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MILTON B. BADT, W. M. ) W. R. COMISH, Se. . Y

£lkn Lodge No. 153, #F. & A, M.

£lkn, Nevada

SUMMONS

Charges of unmasonic conduct having veen filed against
you in Elko Lodge No. 15, F. & A. M., as more particularly
get forth in the copy of said charges annexed hereto,
Brothers R. W. Hesson, Otto T. Williams, C. J. Littlefield,
¥. I.. Potter, Guy M. Blair, A. L. McGinty and C. E. White-
gides have been elected by the Todge as commissioners to
hear and d&termine upon said charges, and said commissioners
will meet at Hall of Elko Iodge No. 15, F&A. ., Masons
and 044 Fellows Hall, Elko, Nevada, on the 30th day of
June, 1925, a2t the hour of eight o'clock P. M. of said day
and at such other and further times to which such hearing
may be continued, for the purpose of hearing and deter-
mining thereupon.

You are hereby summoned to appear at said time and place
before said commissioners and answer and cdefend said
charges.

Your trial upon said charges will be held at said time
and place and you are notified that you may select any
brother in good standing to assist you in your defense.
The Master will at your request, summon such witnesses,
within the jurisdiction of this Todge, as may be desired
by you.

Pated this 17th day of June, 192b.
&

Worshipful Master.’ iLy7f

Secr“iary.

WM Lo b
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Dear Sir and Brother:

Elko, Nevada, June 6th 1925.

A Special Communication of Elko Lodge No. 15,
F, & A, M. has been called by the Worshipful Master
for Tuesday evening, June 16, 1925, at eight o’clock
for the purpose of electing, by ballot, not less
than seven nor more than nine members as Commission-
ers to hear and determine upon charges of unmasonic
conduct filed against Brother Robert F. Raine a
member of this lodge.

By order of Milton B. Badt, W. M.

W. R. Comish, Secretary.







MILTON B. BADT, W. M. 7 g i W. R. COMISH, SEC'Y

Llkn Lodge Nn. 15, #F. & A, M.

£lko, Nevada

To Brothers R. W. Hesgson, Otto T. Williams,
Ce Jo Littlefield, F. L. Potter, Guy M.
Blair, A. L. McGinty and C. E. Whitesides.

Dear Sirs and Brothers:

I beg to advise you that at the called communication
of ¥lko Lodge No. 15, F. & A5 Mi; held June 16, 1925,
you were elected commissioners for the trial of charges
of unmasonic conduct filed against Brother Robert F.
Raine.

Brother Raine's trial has been set for June 30, 1925,
at eight o'clock P. M. at Hall of Elko Lodge No. 15, F.
& A, M., Masons and 0dd Fellows Hall at Elko, Nevada,
and the accused has been summoned to appear at that time
to answer and defend said charges.

Dated this 17th day of June, 1925.

-Secﬁefﬁry-
s




© W = O o # ¢ W

10
1l
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

31

O

| missioners elected %o hear and determine upon the charges flled

| agoingt Prother Bobert ¥. Raine, met at the Hall of Tlko Todge No.

| 1925, at eight ofelock Y. M. All of the commissioneérs were pre-
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Pursuant to the order of the Worshipful laster, the trial com~

18, T. & A. M., Magons & 0dd Pellows Hall, Elko, Hevada, June 30,

oy

| gent, namely, PBrother C. B. Vhitesides, P. M., Prother Chester ;

| Tittlefield, T. M., Brother Robert W. Heasgon, P. M., Brother A. L.

i 3 oo « 4 0 Y L} s B m
¥elinty, P. ¥., Brother Guy M. Plair, P, M., Brother Otto T.

