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Quiz!—QuIZ!—QuIZ!

DO YOU KNOW of any better method of impressing upon your mind what

you have read than questions and answers? We do not, and this method

has been endorsed by all thinkers since Socrates. And how much more
*qluable it is when questiunsﬁhﬂ.va been selected by a master, so that they cover
just the points that you should remember, and bring out all the phases of each
gubject, many of which you would never notice in merely studying the text-book,
and show its many sides and in different lights in a way that is most beneficial to
the student, but which is foreign to the nature of text-books. But a properly
conducted Quiz should not be a mere aid to the memory. It should not be con-
fined to showing the student how much or how little he knows. It should be
instructive in the highest sense. Naturally, the answering of the questions com-
pels the student to both remember and think, but the questions should also be so
framed as to teach him to think, as by suggesting new phases of the subject and
new lines of thought, and by calling for reasons and principles as well as mere
rules. The questioner should never be satisfied with a mere parrot-like repetition
of the text-book, and the questions should be so framed that that will not be
sufficient.

With these principles in mind we have had prepared a series of quiz books
which we call the Quizzer Series. That they are helpful to the students, we have
the highest evidence, viz.: large sales and students who have bought one book,
coming back for subsequent numbers. Each book consists of two parts, Part 1
containing the questions and being interleaved with blank pages on which the stu-
dent may write his answers, and Part II containing the correct answers and
explanations. | |

Here is the list. Some new ones are just out. You can’t do the best work
without them.

Have you them all ? Fill out your set QUICK.

Blackstone Quizzer A (on Book 1 of Blackstone), : : 50 cts.
&k L B " 2 [ . < % 50 Ctﬁﬂ-
wl Lt C 6t 3 e 2 % 50 Gtrﬁ.
(19 (94 D (4 4 (9 % - & 50 Ct»S.

Kent Quizzer E (on book 1 of Kent's Commentaries), - : 50 cts.

(Y o w F bn 2 b . - . 5[} Ctrs.
‘e ‘4 G ‘e 3 b ok - - 50 cts.
43 Le H be 4 e ‘s - - 5 Ccts.
Quizzer Nc. 1. Domestic Relations, - - - - ol cts.
i No. 2. Criminal Law, - - - - - 80 cts.
e NG =3.° Torts, - . - : : 50 cts.
**  No. 4. Real Property. - - : : - 50 cts.
P No. 5. Constitutiona: Law, - : : - 50 cts.
yis No. 6. Contraects, - . - - - - B0 cts.
5 No. 8. Common Law Ryﬂ,ding, - - . ol cts.
s No. 9. Corporations, - . : : - 50 cts.
" No. 10, Bills, Notes und Checks, : . : 50 cts.
SaUINGE L T Bagaity, g . . - B0 ets.
**  No. 12. Agency, ; y 5 ; p 2 50 cts.
¥ No. 13. Partnership, - . . - 50 sts.
e No. 14. Sales of Personal Prnperty, . - : b0 cts,
s No. 15. Evidence, : - . - 00 cts,

(¥ OTHERS TO FOLLOW,

adaress THE COLLECTOR PUBLISHING CO.

DETROIT, MICHIGAN.
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WM. HENRY THEODORE DURRANT.



REPORE

OF THE TRIAL OF

WILLIAM HENRY THEODORE DURRANT,

INDICTED FOR THE

MURDER OF BLANCHE LAMONT,

BEFORE

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO.

INCLUDING

A FULL HISTORY OF THE CASE

AFTER DEFENDANT'S CONVICTION, GIVING IN DETAIL ALL THE NUMEROUS
APPEALS AND MOTIONS OF DEFENDANT'S COUNSEL TO THE STATE
SUPREME COURT, THE GOVERNOR, AND FINALLY TO THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

ALSO INCLUDING

A COMPLETE SYNOPSIS OF THE EVIDENCE IN POSSESSION OF THE AUTHORITIES
IN THE CASE FOR THE MURDER OF MINNIE WILLIAMS, FOR WHICH
DURRANT WAS NeEvVvErR Triep, BuTr WHICH DEVELOPED
InTo EVEN A STRONGER CASE THAN THE ONE

Uroxn waHICH HE WAS CONVICTED.

Justrated Trom Nwmerons Photographs in the Possession of the
Police Department of San Francisco,

=

By EDGAR D. PEIXOTTO, Esq.,

Of Counsel for the State.

DETROIT:
Tre CoLLECTOR PUBLISHING COMPANY,
1899.
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---------

PREFACK.

The Durrant case attracted such widespread attention at the
time of the trial, was so replete with incident and uncommon

in many of its features, that it will always stand foremost as

)

a “cause celebre.” In conformity to the suggestions of many

who followed the case; I have undertaken to place in permanent
form an almost complete history and transeript of the trial and
the case. The work is designed both for the general reader
and for the profession. I have carefully endeavored to avoid
all sensationalism and expression of personal opinion in the
matter. I desire to acknowledge my thanks to Chief of Police

I. W. Lees, and Captain of Police John Seymour for their

assistance to me in gathering much of the data of this work.

EDGAR D. PEIXOTTO,

San Francisco.
February 8th, 1899.
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REPOURI

OF THE TRIAL OF

WILLIAM HENRY THEODORE DURRANT,

INDICTED FOR THE

MURDER OF BLANCHE LAMONT,

BEFORE

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO.

The “Crime of the Century.” Such was the term by which the end
of the century journalism was pleased to style the act of William
Henry Theodore Durrant in taking the lives of Blanche Lamont and
Minnie Williams.

The collected cases of circumstantial evidence present various
interesting, intricate and intense portrayals of human idiosyncracies
and perversions. As a cause celebre, the Durrant case will stand in
first place with any fiction or history. |

From the night of Durrant’s accusation when he was in the moun-
tains with the signal corps in the service of his state, to the morning of
his execution, when the most august body in the land, the Supreme
Court of the United States, was engaged in hearing the last appeal for
the life of the condemned man, incidents most exciting, surprises most
surpassing and scenes most dramatic were the constant occurrence.

