure of the d@fﬁnﬁﬁﬁ£ 
for Chicago, was drawn toe. o
When she, the witness, gave the check td : 7-9WWW;@M
one of the cousins of the defendant td be cashed, t
she, the witness, did not write her name on the
checke
It was the defendant's daughter who wrote

her, the daughter's name on the check.

The defendant, Magnus, did not keep any
bank account so far as she, the}witnéss, kneW.»

she, t he witness, did not know who drew
the check, or in whose favor it was drawn, 3

All that she, the witness, knew was that one
of the cousins‘of the defendant, took the cheék, and

gave her the $20.

She, the witnessy, did not know to whonmn
the check was dravn, or whom it was drawn by, or
where it came from, except that it came from New
Jersey, bacause shﬁ, the witness, could noi read
or write.

In response to questions by the Court she,

the witness, testified that she, the witness, got the




check from New Jerseye.
She, the witness, 41d not know whether Gﬁ‘@

not it came from Newark , N. J.

)

All tha* she, the witness, knew was that

it came from the place in New Jersey gpare the defenw

dant had had a job, two weeks before he went to
Chicagoe.

In response to further questlons bj counsel
for the defendant the witnaess testified that she, the
witness, remembered now that the check came from the
American Soda Wat2ar Fountain Companye.

The defendant had done a job of work on

the fountains of the American Soda Water FountainCome

pany, and the check was in payment of that worke

In response_to'further questions by the
Court the witness testified that she, the witness,
vnaw on Friday night before the defendant went to
Chicago, that he was going to Chicago, because he told
her ‘hat he was golng to Chicago. |

e
- He Lold her, the witness, this before he

went 6ut, on *he Friday evening preceding his departure

for Chicago, with the complaining witness, after suppers.

SR
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She, the witness, remembered that
dant tnld his children, and particularly hisg

Katie, that he was going to Chicago, for a few days

F M

L
t,

and sihe saw him bid them good-by.

In fact, she, the witness, nof only Baw
him bid them good-by, but saw him kissthem all arounﬁ@ i
and neard him tell them that he was going to GhicaQo» |

she, the witness, also heard the defendant

tell his daughter Katlie that he expected to see hgr
mother in Chicago .

She, the witness, was present when the
defendant bade good-by to the children, kissed theﬁ
all around, and told the daughter, Katie, that he was
going to Chicago, in the presence of the tWOAother
children, in a few days, and expected to see thelr
mother in Chicagoe

She, the witness, remembered the day of
tns defendant's arreste
& | The defendant was arrestad in the mnrﬁing,

G between ei~ht and nine o'clock 1in his own roqmgu
lAfter the delendant had beenmarraignéd in

tae Police Court, the defendant was released on bail,



¢

L)

N T gt
R 2 TR A e T

, | 83
and he came back to his home, at 116 Eldridge street.,:

But the defendant did not come directly
home from the court, but he went away with one of
his relations, and then he came home.

She, the witness, and also the defendant's
daughter, Katie, were present in the court room when
the defendant was arraignede.

she, the witness, was at home, when the
defzndant returned from court, under ball.

When the defendant got back from the court,
the defendant did not tell her, or his daughter, Katie,
wiiy he had been arrestede. |

The defendant did not say a word about the
cause of his arrest, after his return to his home,
gither to herself, the witness, or to his daughtér
Katile.

At no time since the defendant's arrest
has the defendant talked with her, the witness, or ,
to her xnowledge, to his daughter Katie, as to the
cause of hls arreste.

To her knowledge the defendant had never

said anvthing to his daughter about what she was to

v
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dant had never said a word to her, the Witﬂépﬁ;

what she,the witness, was to testify to on the

The defendant had never asked her, the wite.
ness, to be a witness, on the trial.

In response to questions Dby the sixth Jjuror,

the witness testified that the defendant had no shop
as a plumber, either where he lived, or any where
else, to her knowledge.

But the defendant had a few tools, plumbér‘s

tools, at his home.

The defendant did not have maﬁy tobls;k
but he had a few plumber's tools at his nome.

So far as she, the witness, knew, tha d9f§ﬁ:
dant kept all of the %tools, plumber's tools, ﬁhdfféf‘
had, ‘in his own home.

She, the witness, had néver seen-any_bﬁhﬁ.
tools in the poséession of the defendant than'thoséfif

)

which he kept in his home.




. .
ol ¥ v e S I

MORRIS MNAGNUS , the defendant, being d

sworn, testified that he, the witness, lived'sdt : o

N Y e

Gein Eldridge Street, in the City and County of Neﬁ“¥ 
and the Borough of Manhattan, |
He, the witnéss, was a plumber by tr&dé;f‘
He, the witness, somefimes worked on his
own account as a plumber, and sometimes , when he could
not get a job on his own account, he worked forlsome
oth=zr plumber.
He, the witness, had been living in the

City of New York for seventeen yearse.

He, the witness, lived with his children, 3

three & ildren, two girls and a boy, at 116 Eldridge

Streete.

He, the .witness, employed Dora Harris,
the previous witness, as a servant, to do his houge-
worx, and to attend tg his children.

He, the witness, had employed Dora Harris,
as a housekeeper for about two years and a half.
He, the witness, became acquainted with

tae complaining witness, Miss Meyers, about thirteen

or fourteen months before his, the defendant's trial.




He, the witness, was pasding thﬁbﬁ@hﬁf:
Division Street, in the County of New York, and

he 1met a saleswoman by the name of Mrs. Jordan.

Mrs. Jordan had been a good friaﬁdibf'hiﬂyyl”.

*he witness's wife, for nine or ten yéars, and had
¥uovn him, the witness, during that time,

Mrs. Jordan commenced to ask him, the
witnesy, about ils wife.

After his, the witness's meeting with Mrs.
Jordan, in Divisdon Stra:t, Mrse. Jordan invited him,
the witness, to call aﬁ her housee.

He, the witness, called upon Mrs. Jordan,
and wa: there introduced to the complaining witness.

After the introduction to Miss Meyers,
the complainins;, witness, by Mrs. Jordan, in Mfs.
Jordan's house he, the witness, befgan to talk
with the complaining witnéss.

While he was talking with the complaining
witness, Mrs. Jordan ques‘ioned him, the witness,
in “no nearing of Miss Merers, the complaining wite
ness, about his, the defendant's wife,

Mrs. Jordan also questioned him, the wite-

s




ness, about his children,
He, thewitness, told her all about his wife
and childran.
He, the witness, told Mrs. Jordan, in
thz presencz of the complalning witﬁess, that his,

the defendant's wife had run away from him, three

years before, with another man, and had left him,
t e witness, with his three children, without a home, f
and virtuallt in the street,

All this conversation took place in the
earing of the complaining witness, Miss Meyers.

He, the witness, told Mrs. Jordan, in the
presence of the coriplaining witness, abai t how his
wifz had eloped-With another man, and had left
nim and his children homeless, Mrs. Jordan said that
she was very sorry and that his wife had appeared
to her, Mrs. Jordan, to be a good woman,

When it came to be about nine o'clock
and after he had conversed with Mrs, Jordan and the
complaining witness, up to that time he, the wiltness,
toox up his hat, to go.

Mrs. Jordan sald to him, the witness, "If
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you to be so kindly to take a walk with Miss Meyers,

a little bit, to the house where she live?" .

I

PN He, the witness, said, "I don't mind."

And Mrs. Jordan said to him, the defen~-
dant, "When will you be here again?' and he, the
witness, said, "In a few days, perhaps."

He, the witness, excorted the complaining

witness, to her home, in Second Street, and left her

»

there at the doore

A few days later he, the witness, agaln
called on Mrs. Jordan, and he met Miss MeYers,the com=
plaining witness, at Mrs. Jordan's house, again.

