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solved the question of the kidnap- ' direction of the campsite, wnl‘;he
ping, one of the counts in the defendant “trying to push or'di-
indictment on which Rand was rect her.” The mechanic sald he
charged. It was equally clear that was test driving a marke: center
" | the jury was having difficulty patrol car om which the word
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second degree?” Loughrey, in his summation, ob-|
This apparently referred to the | served that Rand, in his journey |
judge’s instructions that the jury | from Westerleigh to W'ﬂ}owhr_gok, !
need only conclude that the girl  had numerous opportunities toe-|
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him guilty of the murder charge. of returning the girl to Willow-
Consideration of whether the ‘brook by calling her plight to the
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. |¥ The jury, by its notes to the
judge, showed its attentiveness to
the testimony. ‘

On one occasion, it asked for
! Mrs. Schweiger’s testimony rela-
tive to the clothing Jennifer wore
when she left to play outdoors
while her mother fulfilled a prom-
ise to clean the family swimming
cligrge and it was; 1 so that Jennifer could use it /‘)
the kidnapping conviction he | later that afternoon. ra
b _not -sée how an appeals . e
E t would it- the murder The jury at the same time 2.
- charge to stand if the kidnappinig asked for the testimony of a police
were reversed. hair and fiber expert who testified /
j can’t be guilty of kidnap- he, found pink and red cotton fi- :
ping and not guilty of the murder bers along with other assorted
: f the judge reasoned. fibers on Rand’s clothing. How-
) 4 his own question, ever, the expert was unable to
f wmwyers: “What is the | make any comparison since Jen-
penitie of continuing?” nifer was unclothed when buried.
ution’s case was Mrs. Schweiger, however, testi-
on stantial evidence. fied Jennifer was wearing a pink
pé of 10. witnesses idcatified T-shirt, with yarious pastel colors
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