It was on the 3rd of April, 1895, that Blanche Lamont, a girl of
some twenty years, left her home to attend the Normal school. Blanche
Lamont did not return. Her mysterious disappearance was reported to
the police, published in the papers, and was one of the incidents of
the day. On Saturday, the 13th day of April, 1895, the day before
Easter Sunday, some ladies of Emanuel Baptist Church went to that
place of worship for the purpose of decorating. When going about,
they opened the door of a small room or closet in the uwwrary and were
horrified to discover the body of a yvoung girl, subsequently identified
as the body of Minnie Williams. This discovery was reported to the
officials. The community was greatly excited. The finger of suspicion
soon pointed to Theodore Durrant. The disappearance of Blanche
Lamont was at once connected with the finding of the body of Minnie
Williams. Search was made throughout the church and the nude corpse
of Blanche Lamont was discovered in the unfinished belfry of the
church. Evidence now connected Durrant with the murdered girls.
Durrant was arrested while away with the signal corps, and brought
by officers to San Francisco and charged with the separate murders.
Separate coroner’s inquests in both cases resulted in a verdict charging
Durrant with both murders. Separate preliminary hearings by the
police magistrate, Hon. Charles T. Conlan, resulted in Durrant’s being

-~



2 THE DURRANT CASE.

~held te answer for murder without bail, on a charge of killing Blanche =
Lamont and -also on a charge of killing Minnie Williams. So concluded
the preliminaries on May 3rd, 1895. On May 29th, 1895, Durrant was
arraigned before the Superior Court of the city and county of San
F'rancisco on both charges of murder. He answered his true name to
be William Henry Theodore Durrant and entered a plea of not guilty.

The trial was then set to commence July 22nd, 1895, by consent of
all parties. The case was called for hearing before Hon. Daniel J.
Murphy, judge of the Superior Court of the city and county of San
Francisco, on July 22nd, 1895. At this time the District Attorney’s
Office was in possession of a complete chain of circumstantial evi-
dence. The evidence against Durrant on both charges had been
gathered and formulated through the diligence and untiring efforts
of Captain of Detectives, I. W. Lees, now Chief of Police of San
Francisco, assisted by Detective John Seymour, now Captain of Po-
lice. The thoroughness of the Detective work will be apparent from
the following testimony. Throughout the trial and from the incep-
tion of the case, the state was represented by Hon. William 8.
Barnes, district attorney of San Francisco, and Edgar D. Peixotto,
assistant district attorney. The defendant was represented by General
John H. Dickinson, Eugene N. Deuprey and A. W. Thompson. Up to
the commencement of the trial and throughout rumor was rife that
new facts and circumstances were in the possession of both sides and
the interest of the public in the proceedings was intense. Daily immense
crowds of persons gathered about the city hall, where the trial was in
progress, to hear and watch the proceedings. Throughout, however,
there was no demonstration of any Kind or character against the defend-
ant, and when account is taken of the immense throng of people that
daily gathered and the intensity of public feeling manifested, consider-
able praise is due to the stability of the American public. From the
outset counsel for the defendant made a stubborn, zealous, technical and
at times brilliant contest for the defendant’s rights and privileges. No
point was passed, no move made, without their objection and exception.
The trial started with the motion on behalf of defendant for a change
of venue from the city and county of San Francisco. This motion was
supported by lengthy affidavits of the defendant, C. J. Geinger and P. J.
Perkins, setting forth the facts supporting a continuing excitement and
prejudice on the part of press and public and placing before the court
and in the record of the case many of the sensational and inflammatory
press notices and illustrations that had been daily served out for the
morbid public. Counsel for the state asked and were granted until
Thursday, July 25th, to file reply affidavits in resistance of the motion
and the case adjourned to that time. On July 25th, a batch of about two
dozen affidavits of various citizens were read and filed setting forth
opinions that the accused could have a fair trial in the present juris-
diction. The motion being submitted, the court denied the motion at
that time, with leave to defendant to renew the same at a future time,
should the defendant so elect.*

Counsel for defendant thereupon made certain technical challenges
to the panel of the jurors. This matter was heard and proofs taken in
support of the regularity of the panel. “The hearing of this challenge
consumed all the session of the 25th and a part of the session of the
26th, and on submission to the court, the challenge was disallowed.
About ncon of July 26th, the actual empanelment of jurors commenced.
This proved to be a slow and tedious proceeding. The preliminary
hearings before the coroner and police magistrate had been published
verbatim in the public journals. The Penal Code of California, like
those of many of our sister states, provides in section 1076: ‘“No per-
son shall be disqualified as a juror by reason of having formed or ex-
pressed an opinion upon the matter or cause to be submitted.to such

*People vs. Fredericks, 106 Cal., 554.



BLANCHE LAMONT.
One of the murdered girls.
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THE DURRANT CASE. S

juror founded upon public rumor, statements in public journals or com-
mon notoriety; provided, it appear to the court upon his declaration
under oath or otherwise, that he can and will, notwithstanding such an
opinion, act impartially and fairly upon the matters to be submitted
to him.” The Supreme Court of the state of California, in the case of
People vs. Wells, 100 Cal., page 227, in interpreting this statute held,
that where a juror states that be has formed an opinion as to the
merits of the case, he is disqualified from acting as a juror in the absence
of the affirmative showing to the court that his opinion is based upon
public rumor and that he could, notwithstanding, act fairly. And if his
opinion was based upon a report of the testimony heard or read, it was
more than public rumor and he should be disqualified. Following this
decision, considering the wide interest taken in the case and the com-
plete publication of all“testimony and facts connected with it, also the
fact that many jurors were excused or excused themselves on the

grounds of conscientious scruples against capital punishment and upon
the ground that they would not convict if the penalty was death and
the evidence was circumstantial, it is not surprising that the process of
getting a jury consumed much time. Still, the Durrant case cannot
be used by the opponents of the jury system with much force. The
jury finally selected was composed of intelligent citizens, each one of
whom was a man of known qualifications. The conduct of each through-
out the trial was above reproach and criticism. ‘The vast number of
citizens were summoned and the returns promptly made without error
by Richard I. Whelan, the efficient sheriff of San Francisco, who had
the custody of the defendant and charge of the court-room throughout
the time the defendant was on trial and in San Francisco. At the
close of the twenty-second day of the trial, August, 29th, 1895, four hun-
dred and ninety men had been actually called into the box and exam-
ined and the last one accepted.