They were sitting together, Jrs. Jordan,
himself and the complaining witness, for several
hours, and Mrs. Jordan sent out for a pint of beer,
and Miss Meyers drani some of the beer and she, Mrs.
Jordan , drank come of the beer, and he, the witness,
also drank some of the beer.,

Then after she had drank the beer, Mrs.

o Jordan began to talk about his, the witness's wife.

He, the witness, loved his wife once upon a time

too ruch, and he did not want to talk about his wife.
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Thereforé'he, the witness, left the home of
M}s. Jordan with the complaining witness. |

He, the witness, escorted the complaining
witness, again, to the door of her house, and left
her there.

—Ten—or—twelve evenings after that he, the

witness, again called ét Mrs. Jofdén's house.

Mrs. Jordan's house was at 186 East Broadwdy,
in the County of New Yorke. |

Mrs. Jordan was a millinery saleswoman, in
Division Street but at the time that Mrs. Jordan knew
him and his wife, when he wasliving with his wife,
she had a bicycle storein Allen Streetg

The second time that he; the witness,
left Mis. Jordan's house, with the'complaining’Wit-
ness, the complaining witness asked him, the wit-
ness, where he lived and he, the witness, sald that he
lived at 116 mldridge Street.

fhen the complaining wlitness sald that she
could meefjhim at the corner of Mrs , Jordan's street,
and he, thé witness, said, "What's the use to meet

me? You heard my story."

Ty,

T,
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A few days after that when he, the witness,

Was going home from work,; he met Miss Meyers, at
Broome and Fldridge Streets, on the corner of the
block where he, the witness, lived.
The complaining witness stopped him, the
witness, and conversed with him.
The complaining witness said to him, the

defendant, "Mr. Magnus, I llke to go out sometimes

‘

with you, in a Jewlsh place."

s e e

He, the witness, sald to the complaining
witness, "No, it is too late for me to go out. I

am always at home, on account of my children. I've

got a little girl and she don't go to bed until she sees

ol e e e

me, at 10 o'clock."

Then the complaining witness said to him, )

T g e i

! the witness, "Well, we will m2e¢t some other ftimes."
Then he, the wiftness, and the complaining

witness had a little more conversation, on gensral

subjects, and they parted.
b Then he, the witness, went about his busi-
ness, which was ths collecting of a few small bills

which were then due to him, and she went on her way.
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In a few days after that, when he, the
witness, was returning from work, he agaln met the
complaining witness at Broome and Eldridge Streets.

He, the witness, d4id not meet her on
eitrer of these occaslons by appointment.

He, the witness, told her, the complaining
witness, at the time of thelr first mesting, that
she could do nothing with him, the witness, because
she ¥new *that he was a married man, and haavheard_his ‘?
story, as he had told it %o Mrs. Jordan. ;

The corplaining witness, met him many times, i
when he came home from work, at the corher'of Broome | :
and Fldrlidge Streetse.

On one océasion when he, the witness,
met her he had received a letter from his wife, in
Chicago, in which his wife said, "Morris, you havé
always dons Tor me good all the time, and I hear that
you are keeplng the children always nice."

e, the witness, did not have that letter
in “is possession, but he had séme letterswhich he
had received from his wife, written in‘Buffalo and

5aint Louils,
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In response to questions by the Court the

witness testified that he had loved his wife very
much, but had ceased to love her when she went away
with another man. - .
He, the witness, had done everything in
1is power for hisgs wife while she lived with him.

As he, the witness, had received the let-

ter, on one of the occasions when he found the com=

plaining witness at the corner of Broome and Eldridge

Streets, walting for him, as he returned from work,
he, the witness, spoke to the corplaining witness

about the letter which he had just received from

|

his wife,

_— He, the witness, sald to the complaining
wltnedgs, "Miss Meyevrs, I received a letter from my
wife, and she says she will do the best she can for
me, a divorce or separation, if I come to Chicago,
will do anythling that she can, anything that I
want."

Then Miss Meyers, the corplaining witness,
said to him, the defendant, "Wﬁen do you think you

will go?"

|
|

Bty



He, the defsndant, told the complaining

witness, "In a few weeks later."

S STy TR vpys—

Then the complaining witness said, "Well,

we have got four weeks for vacation, and I'll go, too."

Ha, the witness, started to laugh, and

sald, "What will you do *‘here?
business to go thers.

go on nmy own business.

When I will go, I will

You have gotfno

Maybe I will get a divorce,

a separation, and I may come to an agreement with

her."

The corplaining witness saild, "I an not

a child, I am not a baby.

m2 wnat to doa

You don't need to teach

I am old enough to know my own mind."

Then he, the witness, started to laugh,

and went away.

A few days later when he, the witness,

met her again at the same corner he, the wltness, had

anotner conversation withn here.

He, the witness, sald to the complaining

witnesg, "I am golng, !Miss lMeyers, to Chicago,

on Saturday," and she said, "Well, I am going too;

and if you won't take me along, then I'll be ahead

of you in Chicago."

ok bty st



Then he, the witness, did not know what
to do about this, as the woman was aftef him, and
he could not stop her.

Then the o mplaining witness started to
buy all kinds of patent leather shoes and sllk walsts
and petticoats, and ordered a tallor made sult for
the trip, and, in a few days, she said, "I am rééhy
to goe"

Then he, the witness, sald to the complain-
ing witness, "Well, if you are ready to go, you can
go."

This last meeting at the same cornef,
where all of thelr appointments were made,”B?OOme
and Tldridse Streets, occured on the afternoon of
Triday before the Saturday on which he, the witnass,
went to Chicago. | |

He, the witness, met her at the corner inﬂm
question, Broome and Eldridge Streets, about five
o'clock in the afternoon, as he, the witness, was
returning to his home.

As a rule the complaining witness called

him Mr. ‘agnus, but some *times, she called him by

his first name, Morris.
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On this last occasion, on the afternoon
of TFriday, before the Saturday on which hé, the wite
ness, went to Chicago, the complainant sald to him,
"Say, Mr. Magnus, to-morrow you are going to Chlcago,
and I go too."

He, the witness, sald to the complaining
witness, "Miss Meyers, don't put your money away for
nothing. You have no business , .I am going there
to see my wife, and I don't expect to stay there
long, maybe four déys, or two weeks is the highest,.
and I wouldn't lose my trade in New York, and I
wouldn't leave my children in need, and I not seeing
thems"

Then the complaining witness, said, "Anyways,
I will have my vacation, and I've got my own money, .
and it has nothing to do wit£ you." -

Then he, the witness, did not know what
to doe

e, the witness, said, "I am going upstairs
for my supper," and the complaining witness said,

"Taks me up," and he, the witness, could not be rude

to the complaining witness, so he took her up to his
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rooms and the complaining witness had some supper
with himself, the children and Mrs. Harris, the

housekesper.

There was no conversation between himself

and the complaining witness in the house, in the
presence of Mrs. Harrig and the ¢ lldren.

After supper he, the witness, and the
complaining witness left the house together.

When they got out of the house, the com-
rlaining witness said to him, the witness, "When
are you going to Chicago?" and he, the witness, sald
to the complaining witness, "To-morrow by the Penn-

sylvania Railroad."

~Then the complaining witness said to him,

the witness, "Where shall I come?"

He, the witness, sald to the complaining

witness, "You dnon't need to come, but take the

Tlouston Street car, and it will take you straight

to the ferry, and I wlll be there at 5 o'clock,

on the following day, on 8aturday, at
5 o'clock in the aftprnoon, he, the witness, got to

the ferry house, and met the complaining wltness

G lon i i htresii
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there, with a valise in her hand.
He, the witness, sald to the complaining
witness, "Hello", and the complaining witness sald
to him, the witness, "Hello".
Then he, the witness, sald to the com=-
plaining witness, "Whers are you going now? If you

intend to go to Chicago, you must pay your fare.

I have only eaough to pay my fare."

He, the witness, had at that time in his

pocket, #105,

Then the complaining witness said, "All
rigaght. You can pay my fare."