s

#11l%ams, P. M., and Brother fred
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.« Potter; the worshipful Yaeter
éfErmther M1%ton B. Badi, presiding, and Brother W. R. Coumish,
{}gﬁcre?ary, recording the minutes of the proceedings.
“ The Worshipful Yaster called the meeting to order and stated
;that it had been called for the vurpoese of investigating charges
ipreferr@d by the Junior VWarden againﬁé Brother Rovert . Rajne.
?Srath@r Paine, the accused, was present in person and the Vership-
;fﬂl UYaster informed him as to hip righte and particularly hies right
;%ﬁ request that the Master summon witnesges 1In hls behalf and his
right to select any brother in geod standiang to assist him in his
fdafeﬁge. Brother Haine did not recuest counsel or the summoning
lof witnesses.
| At the order of the Worshipful MHaster, the original charges as
zfiieﬁ were read, together with the exhibite atiashed. The Junior
tqua%w of fﬂrea in evidence a gertified Q@@y of the record of con-~
%viatiﬁﬁ ¢f Prother Raine for wiolation éf‘ﬁha prohiviticon laws,
;WhiCh record showed the afflirming of gald émnvie%i&m by the United
tatee Circuit Court of Appeals and the instructions to the MVar-
hal to carry out the sgentence and the Marshal's return thereon.
%Tmére war ne ebijeoetion To the admisegion of this evidence and the

e wag recelved and admitted. No further evidence was offered
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' by the Junior Worden, or any other pergon in support of the

geharges.

Prother Raine, testifying cn his honor as a Yason, stated in

defense that, although it wae true that he had been convicted by

a jury for the offense upon which ihe gharges were based and had

e

served his sentence in the Vashoe County Jjail, he was, neverihe-
less, in ﬁﬂﬁem% of the charge and had %eenj“dsubie grossed" by one
Brite, who wasg the ;*iity 2rtve He piated that Brite had come

t¢ his ranch in June andéd worked fhere fo> gome time with the in-

tention of going into partnership to fatten hoge for market. The

-

arrangepent being that Haine would buy the gorn and that when the

hogs were sold, Brite would pay for the corn and the two were teo share

the profits growing out of the ineresge of weight in the hogs;

that, however, Brife had used the corn for the illegal manufacture
of whiskey. If answer to a guestion by Brother Blair, Brother
Baine stated thot Brother B. ¥, Curler, a mewber of this "edge and

=

» hisg soungel during the trial and

(o]

a former Pigtrict Judge, wa

i

throughout the appeal and alsc represented him in a former triasl
at Yureks on a diffarent charge, but iavolving many of the same
facts. DProther Raine stated further that Brite had told several

perconeg that he, Raine, had never made any whiskey, but that Brite

had denied this at the triasl and had repudiated these atatements,
and that the Court would not permit Brother Hoine to have othey

witnesges testlily that they had heard Brite make such statement.
fo further evidence being offered by either mide, the Worghipful

Hagter deeclared the casge elosed and insiructed the commissioners

as to their duties, and that they should proceed to deliberate upon

their verdict and sentence with nowe present save themselves and

SBecretary, whieh last should have no wvoice in the preceedings:  that

&

the judgmenl of a majority of the commigsionere would be itaken as
the dseigion of the whole ﬁﬂd that the venaltles which night be

inflicted (if the commissioners found the defendant guilty) were

P
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| and made by me, I have been insiructed by the Worshi ful Jaster

reprimand in open Todee, suepension or expulsion; ?hat o gens= |

tence of suspension, if rendered, should be for an indefinite
period,

ine commigeioners and Secreiary went inite conference with none

others present and later revorted that a continuance was desired

-

to ¥onday, Tuly 6, 1925, at eight o'clock Pe M. It was lhereupon|

Worshipful Vaster that such continuance be had.

<
£k
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met &t the same place, all Teing pregent, togetrer with the Vor-
shipful Yaster and the Secreiary. The defendant did not appear

i
F o

althoush he was present at the time the continvance had been

ordered. The meeting was called to order and Past Master Brother

o

A. T. HMeCGinty, who had been elected as Cuairman of the commissioners,

stated that the commisgioners were again ready to retire to delib-

erate upon their verdict. They were permitted te retire and withe

in a shoert period reported to the Worshipful lesier that they
were rea’y tc report and thereupon reported the fcllowing finding:

e commicgloners appointed to try the charges

s

againgt Brother fobert ¥. Raine do hereby fin
him guilily as charged and do hereby find that

he should be sentenced to indefinite suepension.

I hereby attest the foregoing to he a fair copy of the record

and finding of the trial commissioners in the above entitled matter

and that this record has been made under the gupervision of such

commigsicn and signed by the Chairmen of the commigsion.