The prosecution was entitled by law to ten peremptory challenges
and used but four: the defense to twenty, and used but twelve. Follow-
ing is a list of the jurors:

[. J. Truman, prominent citizen and banker; Thomas W. Sieberlich,
wholesale shoe merchant: M. R. Dempster, shipping and commission
merchant; Nathan Crocker, merchant; Charles P. Nathan, merchant;
H. J. Smyth, capitalist; F. P. Hooper, lumber merchant; L. Gregoire,
book seller; Warren Dutton, capitalist; David Brooks, stable keeper;
J. H. Babbitt, wagon and carriage maker; S. E. Dutton, merchant.

On September 3rd, 1895, the twenty-third day of the trial, Mr.
Barnes, the district attorney, made the opening statement for the state.
This statement was a plain and distinct narration of the facts expected
to be proved by the prosecution. At the close of the opening statement,
on motion of attorneys for the defendant, the court ordered that the
jury be taken to view the place and premises of the alleged crime. The
motion was granted and George W. Russell was designated to point out
without comment, the various points in and about Emanuel Baptist
Church that would in the course of the trial be described and referred
to in the testimony. In accordance with this order, the judge
of the court, the defendant, the counsel for defendant, counsel for the
state, the shorthand reporter and the jury in the custody of the deputy
sheriffs, made an inspection of the entire premises of Emanuel Baptist
church and after the inspection were returned to court and dismissed
for the day. On the twenty-fourth day of the trial, September 4th, 1895,
the actual taking of testimony was commenced.

(. G. Nobhle was called and sworn as a witness for the people, exam-
ined by Mr. Barnes, and testified as follows:

I knew Blanche Lamont in her lifetime. She was my niece by mar-
riage. I last saw her alive on the morning of the 3rd day of April, 1895.
She is dead now. I saw the body four times after her death, and identi-
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fied the body as that of Blanche Lamont, as I had known her in her
lifetime. I first saw the dead girl on April 14th; 1895; once in the belfry
of the Emanuel Baptist Church, on Bartlett street, between 22nd and
23rd streets, in this city and county; once after it was brought down
to the landing of the gallery in the church and put in the coffin; once at
the undertaker’s, and once in the morgue; all of these places where 1
saw the body being in this city and county.

Blanche Lamont lived at my residence, 209 21st street, where she
came about the middle of September, 1894.

Dr. J. S. Barrett was called and sworn as a witness for the people,
examined by Mr. Peixotto, and testified as follows:

I am a physician and surgeon, a graduate of the Cooper Medical Col-
lege, San Francisco, where I graduated December 6th, 1893. In the
month of April of this year I held the official position of autopsy phy-
sician at thhe morgue in the city and county of San Francisco, and as
such autopsy physician made an autopsy upon the body of Blanche
Lamont at the autopsy room in the San Francisco Morgue, on the 14th
day of April, 1895. I was alone, except that I was assisted by the janitor
of the morgue. I found that death had resulted from asphyxiation
caused by strangulation, and I found the skin over the entire body dis-
colored and in process of decomposition. I found seven finger-nail
incisions on the left side of the throat and five on the right side. I made
an examination of the genital organs and organs of reproduction, and
found the vagina, the organ leading from the womb to the outside, full
of foul-smelling secretion fluid, and examining the womb itself I found
it full of the discharge of the monthly sickness, of the menstrual fluid.
The internal organs were not in an advanced stage of decomposition. 1
found a congestion of the lungs and a congestion of the venus of the
brain. There were seven finger-nail incisions on the right-hand side of
the neck and five on the left. I did not measure these incisions. They
were all about the same size. There was a congestion of the larynx and
trachea, the organs of breathing in the throat. The finger-marks were
right over here (indicating) pressing on the larynx, the beginning of the
air passage to the lungs. The depression of the larynx indicated that
pressure had been used from the outside. From an examination of the
body I concluded that it had been dead about two weeks; however, I am
unable to state any definite space of time, as decomposition depends
upon circumstances, and does not always follow the same course, but it
had set in to a marked extent. Technically speaking, blebs had been
formed on the skin, and the skin was ruptured in many places, and mag-
gots had begun to appear. These manifestations are not generally pres-
ent uuntil after the second week of decomposition. I think the death of
Blanche Lamont was caused by asphyxiation due to strangulation.

Mr. Peixotto—What, in your judgment, was the means used for the
strangulation? | ,

Mr. Deuprey—We object to that, no proper foundation having been
laid for the question.

The Court—The objection is overruled.

Mr. Deuprey—Exception.

A. I think the means used were hands.

Mr. Peixotto—Upon what do you base that conclusion?

A. On the finger-nail incisions on the thrpat, and the absence of the
signs of any such means as hanging or constriction by cord.

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. DEUPREY.

The witness was interrogated about his experience with cases of
strangulation: the difference between strangulation and asphyxiation.
He testified that he had had a good many cases at the morgue before
the occurrence of this case.

After I finished the autopsy I returned all the organs to the cadaver.
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EMANUEL BAPTIST CHURCH.

The body of Blanche Lamont was discovered on the top landing of the belfry, and
that of Minnie Williams in the little library room.
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THE DURRANT CASE/ D