"hen the complalning witness went into the
ladies' room, and came out of the ladies' room with
two #10 bills in her hand, and sald to him, the
def=2ndant, "Get me a ticket,"

e, the witness, got a tlcket for the

)
complaining ﬁitness, and he had $2 change‘remaining
from the two $10 bills after he had pald for her
ticket.

Then he, the witnesé; sald to the domplain-'

ing witness, "Here, Miss Meyers, is the $2," and she




gald, "Keep 1t. I don't need it."

Thén they went to Chicago, and went to
a hotel, and he, the witness,renggged a separate
room for the complaining witness, and a separate
room for himself, the witness.

The complaining witness reglstered her
name as "MMiss Meyers, of New York", and he, the
wltness, registered his own nams.”

Oon the following morning he, the witness,
had breakfast with the complaining witness, and
after breakfast he, the witness, said to the com-
plaining witness, " I rmst go to see my wife, and
come to an understanding with her, so that I can
go as quick as I could back to New York."

Then he, the witness, went to 1501 State
Street, in Chicago,~the address of his wife.

When she, the witness's wife saw him,
the witness, she began to éry, and sald that she
was 80 rry- that she had eloped and left him.

&

e, the witness, said to his wife, "You

don't n2ad to be sorry for everything is sorry, I

come hers from the letter you sent to me."

Then he, the witness, also said to his wife,
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"I am begging you to do the best you can for me,
and I'11 do the best I can for my children what .
you had."

Then he, the witneés, went fogether with
his wife to a lawyer's office, in Halsey Street, in
Chicago, and he, the witness, told the lawyer all
about his troubles with his wife, and his wife's
presence. |

At no time did he, the witness, promise
to marry the complainiﬁg witness.

He, the witness, could not promise to

marry the complaining witness at any time, because

he, the witness, was a married man, and not divorced

from his wife. . - -

He, the witness, would swear positively
that at no time had he, the witness, promised to
marry the complalining wiltness.

At no time did he, the wifness, under
a promise of marriage get money from the complain-
ing Witness.

He, the witness, had never received any

money whatever from the complaining witness except

<




—y T A o L . - e IR ——_,

100

the $20, which she had given to him, the witness,

at the time that he started for Chicago, to pay for

( her ticket to Chicago,

He, the witness, had heard the complaining

witness swear that he, the witness, had taken from

the complaining witness $265, under a promise of

marrying her.

This was not true, because the complalning
wltness had spent this money for her things, énd her
charges for clothing to him, the witness.

He, the witness, had never recelved any
money whatever from the complaining witness, except
the two #10 bills which the complaining witness
handed o him, the witness, in the ferry house, at
the time they were about to start for Chiéago, to
buy a tickat for her, the complaining witness, to
Chicagoe.

In response to a question by the fourth
juror, the defendant testified that he had never

o recaived any bill for the #$265 worth of clothing
that he claimed the complaining witness had bought,

and charged to Ywim, but he meant by that that she

Wy szt
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had charged him in the indictment with the wvalue
of the clothing which she had bought on her own
account and her own volition.,

He, the witness, did not mean that at
any time that the complaining witness had gone to
a stora or stores and bousht $265 worth of cldthing,
and charred that clothing to him, by name, in the
store or stores.

All that he, the witness, meant was that
she had bought that clothing in separation for her
trip to Chicapo, and had then charged him, the wit-
ness, in the indictment, with getting $265 from her,
under a promise 6f marriage, whereas, in fact, she
nad gpent that money for clothing, of her own
volitione.

The complaining witness, did not tfust
him, the defendant, even to buy a ticket for her,
when sh=2 was returning from Chicrgo with him,

She bought her own ticket in Chicago, 
at the Trie Rallroad office there.

Altogether ho, the witness, met the complain-

ing witness six or seven tlimes 1n addlition to the

0
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times that he met her at Mrs. Jordan's house, before
he, the witness, and the complaining witness went
to nhicago.

When he did not meet the complaining wite-
ness at Mrs. Jordan's house, he met her at ‘the corner
of Broome and Eldridge Streets, near his own home.

He, the witness, did not ask the complain-
ing witness, to meet him there, but she met him
there, standing when he was coming home from work,
and speaking to him,

The meetings outside of Mrs., Jordan's house,
were held atthe corner of Broome and Eldrldge Streets,
near the drug store.

If the complaining witness was not at that
corner when he, thewltness returned from work, which
he usuwally did about five o'clock, she was there
when he got through with supper, and came down from
his house, to take a walk, or visit a friend, and he,

4

the witness, could not drive her away from the corner,

and so he had to speak %o her,

He, the witness, would posltively swear

tat the complaining witness knew that he was married,
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from the very first moment thatshe was introduced

to him, the witness, by Mrs. Jordan, in Mrs. Jordan's

house.

The 1little girl, Katie Magnus, who had

been a witness for the Defense was his, the witness's

daughtere.

-

He, the witness, did send his daughter,

Katie Magnus, to the place in which the complaln-

ant was employe d, at 105 Division Street, to give

Par a ressage.

He, the witness, had then known the com-

plaining witness, about slx or seven weeks.

At that time he, the witness, was sick
in bede.

It was a Sunday when he, the wltness, sent
his little daughter to the place where the complaine
ing witﬁess was employed, to glve her the Mmessage .

On the same afternoon, bhetween 12 and
1 o'clock, the complaining witness called at his,
the witness's rooms, at 116 Tldridge Street.

when the complalining witness called on that

occasion he, the witness, dld not introduce the com-
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plaining witness to elther Mrs. Harris or to any of-
his children. |

He, the witness, had a conversation with
her, in an undertone, which was not heard by Mrs.
Harrls or the children.

Altogether the complaining witness remained
in his, the witness's rooms, on that occasion, for
about three quarters of an hour, or an hour.

when the complaining witness came up to
hig, the witness's rooms, on the night before they
went to chicago he, the witness, did not arrange
with her there the trip to Chicago.

In fact, the witness, did not say anything
whatever to the corplaining witness, and the complain-
ing witness didnot say anything to him, about the
trip to Chilcago, when they were in his, the witness's
rooms, in the presence of Mrs. Harris and the hildren.

It was not until after they had gone out
together, affer supper, that there was any conversaw
tion- about the trip to Chiqago.

ile, the witness, would positively swear

that at-no time during hils acquaintanCG with the

v
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complaining witness did he, the witness, promise to '?i
marry here. A

He, the witness, could not promise to

6D
marry her because she knew that he was a married man

and not divorced from his wife.
He, the witness, did not want to be sent

to prison for bigamy.

IN CROSS FXAMINATION the witness testified that he,
the witness, wasg a plumber by trade and he, the wit-
ness worked at his trade before his arrest.
He, the witness, generally worked on hisyown
account as a plumber, doing plumbing jobs.
He, the witness, had no licensed work as
a plumbere.

3o e

He, the witness, did not need any license
as a plumber, because he took orders for himself.
He, the witness, generally worked on baer
pumps in saloons, and he did not need'any license
o to do that kind of work.

He, the witness, did not* make any‘alteraf

tions in the plumbing of hwmses, therefore he, the
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witness, did not need to‘be a licensed plumber.
He, the witness, went to Chlcago, in June
or July, on a Saturday ianuly.
He, the witness; could not remember whether

it was the 2lst or 22nd or 23rd of July that he, the

witness, went to Chicago but he, the witness, remembered

that 1t was on a Safturday, in July.

It was not in August that he, the wit-
ness, went to Chicago.

He, the witness, was sure that 1t was not
in August that he, the witness, went to chicagoe.

.

He, the witness, would positively swear that

Miss Msy2srs knew where he, the witness, lived, very

soon after 'hsir acquaintance began, that is, on the

seoo nd avening that he met her atthe housé of Mrse.

Jdrdan, and escorted her fto her home, in Second
Street.