Since the above [lndings were made and the above record reported

“

to append the following correspondence.
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On Yondaw, July €, 1925, at eight o'elock P. ¥. the commigsioners
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MILTON B. BADT, W. M. : W. R. COMISH, SEC'Y

£lko Longe No. 15, #F. & A, M.

Elko, Nevada

July 1, 1925

Hon. B. P. Gurler
Reno, Nevada

My dear Ben:

This letter is for the purpose of having you verify certain state-
ments mede by Bob Raine with a view to giving him the benefit of any
doubt to which he may be entitled.

As you are aware, charges were preferred against Bob Raine in Elko
Lodge F & A. M., the charges being based solely upon the judgment of
conviction in the U. S. Distriect Court. The hearing was held last even-
ing at which time Bob appeared, unrepresented except by himself and ad-
mitted the conviction, etc., but denied that he was guilty. The view of
the commissioners elected to try him appeared to be that while they
could not go behind the record shown by the cerfified copy introduced in
evidence yet if there was anything that could be shown in Bob's favor
which might reduce the penalty, they desired to hear the same and lsater
the deliberations were corntinued for the purpose of communicating with
you and others mentioned by Bob.

Bob claimed that the entire matter was a frame up; that Brite said
to Hillhouse, to you, to Moore, and to others, words to this effect,
"Bok knew nothing about the still being there, he had nothing to do with
it, the still belonged to me alone and not to him." We wish to know the
facts concerning this statement.

Knowing you as we do, we all feel that you exerted yourself to
ascertsin and use everything in Bob's favor, but if there is anything that
you consider should have been admitted but which was excluded, we would
appreciate hearing from you. When asked why he did not bring before the
commission some of the people whom he claimed could testify in his
behalf, he stated that he was broke and could not afford to pay a lot of
men a hundred dollars & day to come to Elko. He admitted that he had
not asked any of them to come or to write in his behalf.

I take the view that the juigment of conviction, whether right or
wrong, must stand; that if the commissioners should exonerate him they
should expect and be prepared to present to the Grand Lodge competent
evidence for so doing and sufficient to maintain their position should
Elko Lodge be cited to show cause why its charter should not be revoked;
but there may be material facts which could be adduced to show that the
penalty to he meeted out to Bob by the lodgs should be less severe than
expulsion. Please write me fully so that I amy have your letter prior
to the evening of July 6th, 1925.

Very truly yours,
Otto T. Williams
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| CLASS OF SERVICE DESIRED

Telegram

Day Letier »
Chesk -

* Night Message

Night Lettor
Patrons should mark an X oppo-
site the class of service desirad;

 {OTHERWISE THE MESSAGE
WILL BE TRANSMITTED AS A NEWCOMBE CARLTON, PRESIDENT GEORGE W. E. ATKINS, FIRST VICE-PRESIDENT

Time Flied

FULL-RATE TELEGRAM

Send the following message, subject to the terms
on back hereof, which are hereby agreed to

* Reno New, July 7, 1925

Otto T. Williams
itke
Nevads

¥our letter of the first just ?eceive& what Bob told you about Brite
s 1s,truefam writing fully think lodge should reconsider.,

B. P, CURIER.
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 MILTON B. BADT, W. M. E W. R. COMISH, SEC’Y

£lko Lodge No. 15, ¥ & A. M.

Elkn, N Bﬁaha
July 8th 1925,

8 Hobert ¥.Raine.
Palissnde. bHevads.

pear Uirie

At the ad journed vecting of the Comrissioners
keld at the xasonic Hall, dondsy evening July 6th 1925
© you were found **Cuiliy'', of Ympssonic vonduot, according
%o the charges brouzhi azainst you, with whieh you sre
Yepiliar.

Zhe “entonce was that you be indefinetly
suspended Lrow sll the rishts and priveleges sf #yee
SRE0NRTY. ,

£ 1 was instructed to indors yom of this fscte

__ uiven under ry hand and the “eal of tke Lodge
this date July 8th 1930,
Yoy iruly yourt.

decy 51ko lLodgze HO 15 F.feh.Es




MiLTON B.BADT & JaAMES DYSART
ATTORNEYS AT LLAw
PIONEER BUILDING
ELkxOo, NEvAaDA

July 11, 1925.