I did not preserve either the heart or the lungs, or anything else, for
further inspection. The lungs were perfectly healthy except for the
congested state and engorgement of blood. There was nothing abnormal
in the aorta or vessels running from the heart except congestion of the
pulmonary vessels and the vessels running from the lungs to the heart.
Nothing connected with the heart or its valves that would enlighten me
as to the cause of death. There were no signs of disease in the liver.
The gall bladder was normal. The spleen was somewhat softened,
otherwise normal. This may have been due to passive congestion: that
is the gravitation would cause passive congestion, causing it to soften,
and it might result from decomposition. I next examined the kidneys
and returned to body; they were not abnormal; they were perfectly
healthy. I next examined the female organs of reproduction, after in-
specting the intestines; there was nothing unusual—there was some gas
In them; there was no indication of any disease. I have omitted some-
thing: before my examination of the liver, I examined the stomach, re-
moved it from the body, inspected the walls, which were slightly con-
gested; those spots of congestion were the result of decomposition, and
the gases in the stomach were also the result of the same. All the evi-
dence that I discovered on the examination of the stomach, were simply
signs of decomposition. Otherwise the stomach was in a healthy condi-
tion. I found no undigested food in the stomach, only a very little fluid:
digestion proceeds as long as there is any gastric juice in the stomach.
The stomach was practically empty; there was a very little fluid. Diges-
tion progresses after death to full time that is given to digestion of one
to three hours after death. After examination of stomach returned it to
the body; either spilled the fluid found in the stomach or returned to the
body. Made no provision for the preservation of the stomach or con-
tents for further inspection or chemical analysis. Made no attempt to
preserve any of the organs examined for analysis or examination there-
after. After examining the liver, I found no disease thereof, Kidneys and
intestines, I examined the peritoneal—the membrane that invests the
inside—the organs of the pelvis—the female reproductive organs. I
discovered nothing unusual therein. Then I examined the ovaries, tubes
leading from the ovaries to the womb. They were in normal condition,
nothing unusual about them. There were but a few remains of dis-
charged eggs that you generally find <in a healthy body. There was no
evidence of disease in these parts.. Then examined the womb, cut it
out of the body; made incision its whole length, exposing the inside
to view; the inside was filled with menstrual fluid; found secretions in
vaginal canal. These secretions came, in my judgment, wholly from the
body that I was examining; but an examination of the secretion would
almost be impracticable on account of the advanced decomposition. I
then examined the vaginal canal, the canal that leads from the neck of
the womb to the outside of the body, and I found it filled with a thick,
foul-smelling secretion—fluid, and there were maggots in this canal.
Before examining the heart I examined the windpipe and larynx. 1
found seven incisions on one side of the neck and five on the other.
From the depth of the nail incisions which I have mentioned, I think
there was a great struggle. The incisions were to quite a depth and
close together. The incisions were very close together, commencing at
about this point on the neck (indicating) and extending down almost to
the collar bone, one directly under the other, seven in the same line. Of
the seven nail incisions on the one side and five on the other, I cannot
say whether they were inflicted at one and the same time or not; the
only thing is that I found them there and judge them to be finger-nail
incisions. I do not know exactly how they were made. They did not
extend to the larynx. The superficial tissues at the time I made the
autopsy were somewhat swollen and the depth at that time, although I
did not examine it, was probably an eighth.of an int_zh or a little less.
Ac decomposition enlarges the tissues somewhat, the incisions would be
 little larger than immediately after death. I made no measurement as
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to the depth. It was on account of the depth and size that I made up
my mind that they were finger-nail-incisions; the seven nail incisions
could be easily accounted for by placing the hands together upon the
throat. They could be made by two grasps of the hand about the neck.
When I arrived at the morgue I discovered at once that the body had
met with a violent death. I found in making the autopsy there was
room for air in the air vessels, but there had been a total closure of
the walls of the air passage at the time the stricture resulted. It is not
necessary that the air passages should be completely closed to have
asphyxiation. It requires a great deal of air or a great deal of oxygen,
to give to all the tissues of the body their power of change—their power
of metamorphosis, and at the time of the completion of the asphyxia,
then respiration is totally obstructed.

Q. When you say that you examined the air passages of the thorax
and the trachea at the postmortem, and you found that those air pas-
sages were partially opened, as you stated, so as to admit the passage of
air, you based your diagnosis of asphyxia as a cause of death upon
those other physical symptoms also present in the body, did you, doctor?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. What were the other symptoms of asphyxiation in the body as
you found it, besides the compression of the larynx, and the trachea,
and the marks upon the neck?

A. There was a congestion on the inside of the larynx, and there
was a congestion in the lungs outside of the regular process of con-
gestion at the lower portion of the lungs; there was a congestion of all
portions of the lungs, also the condition of the neck; from these signs
put together I determined the cause of asphyxiation.

Q. And the asphyxiation itself, you determined that had produced
death because, if I understand you correctly, the physical symptoms of
asphyxia were present in the body?

A. Yes, sir. It is very evident that the deceased did not bring
about her own death by her own act by the use of the fingers on the
throat. 1 do not believe that a person could strangle herself—that a
girl or man could strangle himself in that manner. I am satisfied from
my view and inspection of the body that it was a case of violent death
through the act of another. I had no assistance in the autopsy. The
janitor merely swept up and put the organs back into the body after
I had finished my examination. No microscopical examination of any
pcrtion of the body was made, nor any chemical analysis of any por-
tion, or of any organ. I made no examination of the color of the eyes.
I merely looked for any abnormal appearance, but found none. I made
an estimate of the weight at about 140 pounds. The body seems to be
that of a well nourished woman. I believe Blanche Lamont, previous
to her death, was a perfectly healthy woman. I have placed the weight
at from 140 to 150 pounds, which I determined by lifting the body ubp,
and knowing the development of the different organs, but had nothing
with which to weigh it. I made an examination of the brain and found
it normal. In a case like this of Blanche Lamont’s death would follow
very quickly. Menstruation in the body, as I examined it, had nearly
reached its limit. The decomposition of the body was so far advanced
it interfered materially with the thorough examination of the body. I
had no means of telling how many persons inflicted the incise wounds
found on the neck. Made no search for spermatozoa in the examination
of the vagina, for the reason that I made up my mind that these little
microscopic affairs could not live in such a foul medium as this secretion
that was presented. They could not exist.