On that occasion, the complaining witness
asked him, the witness, where he lived, and he told

+ her that he lived at 116 pldridge Street, with his

children.

If the complalning witness knew where he,

H - sk Ll
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the witness, lived, as he claimed, he, the witness,
-, .
could not explain why it was that the detectives could

not serve the warrant for months after it was issued.

RN
=

After he, the witness, returned from Qhicago

with the complaining wiltness he, the witness, went

to his rooms at 116 Rldridge Street, and livad there,
right along, up to the time of his arrest.

He, the witness, would positively swear
that at that time Miss Meyers, the éomplaining
witness, knew where he lived, at 116 Tldridge Street. ]

The warrant for his, the witness's arrest,
was issued abou! three months after he, the witness,
raturned from Chicago with the complaining witness.

Miss Meyers, the complaining witness, told
him, the witness, about the issuance of the wafrant.

When he, the witness, was arraigned in
the Bsser Market Police Court, Miss Meyers, the com-
plaining witness, told him, the witness, that she
did not want to have him locked up and therefore

i sha had glven a false address to.the detective officers,
and had sald that he, the defendan®, lived 1ln Browns-

ville, when she knew that he lived at 116 gldridge
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Street, so the. detectives could not find him, the
defendant, and put him under arrest,

’ ¥igs Meyers also told him, the witness,
that she huid the warrant in her own pocket for three
b} four waeks before the time when he was arrested,
becnuse she did not like to come up to his rooms,
with the detective offlcers, and cause his arrest.

He, the witness, had heard the testimony

of the conplaining witness, to the effect, that, when

. they started for Chicago, or, rather, when they were

in the ferry house, about to start for Chicago{
that he, the witness, had come up to her, and said
that he had no money to buy the tickets, and that
he= wante ! money, and ;hen she, the complaining wit-
ness tlisrsupon, believiﬂg that‘he was taking her

to Chicago to marry her; gave him the $265,.

This testimony was false, bacauée the complaine-
ing witness had only given him two $10 bills, to
buy her own ticket for Chicago.

'He, ths witness, had $105 in his pocket
at that time, but Miss Mevers did not know that he

had that money in his pocket, because he did not tell

el ot Bentersien



her, and did not show it.
He, the witness, had heard the testimony
o of Mrs. Harrils, to the effect that he, the witness,
had been out of work for about two weeks before he

went to Chicago with the complaining witness and
that he owed her two months wages at that time, at
the time of his departure for chicago, and that he
did not pay her thos= two months waées, although

as he climed that he had $105 in his pocket, at the

time he left for chicago.

He, the witness, had also heard the testil-

mony of Mrs. Harris to the effect that he, the wit-
nesg , did not pay her the wages that he owed her at
the time that he went to Chicago until two or three
waeks aftar he returned from Chicago.
Mrs. Harris was mistaken, because he did
have money in his pocket at the time that he went
to Chicago, he-had $105.
Mrs. Harris did not know that he had this
= money in his pockét, and he did not tell her, and
did not* show her the money.

He, the witness, had known Mrs. Jordan,

)
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the saleswoman 1n Division Street, the millinery
saleswoman, for about nine years.

Mrs. Jordan had known his, the witness's
wife and himself for about nine years.

He, the witness, had not seen her for four
or five’years hefore the ocoasion'on which he met
her on Divig}on Street, and Wgen she invited him
to call at her house, and when he met the complaine-
ing witness, Miss Meyerse.

According to his, the witness's recollecti
he, the witness, had not seen Mrs., Jordan for at
least four or five years hefore the occaslon on
which he met her, in Division Street, where she
was employed as a saleswoman, in a millinery shop,
and when she invited him to her home, where he me£
Miss leyers, the corplaining witness, for the

first time.

When he, the witness, met Mrs. Jordan,
in Divison Street, on that occasion, Mrs. Jordan
gsald to him, the witness, "Mr. Magnﬁs, you are an
old friend, and we will speak about the old matter

of your wife."

He, the witness, did not make any explanat

~
)
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at that time to Mrs. Jordan, about his wife.

He, the witness, did not say that he was
then living apart from his wife, his wife having
run awav with another man,

e did %=1l Mrs. Jordan that his wife
had left him with another, that W;S all that he
sald *o her at ‘he time. |

Notwlthstanding the fact that he told her
that his wife left him with another man he, the
witness, found it nzcessary, when he called at
s, Jordan's house, to again tell her that his
wifa had left him with another man, and to enter
into 2o long conversatlon on that subject.

When he, the witneés,-told Mrs. Jordan,
in Division Street, that hlis wife had left him |
with another man, Mrs. Jordan said, "Come up,

. Magnus, and you will explain to me everything
about vour wife,"

When he, the witness, called at the
hmygse of Mrs, Jordan, two or three nights after
that, ne, the witness, mzt Misg Meyers there.

Moty thstanding that she was a stranser,
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to him, not havi ng been introduced to him he, the
wltnesg, entered into a full discussion of his
troubles with his wife, in her presence.

e, the wilness, had not see Mrs. Jordan

heforas the occasion of which he was speaking for

lal .
172 wvears,.

Tive vaars befores that Mrs. Jordan kept
a bicycle store, and she sold the bicycle store,
and went Lo work as a millinery saleswoman.

He, the witness, did not at any timeﬂgo
to visit the complaining witness, in her rooms,

in Second Btreet.

After the méetings at ths house of Mrs.
Jordan, the complaining witness met him at the corner
of Broome and FEldridgse Streets, near his own home,
the corner which he, the witnessg, had to pass on
is way home from work, or, when he went out, after
suppar, to visit a friend.
the witness, would positively swear

e,

4y . . ,
that he, the witness, had never called upon the com-

plainine witness 2i'her at her rooms where she

lived, or at the storz in which she was employved
) ?
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at 105 Nivison “tr=et,

Yotwithgtandinug ths fict that he,‘the
witness, claimed that he had heVer visited the com-
rlairant at her store in Nivison Street, he, the
witness, found i necessary to send a message %o
ner, on one Sunday, in the winter of 1904, by his
little daug.ter, teliing *he complaining witness
“hat ne was sick at home, and could not meet her.

o, *he witness, had occasion to send that
nessa e no the coaplaining witness, because, seferal
evanligs before, fthe complaining witness had met
adm, %he witness, aft the corner of Eldridge and
roome BYrects, and had sald to him, the witness,
"Let's o to Clinton Btreeot, to the Jéwish Atlantic
Sarden," and he, 'he witness, told her, "Yes? I will
—,«:o."

5o wnen ne, the witness, got sick, he,

ot

.
et

> witness, sent word to the complalning witness,
by nis little dausgater, Katle, to the complainihg
witnasse.

Wa, the witness, sent this messaye.by

2

2is ittt le dawither, Lo the complaining witness,
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on the Sunday in question, because it was the day
on which he expected to go to the Atlantic Garden,

that iz, the Jewish Atlantic Garden, with the com~-

plaining witness, and he did not want the complaining

witness to wait for him, the witness, for nothing,
as he was too slick to get out of his house, and go
witn her.

At that time hae, the’witness, had been
laid up in his house, and was sick, for about two
vecks.

Wotwithstanding the fact that he, the
witness, had been laid up sick, for about two weeks,
ne, the witness, walted untll the afternoon of the
last day, fhe afternodn of the day on which his
appointment was, %to send word to the complaining
witness that he could not keep the appointment,
because n2 was silcke.

He, the witness, was so sick at the time

‘nat he, the witness, did not remeiber the appointment

until late on tna day of the appointment, and then
he sent nis daushter Yo the complaining witness,

to 4311 inr that lie was too 11l to keep the appoint-

meilith .

e e R
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At the time when he, the witness, met the
complaining witness, at the house of Mrs. Jordan,
Mrs. Jordan lived at 186 Rast BroaAdway.

