
A. Langille, or-ex. 869

Joseph Glause,yes; the first time--

4. Had you investighed Jos Glaus* at all up to

that time? A. Inspector Clark--

g. You had not, though? A. Well, I had aecom

penied Inspector Clerk, your kordship, and T did

accempany hin in prestically this entir investigation.

Befere the rdliminary? A. Yes, your lord-

8 ship- h. Seven pages, Mr. Liekere-

4. So that you had had an intervien - doa't say

10! what it is, but you had had an intervien tihh Joe

11  Clause by that time? A.We had, yes.

12 Ldng befors this? A. Long before this, your

13 Iorduilp.ttm oi «aoh ons of t###e«? i. He w

M. LICKERS: Q. Did you have an intervien with

15 Jos Clause m a result of this statoment? A. I was

16 prösent, when he xas Intervi«ed.

I was & a result of the information in this

statmattasA» xxx he initialled page i, p«ge 3, pag¬

19 1 3. 3. Thea rouseshed hin the question, "Is there

anything mrt which you wioh to tell me in conseetion

“21/ with this matter?” and the answer was, “I don't think

there is anything else. What I have now told you is

the absolute truth. "Bid von question hin about that,

as to whether itwaa the absolute truth or not?

a. May I refer to the statement and answer you!

26/ „„ „ M. WALLACK:“ Hlfth lina from the botte

WITMSS: I certainly did not question him any

i further: in re-examination, Mr. Wallass,

MR. LICERM: Q. But you still knew that there

were certain discrepaneies in connection with this

30
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