George W. Russell, a witness called and sworn for the people, exam-
ined by Mr. Barnes, testified as follows:

I am a regular police oﬂic_*er and as such have made measurements
and prepared a model of a portion of the Emanuel Baptist Church, which
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MODEL OF BELFRY OF EMANUEL BAPTIST CHURCH,

Used in court during trial. The top landing is where Blanche Lamont
was found. The ladder leads up to the false ceiling, showing how
a person could go from the tower, over the false ceiling, to the

back of the church.
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THE DURRANT CASE. 7

is drawn to a scale. The tower of the church is on the northwest corner.
The church is on the easterly side of Bartlett street and fronts on that
street. You enter the church by the front entrance on Bartlett street to
the basement floor, where you are in the lobby, which is in the rear
of the Sunday-school room. The room to the left is the library room,
with a closet and a door leading into the closet on the east side thereof,
where the books were kept. A staircase leads from this lobby in the
rear of the Sunday-school room to the next story above, into a lobby
in the rear of the audience room and auditorium. To go from this floor
to the gallery you walk south to the door in the southwest corner and
g0 up a staircase, which lands you on the gallery floor, which is on a
level with the first floor of the belfry. As you enter the gallery you
walk northerly until you come to a door on the left-hand side, which
1s the door to the belfry, from whence the staircase going up to the
top of the belfry starts. On the side of the belfry are louvres or ven-
tilators. A lower sub-ceiling was put in the church, and in this sub-
ceiling is where the ventilators are which light up the audience room,
there being sufficient space between the lower and upper ceilings for per-
sons to pass without difficulty. One can pass from the belfry through an
opening which exists on to this sub-ceiling and pass over this ceiling
and go down to the rear or easterly end of the church, and he can go
from the sub-ceiling at its westerly end by a ladder down to the gallery
floor. Further up the belfry there is a little door which looks out on the
top of the roof. The height from the top of the basement floor to the
top of the first floor is 17 feet, and from the top of the first floor to the
top of the second, 12 feet and 2 inches.

Bartlett street is 60 feet in width, with a 15-foot sidewalk on each
side, leaving between curbs 30 feet.

It is 72 feet from No. 124 Bartlett street, Mrs. Leak’s house, from
the front of the building line to the north side of the fence that sur-
rounds Emanuel Baptist Church. From the center of Mrs. Leak’s lot to
the center of the church is 117 feet, and the/church is 55 feet in width.
The depth of the church building is 112 feet 10 inches. The total height
to the top of the upper floor is 62 feet and 3 inches. There is a space on
the south side of the church, or yard, with a plank sidewalk running
through it, leading to a gate opening off the sidewalk back to the rear
entrance to the church. The basement lobby of the church or library
room has three windows in it fronting on Bartlett street. On the oppo-
site side of the church from the library is the janitor’s room, out of which
goes a small stairway leading down to the furnace room in the lower
basement. Passing easterly from the lobby the first door to the left
opens into a class room out of which there are double doors leading
into the Sunday-school room. As you go from the lobby eastward,
there is another class room to the right, with double doors leading into
the Sunday-school room. At the northerly end of the Sunday-school
room is a raised platform, to the left of which, as you face it, the piano
stands. Passing through the Sunday-school room going easterly, you
come to the infants’ classroom. To the left or east from this classroom
is the kitchen, with a door leading into the yard. Near this Kkitchen,
on its easterly side, comes the stairway down from the organ loft above.
There is a lobby in the rear of the auditorium, or easterly from Iit,
from which a flight of stairs goes down to the basement floor, passing
through the first floor. From the lobby of the first floor are the entrance
doors, leading into the auditorium, where there is a platform upon
which stands the altar, with three chairs, and steps leading therefrom
to the organ loft. The baptistry is in the rear of the platform upon
which the altar stands, and is separated and covered with heavy cur-
tains in front, closing it from view; there are stairs leading out of ‘the
baptistry up into the dressing room in the rear and on the north sug’le;
on the south side is another set of stairs leading up into the d_resslng
room on the north side of the baptistry. There is a doE)r leading out
of the audience-room into the pastor’s study, the pastor’s study being
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on the southeasterly corner of the church. There is a door leading from
this study into the rear hallway, which crosses the easterly end of the
church. As you pass along this hallway there are stairs going up and
leading up into the rear of the organ loft. From this hallway you can
enter the baptistry, the water-closet and the dressing-rooms. In one of
the dressing-rooms is a stationary wash bowl. The organ loft is on a
level with the platform on which the preacher stands. Probably two
feet above the floor of the auditorium. In the gallery there are steps
upon which the chairs or benches may be stood. This gallery is across
the westerly end of the church, facing the altar platform. As you pass
up the stairs to the gallery in the southeasterly part of the church and
enter the gallery, on the left-hand are the electric buttons for lighting
the sun burners, and the three supply valves for the gas, one for each
sun burner, which sun burners are in the ceiling of the auditorium.

The model of the church was introduced in evidence by consent,
and it was agreed by both sides that it might be considered by the jury
as a representation of the building and a representation of the various
points therein designated according to the scale testified to by Mr. Rus-
sell, and may be used by either side for all legitimate purposes through-
out the entire trial.

Ernest McCollough was, by consent, called out of order as a witness
for the defense, and having been sworn, examined by General Dickinson,
testified as follows:

I am a civil engineer, practicing in this city and county. I have
made measurements and diagrams of the Emanuel Baptist church on a
scale of 30 feet to the inch. Eighty feet is the total width of the church
lot from fence to fence. At the south side of the church there is a space
of 10 feet 6 inches, and an entrance going into the hallway which opens
into the primary Sunday-school room. There are stairs going up to the
pastor’s study and to the auditorium of the church from this hallway.
The door to the belfry in the gallery opens easterly. You enter that
door and turn to the right in going to the belfry, and pass up five
steps. You then pass up twelve steps to a landing and turn to the left
and go up twelve steps more to a third landing, and then twelve steps
more to a fourth landing and then three stairs to the upper floor.

From the curb on the easterly line of Powell street and the south-
erly side of California street the distance is sixteen and one-half feet
westerly to the easterly rail of the Powell street cars.

From the basement floor of the church to the upper landing of the
belfry there are 105 steps of stair risers, the risers being six inches from
the basement to the auditorium, and above that seven and one-half
inches, there being thirty steps from the ground floor to the auditorium,
22 from the auditorium to the gallery, and the remainder being from the
gallery to the upper landing in the belfry.