Mrs. Jordan worked in a millinery shop,
in Division Street.

He, the witness, had not called Mrs. Jor-
dan as a witness on his trial, because Mrs. Jordan
had moved away from 186 Fast Broadway.

He, the witness, had been outf on baill,
but he had been unable Lo Tind out where Mrs. Jor;
dan nad moved to, and he believed that she was not
wor'zing in the same place that she had been workin@; )
in Division Strezf, atthe time that she introduced
the complgining”witness to him, the defendant.

- Ye, the witness, had not made any effort
to bring Mrs. Jordan to court as a witness for him-
self, because, while he was out on bail, pending
his trial, he had some other business to attend
to, his own husiness.

He, the witness, would positively swear’
that the complaining witness Xnew that he washmarried,

from *he very first moment that he met her, in Mrs.
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Jordan's rooms, and also knew that his wﬁ?e was in

Chicago.

When he, the witness, went to Chicago with

the complaining wltness, he, the witness, would
positively swear that the complaining witness knew
that hae was polng to Chicago to get a divorce from

hig wife, or a separation 1f possible.

Notwithstanding the fact that the complain-

ing witness knew that he was married and that he
was going to‘Chicago to get a divorce or separation
from his wife, she insisted upon accompanying him
to Chicago, saying that she wanted to know whether
he was really married, or only bluffing her,

When she was in Chicago, she did not want
to go with him, or say *that she wanted to go with
him to see.his wife, althoﬁgh she had come out to ”
Chilcago witli him, as he qlaimed, only for the pur-
nose of ascertaining whether he really had a wife
livinge

When the complaining witness said to
him, the witnesy, nefore she left New York, that

she wanted to 50 to Chlcago with him to see whether




gl o S pon o R i

117
he was really married, or only bluffing her, he,
the witness, sald to her, "What's the use of going
out there ho see if I am married or not? That's

the reason I am going out".

Then the complaining witness then sald,

"I have got a vacation for a couple of weeks and I'll

go out with you."

He, the witness, did receive two $10 bills

from the complaining witness, in the ferry house,

before he bought the tickets for Chicago.

He, the witness, told the complalning witness

that he had only enough money to pay his own fare,

and that 1f she wanted to go with him, or insisted

S e Y

upon going with him, she would have to pay her own

fare.

Thereupon she, the complalning Witnes;;
went into the ladies' dressing rooﬁ, and came out
again with two %10 bills in her hand.

The two $10 bills paild for the ticket

for the complaining witness, and there was a difference

or change, of two dollarse

‘e, the witness, would positively swear
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that the ticket did not cost $20 even.

He, the witness, paid $18 for the complain-
ing witness's ticket, and also paid $18 for his
ticket .

When he, the witness, bought the complain-
ing witness's ticket, and had $2 change left,
he, the witness, offered the $2 to the ¢omplaining
witness and she, the complaining witness, tolq him
o keep the two dollars, because she, the complain=-
ing witness, did not need the money.

He, the witness, did not buy two excursilon
tickets for the complainiﬁg witness and himself,

He, the witness, went with the complain-
ing witness on the Pemnsylvania Railroad and he, the
witness, would positivély‘swear that the price of
a sinrle ticket for Chicago, on the Penngylvania

Railroad, was $18.

The $20 check which Mrs. Harris had testie-

fied that she, Mrs. Harris, received on the Monday
i ’ ]

following his, the witness's departure for Chicago,
was due to him, the witness, from the American Soda

Water Fountain Company, for some work that he did,

AR S
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about two weeks before he left for Chicago, and Mrs.

Harris had received the check after his departure.

He, the witness, called Mrs. Harris
only a servant and treated her as a servant, because
~he was only a servant for himself and his children.

At the office of the American Soda Water
TountalnCompany, for which he did the job, for
wiich he received the $20 check, was in Boston,
Mass e

He, the witness, did the job for which
he was paid the $20 check, in Neﬁ York dity, and
not in New Jersey.

He, the witneéss, heard Mrs. Harris testi=-
fy that the check came from somewhere in New Jersey
where he, the witness, had done a job for this
American Soda Water Foﬁntain'Company but Mrs. Harris-
was mistaken, asshe did not know Whére he did the
job{

He, the witness, did the job in question,
the job for which he, the witness, received $20,
at 28l Grand Street, in the City and County of New

Yorke.
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he had no objactions to his daughtar or any other

He, the witness, did the work at a candy
store of a Mr. Parrish, at 281 Grand Street, in the
County of New York.

He, the witness, had never done any other
wvork for the American Soda Water Fountéin Companye

A man from the company had come to Mr.
Parrish when he wanted the electric machine connected
with *he fountain repaired, and said tha* they wers
too busy to attend to it just then and Mr. Parrish .
said, "Well, I haye 7ot a man here who will do the
job, if you will pay the blll," and the man from the
company agreed to pay him, the witness, $20 to do
the job for the company, and furnish him with, all
the materials.

- . o P

His, " the witness's, little daughter,
Katlie, could have sndorsed the check in his, the
witness's absence, but his, the witness's servant,
Mrs. Harris, took the cueck, instead, to one of
hls cousinsge

Ye, the witness, had no* authorized his

daughter or any one else, to endorse his check, but
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member of his famlly endorsing his checks.

' When he, the witness, and the complaining
witness got to Chicago, they went to a hotel, a small
hotele.

He, the witness, engaged *two separate rooms
Tfor the complaining witness and himself.

He, the wiltness, would positively.swear
that he =zngaged two separate rooms, for the complaining
witness and himself, and that they did not occupy
the same roon in the hotel, at any time while they
were in Chicago.

On the following morning he, the witness,
met the complaining witness again, and they had break-
fast topgathere.

After breakfast he, the wltness, told the
complaining witness, th<t he had to see his wife, and
télk with her about the divorce or separation.

He, the witness, saw his wife three times,
while e, the witness, was in Chicago.

He, the witness, was in Chicago with the
complaining witness three days. |

During those three days while he, the wit-

ness, was out attending to the business for which he
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cameto Chicago, the complaining witness was in the
hotel.,

He, the witness, did not know what the
complaining witness did in the hotel in his, the
witness's absence.,

After he, the witness, had secured the
paper from the lavyer, in regard to a separation
from his wife, he, the witness, went back to the

hotel, and said, "Miss Meyers, I am golng back to

New York, I am through wlith my wife."

Then the complaining witnéss said, "Let's
stay here a few days," and he, the witness, sald,
"No, if I stay here, it will cost me a few dollars.
I am going bhack to New York,"

Then he, the witness, and the complaining
witness went, to the Erie Railroad depot, and got a
ticket, back to New York, for #17 each~--- that is
‘ot a ticket for each of them. |

The complaining witness bought her own
ticket, and did not trust him, the witness, with the
seventeen dollars to buy her ticket, but bought her

own ticket s
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When he, the witness, and the complaining
witness, arrived back in New York, the complaining
witness wené in a cab to her home in Second Street
and he, the wiftness, took a street car to his, the
witness's home.

He, the wiﬁness, did not meet the complain-
ins witness voluntarlly all the times that he had
described, befors he went to Chicagoe.

I2 fact, he, the witness; had at no time
met the complaining witness voiumtérilyf-- thgﬁ is,
he did not ask her to meet him.

She, the complaining witness, followed
him up, and met him in spite of his unwillingness
to meet hers

He, the witness, had to pass by the corner
whers she usually met him, at Broome and Eldridge
Strests, to go to his home, because he, the witness,
had lived in tha' block for three years.

| He, the witness, at no time made an appoint=
ment to meet her there and never went past that corner

with the intention of me2eting her.

Thoush he, the wltness, had talked over
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the mattsr of hls going to Chicago to endeavor to

get a divorce or separation from his wife, he, the

witness, had never told the complaining witness,

that, if he got a divorce from his wife, he would
marry hare

At no time did he, the wltness, promise

the complaining witness, that, if he got a divorce

or separation from his wife, he would marry her,

the complaining witness. | | %

In fact, at no time, under any clrcum= Q
stances, had he, the witness, promised %o marry
the complaining witness.