W. R. Comish, Eesqg.,

Secretary,

#lko Todge No. 15, ¥F. & A. 4,
H1ko, Nevada.

RE ROBERT F. RAINE

Dear Brother Comish:

T beg to hand you herewith original letter of July

8, 1925, from Brother B. F. Curler to Brother Otto

T. Williams, P. M., one of the commissioners who heard
the charges against above. Will you please attach this

letter, together with the enclosed letter to your orig-
"inal record in this matter and prepare the necessgary
copies to be attached to the copy of the record that
will go up to the Grand Lodge.

he Grand Iodge will of course note the fact that all

f this correspondence came in after the verdict and
ecigion of the commissioners, but I deem it proper

that the correspondence go up with the rest of the record.
In view of the fact that the sentence imposed was in-
definite suspension, these letters nay have some particu-
lar bearing in the event of some future application for
reingtatement or restoration.

o0 3

Fraternally your”

g A

1l ence.




Reno, Nevada,
July 8, 1925,

Otto T. Williams, Esq.,
Attorney at Law, '
Eiko, - i

Nevada.,

My dear Otto:-

Your letter dated the first of July with
reference to the Bob Raines matter was delivered to me at
noon today. I 40 not understand the delay, unless it is =
part of the misfortune of Bob.

I went over to the jail to see Bob the next
morning after he was arrested and brought to Reno. The
officers had given him the third degree all night, and he:
was in a very precarious physical condition. He had suf-
fered a complete collapse, and was vomiting and wrekehing
80 violently that they had to get two doctors for him.
Brite was in the eell with him, and I asked Bob what had
happened and who was responsible for the still that they
had discovered on his ranch. Brite immediately spoke up
and said he (Brite) was responsible for the whole condi-
tion. That he was afraid Bob was going to die, and if he
did it would be his fault. He (Brite) then told me that
Bob did not have anything to do with the still, and did
not know that he (Brite) had a still on his land until
the 14th day of December. That Bob was away from home most
of theintime, and that when he r eturned on several oceasions
he found the Indians drunk., That he (Bob) asked Brite where
they got liguor, and Brite told him he 4id not know. That
Bob accused Brite of having a still on the ranch, but that
Brite denied to Bob that he had a still on the ranch, but
that he did finally admit to Bob that he had a still, but
t0l1d him that it was &t seme springs up in the mountains,
That Bob told him that he had better cut ¢hat out, that he
(Bob) had enough trouble with the Government, and he did
not want Brite to be bringing any liquor on to his ranch.
That Bob went away for a few days, and when he came baek
again, which was on the 12th or 13th, the Indians were
again drunk., That on the morning of the 14th Bob asked
Brite to drive him to Palisade, as he was coming to Reno
to attend the stockmen's convention in Reno. That on the
way to Palisade Bob again jumped him about bringing liguor
on the place, and he finally admitted to Bob that he had
a 8till in the willows on the creek on Bob's ranch about
a half a mile from the house. That Bob was very angry and
told him to go right back and get that still "to hell off of
his ranch" and that Bob wanted him and his family to get
Off of the ranch at once. That Brite finally persuaded Bob
%o let him and his family stay on the ranch until spring, and




Page 2. Otto T. Williams, Esqg,, 78-1925.

that he promised Bob that he would destroy the still at once.
Brite told me that he did not destroy the still because he was
running a bateh of ligquor, and expected to finish it before
Bob got back. That Bob got back from Reno on the night of
the 18th, and that on the 19th he received the telephone
message from Rand; then he came in and woke him up and
asked him if he had taken the still off of the ranch. That
Brite admitted that he had not, and that Bob then ordered
him to go down and destroy the still at once, telling him-
that he had received a message that the Government officers
would be there by daylight in the morning., That Brite re-
fused to go down unless Bob went with him. Bob finally a-
greed to go, and that Brite then insisted that Bob take a.
‘gunt® with him.

That when they got down there he went down to the
8till and immediately after the shooting commenced,

I asked Brite where he got the materials to make
the liquor, and he t0ld me that he stode it from Bob, both the
sugar and corn, That Bob had laid in a bunch of sugar for
‘the winter, and that he had bought the corn to feed to the
hogs, and that he stole the materials from Bob. He repeated-
ly made the statement thatmBob did not have anything to do
with the still or with the ligquor, and did not know until
the 14th that he was manufacturing liquor on Bob's ranch.