E. L. Gibson, a witness on behalf of the prosecution, was called,
sworn, examined by Mr. Barnes, and testified as follows:

I am one of the detective officers of the city and county of San
Francisco, and was such on the 13th and 14th days of April, when I
was sent to Emanuel Baptist church on Bartlett street, between 22nd
and 23rd streets, in this city, for the purpose of making a search of the
church and premises, which I did on the evening of the 13th, between
10 and 12 o’clock. I searched all except the belfry. I could not get in
there, as there was no handle upon the door and I had no key. The lock
was mutilated. I mean the belfry door which is on the gallery floor of
the church and opens toward the easterly end of the church, and through
which vou enter to pass up into the belfry tower. Shortly after 9 o’clock
on the morning of April 14th Police Officer Reihl and Mr. Sademan, the
janitor of the church, and myself broke the door open and entered the

. r
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TOP LANDING OF BELFRY WHERE THE BODY OF BLANCHE LAMONT WAS DISCOVERED.

Officer Gibson revealed top and looking around saw the body in one corner. Clothing was found about the
rafters here and in other portions of Church.
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belfry: the key that the janitor had for the belfry door would not open -
it; it would not unlock the door; thereupon we broke open the door.
I started and went up the stairs nearly to the top landing. I looked
around and saw the body lying on the top landing in the southeasterly
corner of the belfry. The head was directly in the corner and the feet
were towards the north. The body was nude. The feet were close to-
gether, the hands arranged across the body—folded across the breast.
The head lay a little to the left, as if it had dropped slightly over. The
face was up. There were two small blocks to hold the head in position.
I can recognize those blocks; and the blocks which are now shown to .
me are the blocks. I recognize them because I marked them with my
initials.

" On Sunday, which was the 14th, a great many people visited the
church and were on the platforms in the belfry, in the afternoon. I
went up there once and there were some fifteen up there. 1 ordered
them down-stairs and closed the door. I do not know how long the door
remained closed, as I left the church. It was in the neighborhood of
2 o’clock in the afternoon. I reported the finding of the body and the
position it was in to the chief of police. I made an examination after
the body had been removed. There was some dust on the platform,
but you could not see where anybody stepped on account of the shav-
ings and pieces of paper. I do not think there was sufficient dust to
leave the impression of a foot in it. I was the first who went up into
this belfry. I did not notice any impressions at any place. I went
to the Seventeenth Street police station and telephoned to the chief of
police that the body was there, and then sent for Mr. C. G. Noble to
come and see the body with me, where it lay, and before it had been
disturbed. The coroner took charge of the body and brought it down
stairs. I saw it when it was brought down. It was carried down
in a sheet. There was no odor about the body, and I saw no marks on.
it except around the throat—black marks. The body was white like
a piece of marble. I directed Officer Reihl to stay in the belfry and
allow no one to enter while I went and telephoned. I did not find any
clothing, and none was visible when I found the body, or upon the plat-
form. When the body was brought down and exposed to the air it
changed color, and there was an odor from the body that there was not
up in the belfry. There was a discharge from the body at the mouth.
It was a dark brown color, which ran out of the mouth on to the floor of
the belfry, covering a space of about ten inches square, irregular in
shape. Mr. Noble was down stairs and looked at the body as the cor-
oner’s men brought it down. There was no jewelry.

CROSS-EXAMINATION.

On the 14th day of April, shortly after 9 o’clock, when I first went
to the church, the janitor was at the church. He let me into the church
at the side door, the south side of the church. I passed up the stairs
and through the pastor’s study. The janitor accompanied me to the
gallery, where we observed the door leading to the belfry. The handle
was missing and the outside of the casing showed where an instrument
had been used upon it. When I examined it the night before I had a
candle, and was accompanied by Sergeants Burke and Reynolds of the
police force. The door at that time already had scars and marks upon it,
the same as it did when we looked at it on the morning of the 14th.
Violence plainly appeared from the outward appearance of the lock on
the side of the door toward me. We made no effort on the night of the
13th to ascertain whether we could enter the belfry by any other means
except this door. It required considerable force for us to open
this door. I do not knhow whether we found any screws or nails
at the foot of the door or near there. I made no examination that I
remember of. Officer Reihl was coming up the stairs just behind me
when I first discovered the body. It was quite dark in the corner
where the body lay. When the coroner laid the sheet on the floor he
placed the body on it, and after the body had been placed in the sheet
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and the body removed, you could see where the sheet had lain. You
could see where something had been laid in the dust and been kind of
dragged upon it. Two of the coroner’s deputies took the body away.
After the body had been removed, several parties went up into the
belfry, among them John T. Dare, Mr. Cheney, and I think Mr. Noble.
If the dust had been sufficient to make foot prints discernible I think I
would have seen them.

I never said in words or effect to any one, that there were any foot-
prints on the stairs or in the belfry.

I went to the defendant’s house on the 14th of April, 1895, and
made a search of his clothing, and inquired regarding his shoes, but made
no special inquiry regarding them. I asked his mother to show me
the defendant’s clothing worn by him, but I do not remember any
conversation regarding the shoes.

Q. When you found this body did you immediately thereafter, or
any time, make a careful examination of the stairs leading up to that
belfry, as to whether there were any footprints or dust, or anything upon
the steps to indicate anything that may have taken place there?

A. No, sir.

Q. You made no examination at all?

A. I did not, no,.sir.

Q. You were the first one, I understand, that went up into the

A.. Yes, sir.
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION.

Q. Would you state why it was that you did not break in the
door on the Saturday night when you were there about 10 o’clock?

A. Well, one of my reasons was we had sent for a key to the
church, and the key that was given us would not unlock the door, and I
took a skeleton key and unlocked it; and we went into the church;:
and, it being a church, we did not care about breaking any doors when
we could wait until morning.

C. G. Noble, recalled for the prosecution, testified as follows:

I went up in the belfry with Detective Gibson, where I saw the
body on the top platform in the church, on Sunday, April 14th, 1895,
between half-past 11 and 12 o’clock; which body 1 identified as that oL
Blanche Lamont.