Though he, the witness, had not promised

to marry the complaining witness, 1if he secured
a divorce from his wife, he, the witness, could
not understand what interest she had in going to
Chicamo, with him, to see whether he was really
marrisd, and to be sure that he got a divorce from
1ls wife, i1f he had not promised to marry her.
St
: He, the witness, had not only told the

complaining witness all of his troubles with his

wifs, but he had told many other persons.
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In fact, if he, the witness, met a
stranger in the street, once, and met him again,
and he asksd him anything about his troubles with
his wife, he, the witness, would tell all that he
an=2w about his troubles @ith his wife to that
strangere

When he, the witness, and the complain-
ing witness were returning from Chicago, the complaine
ing witness did not tell him, the witness, why she
would not trust him with the $17 with which to buy
her return tickete

They went to the ticket office, and he, the
witness, said to the complaining witness, "Ilflss
Meyers, if you want me to get the tickets, you can
givé me the money," but she did not say anything, and
took *the money out of har own pocket, the $17, and
paid for her own ticket.

The ccmplaining witness did not give him,
‘e witness, any money whaftever in Chicagoe

He, the witness, had to pay the hotel

expenses of both of them.

These =xpenses were six dollars.
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He, the witness, paid the expenses of
the complainant, in the hotel $3, because he wanted

o accomodate her, and because he remembered that

he had $2 of her money, remaining from purchasing the

ticket for Chicago, although she had told him that he

could k=ep “hat #2, because she, the complainant,
did no* nensd it.

The o mplaining witness had not paid him
back the $3 which he spent for her at the hotel in
Chicago, and he, the defendant, had never asked
her for it, because it was a small matter.

After he, the witness, returned from
Chicago, with the complaining witness, he met her
sevaral times.

The complaining witness waited for him,
tlie witness, thres or f6ur«times on fhe same corher,
of Broomz and Eldridge Streets, and spoke to him
when h2 cuae back from work, or when he was coming
from his home in the evening.

The complaining witness said to him,'the
defzndant, “Now, Mapnus, you are all throaigsh with

your wife In ~hilcago. Take me to your house."




Ry

127

He, the witness, sald to the complalning
witness, "What do you mean hy that??

The o mplaining witnesg said, "I will take
care of your childrene¥ou have got a woman in your
house. Send her away, and I'll take the best care
of your children.,"

He, the defendant, sald to the complaining
witness, "Miss Meyers, I have gof my children in
my house, for three years, withou* their mother,
and I wouldn't disgrace my house by taking you in
my house, and sending away a good woman, a woman that
is cood to *the children, and that the children like."

The complaining witness had never given
him, the witness, any money to procure a divorce or
separation from his wife.

He, the witness, did not pay Mrs. Harris,
nis housekeep=2r and servant, any fixed salary ét
any ‘imee

He paid her $10 or 312 just as he had
the money .

The original agreement hetwsen Mrs. Harris

himsell wnen she came into hils employ was, that
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she should $12 a month and her board and lodging,

but recently the amount was reduced to $10 a month,
. and her board and lodginge
He, the witness, padl her at that rate

“whenever 1t was convenlent to pay here.

He, the witness, had saved up the $105
that he had in his pocket at the time that he'started
for Chlicapgo with the complaining witnesse.

He, the witness, had a good trade, and was
a good workman and was liable to make as much in one day
as anothar man would make in a week.

He, the witness, had earned the $105 work-
ing for a Mr. Lubins, a Police Cormmissioner or High-
way Commissioner.

Mr. Lubins owned forty saloons, and gave
him a great deal of work in making repairs to the
plumbing in thes= saloons, and always paid him, the
defendant, cash. |

He, the witness, did not have any bank

Gop
accounte

He, the witness, had only two rooms, at

116 Eldridge Street.

\
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He, the witness, slep® in the bedroom,
with his little boy, and Mrs. Harris slept in--the ;
Kitchen, with the two lit!tle gilrls. y
g - Mrs., Harris not only slept in the kitchen,
? with the two little girls, but, she cooked and washed
; and ironed in that room; | ' ¢
} He, the witnes;, had a number. of rslatlves é
in *he City of New York, but he had never asked them é
. : i
to,take care of his children, but once. ?
Then he, the witness, asked his uncle and 5
| aunt to *ake care of his children,‘but they refused to |
do sO0e ;
So, therefore, -he, the witness, would not ;
ask his relations, to take care of his children, as :
1bng as he, the defendant, could work and support
them. '
IN RE DIRECT EXAMINATION the wilness testified that Miss
Meyers, the complaining witness, knew for what pur-
e pose he, the witnéss, went to Chicago.

The complaining witness knew that he, the

witness, went to Chicapgo, 'o try to secure a dlvorce
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or separation from his wifee.

He, the witness, did not obtain a divorce

from niis wife, when he was in Chicagoe | )

Tu responée to questions by the}niﬁth
juror, the defendant testified that he met Mrs. Jor-
dan, in Division Street, in front of the millinery
in which she was employed as a saleswoman, about
twelve or thirteen months before the tri;l.

He, the witness, could not tell exactly
the month i‘n wi.ich he met her.

He, the witness, did not know whether

or not Mrs. Jordan was in New York, at the mr esent

timee.

At the time that he, the witness, met
Mrs. Jordan, in Division Street, she was employed
at 42 l/@ Division Streete.

He, the witness, had not made any effort
to secure the attendance of Mrs. Jordan as a witness
at his ‘rial because he, the witness, did not regard
her as a wiliness for him.

He, the witness, had gone to 186 East
Broadway, where she lived at the time when she intro-

duced Miss Meyers to him, the witness, but he was
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told there that she had moved away.
Miss Meyers had gone with him, the.wit-
. ness, to Chicngo, because she was after him.
ghe s-.id that she had a vacation at that
time, and that she wan‘ted to take a ride to Chicago
“ witnh him, the witness.

He, the witness, told her that his business
in Ci:ic .o was with his wife, and see what his wife
could do for nhim, and that possibly he, the witness,
would be in Chicago three or five days, or a week or

two, but that he might not stay over three days.

When he, the witness, went to see his wife,

in Chicago, the complaining witness did not accompany
him on his visits fto his wife, ﬁut he told the com-
plaining witness that he was going to see his wife,
alter breakfast on the Iirst morning of their stay

in Ciiicagoe

On the first morning of their stay in

Chicwego, after hehad breakfasted with the complaining
witnzss in the hotel in which they were stopping, he,

the witness, told the complaining witness that he was

Y

#0lng to sez nis wife, and see her about obtaining

a divorce.
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'On that morning, the first morning of their
stay in Chicago, after breakfast, the complaining
witness said to him, "Are you going to see your wife?"
and he, the defendant said to the complaining witness,
"Yes; ~ and I am going to try and get a separation,
or anything, and then I am going back to New York.

While he, the witnéss, and Mlss Meyers,
the compiaining witness, were in Chicago together,
Miss Meyers remained in the hotel all the time that
he, the witness, was out of the hotel, attending to
the matt2r ofgetting a divorce from his wife.

He, the witness, believed that Miss Meyers
took a walk in the streets, each day, to see the
sightse

He, thes witness, did not take Miss Meyers
out a! all in Chicago to show her the sights, but
slie went around alone, he understood, to see the
sightse

He, the witness, had no time to show Miss
feyers the sights of Chicago, but he belleved that
she walked around the bloack on‘which the hotel was

situated, to see what she coulde.