Brite repeated this statement to Milt Moore in
my presence on two occasions, and he also made the same
statement in the presence of Jim Boyd and Milt Moore, and
Jim Boyd testified both at Eureka and before the Federsl
Court to the statement that Brite made to him. Neither
"Milt Moore nor myself took the stasnd, as we did not feel
‘that we would be justifieé in testifying because we were at
one time in a sense Brite's attorney, particularly Moore.

I was not present at the 1nterview between. Hill-
house and Brite, but I understand that Brite repeatedly made
the same statements to Hillhouse. Brite made the same state-
ment to me on more than one occasion in Eureka before he
concluded to turn State's evidence against Bob,

~Bob from the very beginning contended that the
facts as detailed by Brite were absolutely true, and that
he did not have anything to do with that still, or any of
the liquor that was manufactured on his place; and knew
nothing about the existence of the still on his place un-
til the 14th of December.

You will remember that they charged Bob with mur-
der in Eureka, and that I conclusively proved that Bob did
not shoot Carter, but that Harry Webb shot him, and the jury
s0 decided. They charged Bob with conspirasey to violate the
Prohibition Law, with the selling of intoxiecating liquor, wi th




Page 3 Otto T. Williams, Esq, 7/8/1925,

the possession of materials designed for the manufacture of
liquor, and with the manufacture of intoxicating liquor,

The Jury acquitted him of the charge of conspiracy. They also
acquitted him of the charge of selling liquor. They convict-
ed him of the possession of material designed for the manufac-
ture of intoxicating liguor, and with the manufacture of in-
toxiecating liquor. The verdict of the jury was a compromise
verdiet. The jury itself was a hand picked jury. The Court
at Carson had run for three weeks, and Judge PFarrington
ordered discharged from the Jury every man that up to that
time had even argued in the jury room for the acquittal of
any person charged with a violation of the Prohibition Law

to say nothing of discharging all of them who had voted at
any time for an aecquittal in a Prohibition Case. There were
three men only left on the panel who had not been called on

a jury, and those three men voted for an acquittal up to the
time that they compromised on the verdiet. The other nine
men are regularly selected jurors, and not one of them has
ever been known to vote for an acquittal in Judge Farring-
ton's Court, that is the reason why they were left on the
panel.

Bob Raines is no angel, that is true. But in
my Jjudgment our Lodge contains a large number of brothers
who have violated directly or indirectly the Prohibition Law,
not once, but many times, for under the law, as you well know,
a man who purchases liguor and uses it is guilty of a violation
of the Prohibitiom Law.

It is true that the jury convicted Bob of a viola-
tion of the Prohibition Law, but the evidence was not suffi-
cient for such a conviction, and I am firmly convinced, and
I think I ought to know, that Bob was not guilty of the of-
fense for which he was tried and convieted, and I do believe,
that if the Lodge has taken adverse action in regard to Bob's
case, they ought to reconsider the matter and modify the pun-
ishment as far as they consistently can.

In the event the Grand Lodge calls the matter for
question, I am willing to testify before the Grand Lodge, and
I will get other witnesses to testify regarding the statements
and conversations made by Brite.

If I were convinced that Bob was guilty of the
offense charged again him, and for which he was convieted, or
if I felt that he was for any reason not a fit person to be a
member of the Order, I would not have written this letter, and
I would not be willing to Justify him before the eyes of the
order,




Otto T. Williams, v/8/1925.

I have no critiecism whatever to make against
the SBrothers who preferred the charge, for the reason that
I am convinced that they were acting in good faith, and
that Bob's conviection of a misdemeanor was a justification
for the presentation of the charge, but I am further con-
vinced, that if the Committee were in possession of all of
the facts, they would hesitate to condemn Bob on the charges
preferred. - ’

With kindest fraternal feeling for the Committee
and the Lodge, I am,

Very truly yours,

. S ):/; 7\

6w




Qtto T. Williams, Esq.,

Attorney at Law,

ELKO,

Elko County. - Nevada.
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