TESTIMONY CONUERNING MICHAEL 0'LAUGHLIN.

Brrr Witctaus (colored.)
For the Prosecution.—May 15.

I know the prisoner, Mr. O'Laughlio, and
I koow Mr. Arnold by sight. e

To March isst T was goiog by Barnum's
Hotel, wheo Mr. J. Wilkes Booth, the sctor,
eams down the stepe and ssked me if I would
take two letters for him. He told me there
was ons for O blin, and the other he
said 1 was to take 10 the number that was oo
it IHedid not tell me who it was for. There
was & colored fellow with me, and I asked
him to Jook a¢ it and see what it was, as [
could ot read writing He told me one was
for Mr. O'Laughlin, and the other was for Ar-
nold I took one to Mr. O'Laughlin at the
Baltimore Theater, and one [ carried to Mr.
Arnold, As 1 wasinaburey, [ gaveitton
lady who was at the door, and ahe said ehe
would eend it up to him. [ saw O'Laughlin
i the theater, and gave him his letter there.
I said, ** Mr. O'Laughlin, here is & letter Mr.
Booth gave 10 me,” and I handed it o him.

Mr. Cox 1 must object to the whole of
this evidence of the delivery of this note to
O'laughlin, and I desire, if the objection ia
sostained, that it be struck out of the record.

The Josam Avvocars.  If the Court please,
it is simply going o establish the intimacy
of these men, their olose personal relatione
with each otLer, as evidenced by their ocor-
respoodence; and I thiok, in that point of
view, it is clearly competent. We have pre-
sented them s vigiting esch other conetantly.
Now we are following them (o Baltimore, and
showing them as oorrveponding with each
other coustantly. Both iacte go 1o establish
an intimacy which is in ance with the
theory of the prosscution, which ie, that they
ate co-conspirators.  Wedo not offer the con-
tents of the letter; simply the fact of their
ocorresponding with each other.

Mr. Cox. I object to any evidence of the
acts of Booth himaelfl The act of sending
a oote to ab individual, no matter what may
be the contents of that note, would be no
evidenoe agsinet that individual, anleas the
cootents were acoepiad and acted apon by
him. The mere fact of intimacy alone is an
imnocent fact on the part of the accused, and
therefore i not evidence, 1 thiok, of & con-

irsoy. 1 therefore object to it, in the it
Ez,uu an sct of Booth to which the de-

¢ is mot & party at all. He could not
halp receiving & lettar from Booth. The act
of receiving & letter was an entirely innocent
owe. [ obpect, furthermore. that even if it
tands to show intimacy, it does oot tend to
prove the gailt of the party of the charge
pow made aguinst him.

The Court overraled the objection.

Croer-czamined by Mz Cor.

think it was jo March that I took the
I heard Tom Johnson say it
1 paver ook moch nolice of

I

lotiers,
was Maroh.

the monthe. It might have been the middle
of March or towsard the end Mr. O Laugh-
lin's letter I took round to the Holliday
Strest Thenter; it was in the afternoon, snd
I found him ip the dresscircle I know Mr.
O'Langhlio right smart.

Crosrszamined by Mz Ewiva.

When Mr. Booth gave me the letters, he
said that one was to go up to Fayette Street,
shove Hart, and I ssked & lady at the door,
and she read the directicn to me | asked
Mr. Booth how his mother was, and Le said
very well; and he eaid he was going awsy
to New York at half-past 3 o'clock.

Jorw Hairmaw,

For the Prosecution.—May 18.

(Babmitting to the witnsss s telegraphiv dlsputel ]

I have seen that dispatch befora It reads:

Wasmworos, Maych 12, 14,

Tv M, O Laughlin, Ksq., No. 5T North Exeter
Street, Baltimore, Md.

Don't fesr to neglect your business. You
bad beiter come at ooce.

[Signed] J. BOOTH.

[‘I'Infrldlll.(lh lrregoing dispsieh was olfered in ovi-

dence,

This dispatch was sent by telegraph from
this city to O’ Laughlin, Merch 13, lﬂg.'p. We
used the old printed forms of the year befy
which accounts for the date being 1854
knew J. Wilkes Booth, and saw him wrile
that ineseage.

Crossexamined by Ma. Cox

Q. Can you say whether this is & question
or a command, “Don’t you fear to neglect
your businesa?”

Ansistant Judge Advocate Biwamau ob-
jected to the question, The writing must be
ita own interpreter.

The Commimion eustained the objestion,

Eowaizp C. Brawanr.
For the Prosecution—May 18.

I am s tol operator at the Metro-
politan Houl?nnttt c!;l-‘
LA telagraphic diopaich was Banded to the witnew.)
I sent this dispatch myself over the wires
w Baltimore; it is:
Wasarneron, March 17, 190

.y 8T NortA Eseter
Strest, Ba mn,?i

Get word to S8am. Comae on, with or with-
out bim, Wednesday morning.  'We sell that
day sure. Don't fail.

J. WILKES BOOTH.

{The diepatch was ofered in ovidenas.]

1 did not know the man who gare it to
me; he wrote it and asked me to wend it I
think I should know him if I were 10 o

To M. O Laughlin,

his photograph. .