A. B. Reihl, a witness called for the prosecution, examined by Mr.
Barnes, was sworn and testified as follows:

I am a regular police officer and was such during the month of
April last. On the 14th day of April, with Detective Gibson, I was in
Emanuel church at about 9:30 o’clock a. m. We went directly to the
belfry door, found it locked. The knob was taken off. The janitor tried
his keys, and I also tried a key I had, but we were not able to open it.
Gibson then pressed on the door, and I threw my shoulder against it
and broke it open; then we walked inside and looked around the room,
and then walked up the stairs until we got to the landing of the steps.
Mr. Gibson was on the landing and I was one or two steps below him, and
he turned around and says: ‘“There is the body in the corner of the
church,” I think that was the remark he made, so I turned around and
saw the body in the corner of the belfry. We looked for a minute and
then went down stairs to the foot of the stairs. I then went back again
to examine the body while Mr. Gibson went away. I went back upstairs
to examine whether it was the body of a man or a woman. After that
I went down stairs and reported it to Detective Gibson as the body of a
girl. I then remained there and he went to the 17th street station. 1
remained in the gallery in sight of the door until Mr. Gibson returned.
Nobody passed up while he was away. I could not say whether there
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was anything supporting the head as the body lay on the floor in the
belfry gr nof; thephea.d was lying to the east, and the feet to the oppo-
site; the body was perfectly nude. The hands were arranged across
the breast. The head was to one side—towards the south. :

On cross-examination by Mr. Deuprey, the witness testified:

On opening the door we examined the floor adjacent to the foot of
the door carefully. We then examined the walls adjacent to the do_or.
We found no debris there, but we saw what we thought were l_)lood stains
on that one part of the floor. This stain must have been six or seven
inches wide. I made an examination, and as a result of the examination
I thought it came from the stairway above, as I found what I supposed
to be blood on the stairway about half way up to the belfry and I
judged this had dropped from the stairway to the lower floor. Ther_'e
were also some blood stains upon the large frame that stood on this
lower floor of the belfry. There was dust on the first floor room of the
belfry and on the stairway—quite dusty. You could have*seen a foot-
print or part of a footprint on the step. There was sufficient dust for
that. On the last three steps of the last stairway in the upper part of
the belfry I saw footprints when I first went. That was the only place
where I noticed them. There was considerable dust on these steps. I
did not get up on the platform the first time I went up, neither did I
notice the footprints the first time I was up. I did not go up the last
three steps the first time. When I went up the second time I went
clear over to where the body lay and stood right opposite to it. It was
not very light but I noticed the footprints, the ball of the foot that
would press upon the step. No one had been up there between
that and the time that Officer Gibson and myself had been there before.
The footprints which I observed on the upper third step of this last
stairway were there before Gibson and I went up the first time.

Q. Did you look carefully over the floor to observe if there was any .

instrument by which a person could have committed the crime?
A. I did not.

Qs g Yyou make any examination as to whether the appearance
of the floor indicated that there was any struggle or moving around?
A. There was only one thing I noticed—a trail in the dust as

though the body_had been laid down by the stairs and dragged around
to the corner and the skirt made a trail in the dust.

Q. That was quite apparent, was it?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. That in this dim light you could see it very plainly ?
A. I noticed it very plainly at the head of the stairs.

Q. Aside from that did you observe anything that attracted your
attention particularly?

AL think not.

Q. You examined, didn’t you, to find out whether there were any

evige?nces of a struggle or any weapon there that might have been
used ’
A. Not at that time. I could not say whether I reported to Gibson
~~the fqotprints, but I did about what appeared to be evidence of the
d‘raggmg of the bo::iy. I made no measurements or particular examina-
tion of the footprints. The matter of the footprints has been a sub-
Ject of conversation between Detective Gibson and myself. |

+

James F. Hallet, a witness called for the prosecution, examined
by Mr. Peixotto, was sworn and testified as follows:

I am a deputy coroner of this city and county, and was such on
the 14th day of April last. In that capacity I was called to Emanuel
Baptist Church, on Bartlett street, between 22nd and 23rd streets, in
this city, by a telephone from the morgue that the morgue wagon was
wanted at the church. Thomas Smith went with me with the wagon.
We arrived at the church at about 11 o’clock and were told there was
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the bedy of a woman up-stairs in the belfry and were shown the way
up there, and went up there and found the body and came down again.
Detective Gibson showed me the way up to the top floor. Mr. Smith,
the janitor of the mergue, also went with me up there. We found the
body of a nude woman lying in the corner of the belfry. I came down
tc get some candles and a sheet. We got no sheet but found a table-
cloth in the basement of the church. 1 went down-stairs after view-
ing the body and went to a grocery store and bought some candles,
then secured the tablecloth, and brought the receiving coffin up to
the gallery. We then went up-stairs, the janitor and myself, and on
the upper floor spread the tablecloth, lifted the body onto it, lifted it
up, and carried it down to the receiver. 1 took hold of the ankles,
and Smith of the head. I did not notice anything surrounding the
body. We were simply concerned in taking the body away. I made
no examination at all as to the body or its surroundings. After we
put the body in the receiver, Mr. Noble came up and asked to view
the face. I took the tablecloth off the face, and he looked at it for
the purpose of identifying it. He said it was the body of Blanche
Lamont. I then recovered the face, and we proceeded with the body
to the morgue.

CROSS-EXAMINATION.

I noticed when I brought the body to the receiver there were indi-
cations of a flow of blood from the mouth, and the stain indicated that
it had been running for some time.

T. J. Colman, a witness for the prosecution, was called and sworn,
and examined by Mr. Barnes, testified as follows:

I am a regular police officer of the city and county of San Fran-
cisco, and was such on the 16th of April last, at which time I was one
of a number of officers detailed to search the Emanuel Baptist Church
in this city and county, and we proceeded to make the search. We
searched around the door leading into the belfry, and under the plat-
form. We found the two door knobs in the opening under the floor
te the left as you enter, on the south side of the belfry floor. I got
down on my knees and reached in behind the belfry door. Under the
door is an open space, and found one of the knobs. 1 looked down
and about four feet away I saw the other. I wrapped them up and
turned them over to Sergeant Reynolds. Next morning I put my mark
upon the package. The knobs were offered in evidence, and marked

People’s Exhibit “G.”

CROSS-EXAMINATION.