He, the witness, was in Chicégo three days

with the complalining witness, but he did not take her
around to see the sights at all, because he did not

go to Chidcago for that purposee

A

;

IN RE CROSS EXAMINATION the witness testified that in the

st
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evenings, in the hotel, he read the evening papers.
He, the witness, read the MorningJournal, 4
and the complainant read a @erman newspapere.
He, the witness’knew what he was talking
about, that is, as fo the reading of the neﬁspapers,

in the evening, because the complainant came into

his room, and he went into her room.

In response to questions by the eleventh |
Jjuror, the defendant testified that the first time that
he went to seé his wife in Chicago, he, the witness,
told the complaining witness that he was going to see
his wifee | |

. : He, the witness, did not have in his pos-

o session the lstter which he claimed to have received

in New York, from his wife, saying that she would do

TGS

what she could for him, because she heard that he was




. the defendant,vthe defendant testified that the first

‘him that she chargad him with stealing the $265 from

treating the children kindly, and that he had always

been kind to her when she lived with him.
He, the witness, could not tell what had

become of that letter, but he did not have it in his

)

possessione.

All that he, the witness, could remember
about it was that he told the complalining witness
about the receipt of the letter, at the time, and then .
he took the letter home; and put it on the mantle-
plece, and, perhaps the children had destroyed ite.

In resyonse to questions by counsel for

BOAESN TS

“ime, that he, the witness, heard that the complaining
witness charged him with having taken $2§5 from hef,
under the false pretense that he intended to marry
her, was when she caused his arrest.

The complaining witness had never told

hzr, wider a promise of marriage, which he had never

k@pt .
Some time hefore she caused his arrest,

he met her at the corner of Broome 'and Eldridge Streets,
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and the compléining witness sald to him, the defen
dant, "Mr. Magnus, if you wouldn't take me to your
house, I'll make you the biggest trouble I can make
for you, the biggest troubel that a woman can maké

to a man, and I've got a warrant, and I will 1oqk
you upe"

He, the witness, sald, "What for?"

The complaining witness said, "Well, I was
after you, and you made so much troubles, and every-
thing, I will have you locked upe.

The complaining witness then tolq him that
she had had %265, but he, the witness, did not know
how she had spent 1t.

All that he, the witness, had ever recelved
from the complaining witness, in money, was the two

$10 bills which the complaining witness gave himn,

the defendant, bafore they started for Chicago, in the

ferry house, to buy her a ticket for Chicago.

e, th® witness, did not know personally

that she had bourht silk petticoats and other articles

for the trip to Ciicapo.

All that he, the witness, knew was that she

g
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told him that she bought silk petticoats and shoes and
other things like those, and he always laughed at

her when she told him of thise

At no time did he, the witness, make love

~

to the complaining witness, or promise to marry her.

| He, the witness, did no* love the complain=-
ing witness, at-any time, and did not love her ét
the @ esent time.

In response to questions by the fourth jurer,

the witness testified that he, the witness, had never
N

received any bill from any store or stores for the
complaining witness's trousseau, before he, the wit-
ness was arrested, and locked up.

The corplaining witness had never sent

him, the defendant, any bill for her trouséeau, at
any timee

He, the witness, first heard that she had
spent, or claimed to have spent $265, when he, the
witness, was arraigned in the Essex Market Police
Courte

He, ths witness, did not fall in love with

the cormplainin g witness, nor the complaining witness's
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$265.
Miss Meyers always carried a hand satchel,

such as women usually carried, hanging from a chain

on her wristoe.
‘When she took out money to pay for her tickets,
she did not take it out of her satchel, .
She always went to one side, went to the
ladies' waiting room, and took the money from her
stockinge , S ' %
He, the witness, had never seen anything g
but small change in the complaining witness's hand

£e satchel, and had never seen her take any bills, any

money in bills, from that hand-satchel.
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REBUTTAL,

J ENNTITE MEYTERS , the complaining witness, belng

recalled, by the District Attorney, testified that she
had seen the defendant at the house of a woman named
Jordan, at 186 East Broadway.

She, the witness, could net tell when she
saw the defendant there.

That is, the witness, could not tell the
date on which she first saw the defendant at the
house of Mrs. Jordan, at 186 Fast Broadway,

But when she saw the defendant first at
the house of Mrs. Jordan, at 186 East Broadway, it
was three weeks or fully a month after she had first
met him in Division Street.

After she had met the defendant in Divi=-
sion Street, in front of her place of business, she
called on Mrs. Jordan, accldentally, about a month
afterwards, and found the defendant there.

She, the witness, met Mrs. Jordan, as a

gr.leswoman in Division Street, some time before she

TRy
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met the defendant, but Mrss Jordan did not intro-
duce her, the witness, to the defendmnt. }

Mrs. Jordan never told her, the witness,
that the defendant was a marriedman, and that his wife
was in Chicago.

The defendant had never said in the presence

of JMrs. Jordan, or in her own presence, that he was
a marriead man, and that his wife eloped from him, 4

and was then in Chicago, and that he was undivorced
¢

from here.

At no time did the defendant tell her,

i

g

the witness, that he was a married man, and that hils

wifs eloped from him, and was then in Chicago, and
that he was not divorced from her.

At no time did the defendant tell her,
the witness, that he was a married man, but, oﬁ the
contrary, he frequently %to0ld her when she asked him
about 1it, that he was a single man.

' She, the witness, could not tell how many
@ times altogether she met the defendant at the house
of Mrse. Jordan, but not often;

She, the witness, had seen Mrs, Jordan
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last, when she was working 1n Divislon Street, as a
millinery saleswoman, but Mrs. Jordan was not work-
ing in Division Street at ths present time.

At the present time she, the witness,

¢

was employed at her old place as a millinery saleswoman,

but Mrs. Jordan was no longer workling in Divislon
Street, aé a saleswoman.

She, the wilness, had last seen.Mrs. Jor-
dan, about two months before the trial and since
the arrest o£ the defendant._

At that time she, the witness, saw Mrse
Jordan passing the store in which.she, the witness,
was ermployed at 105 pivision Streete.

This was after the arrest of the defen-

dant, and about two months before the trial of the
defendant.

She, the witness, would pesitively swear
that Katie Magnus, the defendant's daughfer, did
not come to the store where she, the witness, was em-
ployed, before she, the witness, went to Chicago,
with the defendant.

She, the witness, would positively swear

that the visit of the child, Katle Magnus, was after

R SO R
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she, the wiltness, returned from Chlcago.

She, the witness, had never been inside of
the defendant's door, at any time, until she went
there with the detectlve officer, to cause the arrest
of the defendant, on the morning of his arresﬁxkf

The defendant had never told her.where he
lived, that is, had never given his right addreésvto

here.

She, the witness, had never known that the
defendant lived in Eldridge Btreet, untilthe day be- _ o
fore she caused his arrest,
She, the witness, got out the warrant three i

or Tour months befors the defendant's arreste

She, the witness, could not tell the officers
whers fto arrest the defendant, because the little
girl when she was in the store, gave her father's
address as 52 Libert Avenue, Brownsville.

She, the witness, went over there with an
officer, to Brownsville, 52 Liberty Avenue or Liberty
Street, and no one knew the defendant over there.

The nisht before the arrest of the defendant

she, the wilitness, saw the defendant in the street,
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and followed him to his home, and saw where he went.
She,, the witness, followed him to 116
Eldridge Street, and saw him go upstalrs in his house.
Then she, the witness, notified ‘the police
officer, and she, the witness, and the police officer
went to the defsndant's house that evening, but found
the door locked, and could not find the defendant
at home. ‘ ‘ i
She, the wltness, would positively swear
'that the defendant did not tell her, before they

went to Chicago together, that he was a married man,

o ‘and that his wife =2loped with another man, and was then

living in Chicapgo, and that he, the defendant, wanted
o o ko Chicngo, %o see his wife, to see 1f he could
nrocure a divorce from hera

At no time did the defendant mentlion that
he was a married man, until they were in Chicago, on’
the last day of their stay there.