I tried to fit the knobs to the door. There was a plate on the out-
side of the door which was sprung—bulged out so that the two knobs
would not meet. The casing of the door showed marks as if they had
been made by a hatchet, or a chisel, or a jimmy, in an effort to pry the
door open. In the course of the examination a chisel was brought
which we fitted to the marks upon the door. The chisel was produced,
I think, by Sergeant Reynolds, from the back part of the church, from
the pastor’s study, from a tool-box which was there, which was one
story below and in the rear of the-church. The chisel was brought
up and fitted to these marks, and it fitted according to my recollec-
tion, the largest of the marks. I think the mark was above the lock
and quite near to it, and made as if by the indentation of the chisel.
It looked as if somebody had tried to pry the door open and had
inserted the chisel between the door and the jamb and used consider-
able force for that purpose, and the chisel, by reason of the force used,
made quite an indentation in the door jamb, quite deep and visible. 1
recall one mark. I do not know what became of the chisel.
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Starr Dare, a witness for the prosecution, was called and sworn
and testified as follows:

I am an elevator man and work in the Spreckels’ building. I was
in the Emanuel Baptist Church in this city on April 14th, 1895, search-
ing for different articles in the belfry. I found this waist or basque in
the top of the belfry upon that day. I found it in the southwest cor-
ner, among the rafters. There were sticks on top of it. I passed it
to Mr. Daley, who was below me on the upper platform of the belfry.

(The basque was offered and admitted in evidence without objec-
tion as People’s Exhibit “H-1.”)

The skirt now shown me I found in the southeast corner of the
belfry, among the rafters, with sticks upon it also. v

(The skirt offered and admitted in evidence without objection and
marked People’s Exhibit “H-2.") ; _

The basque was torn at the throat when I found it, as it now
appears, and there was also a tear in the skirt, the rear portion of _1t
as it now appears. The corsets now shown me were four_ld by me In
the belfry below the top platform on the Bartlett street side, hanging
from the top of the platform, as if they had been pushe(_l do_wn from
the upper platform. About two-thirds of the corsets were In view from
elow.

: (Corsets offered in evidence and admitted without objection and
marked People’s Exhibit “H-3."")

The corset cover which you now hand me I found in the belfry
about the middle of the east side, on the beam under the rafters.

(Corset cover offered in evidence and admitted without objection
and marked People’s Exhibit “H-4.")

These portions of underclothing now shown me, I found on the
north side of the belfry, near the northeast corner, underneath the
casing of the top part of the belfry. They seemed to be thrown into
the. various positions where I found them.

(Underclothing offered in evidence and admitted without objec-
tion, and marked People’s Exhibit “H-5.")

Witness was next shown an underskirt which he identified as
having found at the Emanuel Baptist Church on the 14th of April,
1899, in the belfry, in about the same position as the other clothing, on
the north side of the platform, with sticks on top.

(Which underskirt was offered in evidence and admitted without
objection, as People’s Exhibit “H-6."")

(Continuing:) I also found this package of clothing, being parts

of underclothing, on the south side of the belfry, underneath the fancy
casing, on the 14th of April, 1895.

(Which articles were offered in evidence and admitted without
objection and marked People’s Exhibit “H-7.”)

The hatchet shown me was taken from the beam near the roof
over the belfry, at the same time.

(Which hatchet being identified, was offered in evidence and
admitted without objection as People’s Exhibit “H-8.”)
On cross-examination the witness testified:

Q. When you arrived at the top floor, what caused you to insti-
tute a search there for clothes? '
A. The fact of the body having been found there, and the fact

that we found buttons lying on the floor with cloth tacked to them.
I did not know the deceased in her lifetime.

E. L. Somps, called for the prosecution,.and being sworn, testified
as follows:

I am a special officer of the city and county of San Francisco. On
the 14th of April, 1895, T was at Emanuel Baptist Church, between
22nd and 23rd streets, on Bartlett street, in this city and county, assist-
ing in the search for clothing, with other officers. I found a left-hand
lady’s glove on the top platform of the belfry, in the southeast corner.
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(Which glove was offered in evidence and admitted without objec-
tion as People’s Exhibit “I, No. 1.”)

I also found a stocking on the top platform, shoved down beneath
the floor, on the south side, facing 23rd street.

(Stocking being identified and offered in evidence, was admitted
without objection as People’s Exhibit “I-2.”)

I also found a piece of underwear on one of the top beams, between
the wall and the beam.

(Which piece of underwear is identified and offered and admitted
in evidence without objection as People’s Exhibit “I-3.”)

E. V. Herve, a witness for the prosecution, was called and sworn,
and testified as follows:

I am a regular police officer and was in April last. The books
and strap now shown me were found by me at the Emanuel Baptist
Church, in the southwest corner, down among the joists of the ceiling,
in the corner opposite that corner in which the belfry is. They were
strapped tight when I found them. I identify the books by my initials,
“E. V. H.,” put by me on each book and on the strap. The initials,
“R. M. S.,” on the strap are the initials of Detective Silvey, who was
with me.

(The strap and package of books, with papers inside, offered in
evidence and admitted without objection and marked People’s Exhibit
=1 -10:17."")

CROSS-EXAMINATION.

To go from the belfry across to where I found the books, a person
had to pass over the old ceiling clear across the church.

J. J. McGreevy, a witness for the prosecution, was called and sworn,
and testified as follows:

The hat shown me I found between the third and fourth joists
underneath the first floor of the belfry of the Emanuel Baptist Church,
on the 16th of April, 1895. 1 identify it now as the hat found by me
then.

(Which hat is offered in evidence and admitted without objection
as People’s Exhibit “IK.”)

C. H. Graham, a witness for the prosecution, was called and sworn
and testified as follows:

The shoes shown me I found in the southwest corner of the Eman-
uel Baptist Church, on April 16th last, in the roof of the ceiling just
above the auditorium in the southwest corner. The shoes and books
could not have been thrown by hand from the upper edge of this slide,
but would have to be pilaced in the position in which they were found
by the person going down there. A person putting the strap and shoes
in the position where they were found would have to get down on his
knees and put his hand in under about a foot and a half. Part of the
floor was taken up to get them out. I identify these shoes as T marked
them at the time.

John 'T. Dare was called for the prosecution and sworn. The
witness corroborated the finding of the body as testified to by Detective
Gibson.

John McGreevy, called for the prosecution, testified that he was a
regular police officer and assisted in the search of Emanuel Baptist
Church and found a lady’s right-hand glove in the southeast corner
of the church belfry.