At thnat *time when she asked him why he did

not marry her, and why he had not provided the rooms

N

o wea2n house in which he hadpromised, after he married

X

her, hz then fold L2 that he wag married, and that

civoaen v ouonzy to his wifee
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It was not true that, in the ferry house,
" +Before they left New York, and hefore they took the
train that the defendant told her that if she wanted
to ¢o to Chicago she would have to buy her own

tiCket. ' )

She, the witness, did not at that time

give him two $10 bills to buy her ticket for Chicago

and he, %he defendant did not come back to her with

the ticxet and two dollars, and tell her that the

ticket costed $18, and that the $2 change.was hers,

and she, the wifness, didnof tell him, the defendant,
Bt that he could keep the %2, as she did not need the

MOTIZSY e

The defendant told her when they reached the

ferry house that he needed the money to buy the
tickets and ot fro- her the entire $265, at one
Limee
01 the t ird day after they were in Chicago,
viven she rproachel the defendant for staying away
@ all day Trom the hotel, and not marry ing her, and
gathtin; her up in rooms; as hz had promlsed to do,

and sald, "What's the use? I can't marry you now,
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becauss my wife is here, and I have glven you money
to my wifel"

It was not true as testified to by the defen-
dant that she, *the complaining witness, pald for her
own ticket on the return from.chicagoe

She, the witness, did not pay $17 for a
return ticket from Chicago %o New Yorke

She, the witnéss, did not pay for the ticket
at all, becausa she did not have a penny left, ' 3

The defendant provided the ticket for her

and for himself, that is, he pald for the tickets for

& 4

“imsel” and her.
The defendanﬂ sald to her, when he gave
har the tickets, or rather, when he bought thé ticket
for her, "Anyway I will marry you, when you get
- back to New York."
When she, the witness, went away from her
home in Second Streset, theAroom which she had‘oééﬁpied

whzn she left her things packed, to be sent to her,

in Chicago after her marrlages’
She, the witness, only carried a hand

satchel, when she went to Chicago with the defendant,
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She, *the witness, returned to her furnished
room, in gecond gtreet, when she got back to New
vYork; | o -
The woman with whom she, the witness, was
lodsing sa Jd “o her, the witness, "What's the matter,

Miss Mayers? Is that your wedding trip?%

Tiie defendan* *old hasr, the witness, not to %

take al' of her clotiing with her but only a hand
satciizle _ A
The defsndant foler her, the witness, not to
take ier other clothing with her, but only to take
©o a hand sa‘tcuel with .37, as that was all that was
neadede ' ' ;
The deran-iant tbld her that they could

2 marrisd in C. 1c .go, and that then she could send

<

Tor hner otlier clotliing wiilcn she had packed in her

* o trunk.
Then she, the wilness, could send for her

ot .2~ clotuing wi.ich she had packed and got ready in

™7

ey room, wiien she left New Yorke.

The def :niant knew tha' she had her clothing
rackel in ner ‘runk hecause he was at her rooms on the

Friday balore they left for Chicago, and helped her
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pack her clothing.
E It was not true that at any time she,
before the defendant and she left New York, told the
deflendant that she, the witness, wanted to go to
Chicago with the defendant, because she had a vacation,

and wanted %o spend the vacation with him, in Chicago.

N CROSS TXAMINATION the witness testifled that she, the

witness, packed in her trunk her clothing and her bed=-

ding and other articles, before she left New York,

with-tho defandant, and the defendant told her not to

take ths trunk with her, but to send for it within
two weeks after they were married in chicagoe.

She, the witness, did not have any new
dresses made to go fto Chicago with the defendante.

She, the witness, did not need to have any
n:w clothes made Lo marry the defendant, in Chicégo,
because shz already had very nice clothes.

She, the witness, knew that Mrs. Jordan was
livine last in Fast Broadway, but she, the witness,
could not distictly remember the numbers.

She, the witness, believed that it was
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not 186 East Broadway, but she was not positive as to

the humber.

Atthe time that she, the wikness, visited

Mrs. Jordan, and met the defendant there, accidentally,

Mrs. Jordan was working as a saleswoman in a millihery
store on Di%ision Street, |

ghe, the witness, was not sure as to the
numbeyr of the millinery store in Division Street, in
which Mrs. Jordan worked at fhe time that she visited
her, and met the defandant.

She,vthe witness, was not sure whether it
was 42 or 47, but she knew she was working for the
firm of Unger. This firm was no longer in business
in Division Street and Mrs. Jordan was no longer em=-
ployed by the firme

But she, the witness, did not meeé the
defendant for the Tirst time in Mrs. Jordan's house
and Mrs. Jordan did not introduce her to the defen-
dant e

she, the witness, as she had previously
testified, met the defendant fully a month before,‘in

Division 3treet, in front of the store in which she,
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o the witness, was employed.
...... i o w
Her meeting with the defendant at Mrs. Jor-
dan's house was acclidental,

She, the witness, went to Chicago with the

defendant because the defendant positively promised

her, that if she would go to Chicago with him, he

would marry her there, and furnish rooms %o keep house,

and amek a living forher as her husbande.
she, the witness, did not know that the defen-
dant had any shop in New York City but she was told by

the defendant that he was a plumber by trade.

she, the witness, was told by the defendant

that he lived in New York for a good many yearse

She, the witness, did not ask the defendantg.
to marry her in chicago, but it was the deféndant who
suggestzd that Chicago was a better place to be married
in than New York.

It was not true that éhe, the witness, went
with the defendant knowing that he had a wife living
in Chicago, and that she went out there with him to
see that he got a dlvorce,

It was not, true that she, the witness,
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offered to go with the defendant, to make sure that

he got a divorce from his wife.

In Chicago, the defendant did not tell
her that he had secured papers of separation from his
wife.

The defendanﬁ did not show her, the witness,
at any time in Chicago what purported to be papers of
separation ro divorce from his wife,
| In response to questions ﬁy the Court,
the witness testified tha* she, the witness, would
;ositively swear that she had never seen the defendant's

daugnter, Katle Magnus, in har life; until after she;

Ll s

the witness, returned from Chicago--- some considerable
time after--- some weoks after.

She, the witness, had never seen the little
girl before the Sunday afterneon about which she, the
witness, hadpreviously testified, weeks after she,
the witness, returned f}om Chicago with the defen=
dant e |

On a Sunday afternoon, about four o'clock,
she came into the store.

At that time she, the witness, was walting

ol & customers
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She, the complalning witness, at that time,
had a customer to attend to.

The little girl came up to her, the wit-.
negs, in the store, and sald,"Papa is sick, and here
is a card." B

She, the witness, had not the card now, and o
did not Xnow what had become of it,. ' _ .

The card was a card belonging to the firm
with which she, the witness, was. 4

She, the witness, picked up from the counter

where it was, with a number of other cards of the

« firm, and at the dictation of the little girl, wrote

down, "52 Liverty Street, Brownsville," as the address | i
of the defendant, accordingto the statement of the )
little girl, the defendant's daughter.

The 1ittle girl said that she, the witness,
could write a note to her, the little girl, there,
becauss her father was sicke

When. the 1little girl came into the store,

and tnld her, the witness, that her father was sick,
she, the witness, wanted to get the address of the

defendant, so as to have him arrested.
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1ﬂi,“ So she, the witness, sald, "I like to write

a postal card."

Then the little girl, the defendant's
daughter, said, "All right," and she, the wltness,
said, "Give me the direction,"”

Then the little girl wrote down the address
in Brownsville on a carde.

She, the witness, did not mean to be under=- y
stood, because she did not speak English very well, o

that she, the witness, actually wrote the address 3

on the card, but meant %o be understood as saying

e

i

2%

that she gave the card, the firm's card, to the little

i
e

sl

girl, and the little girl wrote the address on the

carde.

(The jury found the defendant Guilty
of Grand Larceny in the Second Degree, with a

recommendation to the mercy of the Court.)
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