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months onoil each of the tatt three
fountaicoun tai ne month on the fourth and
PAY 4 ne of on each count anttand
the ccosts aniland stand committed until
the fine and costs are paid

TRIAL OF C JENSEN

JURYJUBY RENDER A VERDICT OF
GUILTY

the case of the united states vs
crlcarl jebsen was tried in the third
districtDi bourt this afternoon the

in this easecase charges unlaw-
fulfu cohabitation with betsey jensen
sudand anna jacobsen there were five
counts from sept 1 1883 to dec 81

1883 aanjaell1 1884 to junejane 30 1884 july
atoto dec 81 1884 jan 1 IM to

alyjuly ii 1445 july 1 1885 to dec 31
1885 jan 1 1886 to july 1 1886
thefollowing jury was impaneled

gonye borrlsonMorrMor lsonrilon james winchester
8 C underhill georgegeoree mullett louis
bamberger alfred thompson S C
pancakepin dake BR P martin J B 1 wilson
albert fischer joseph foster JELR M
bynonRyn oft

annaAhna jacobsen jensen was called
abe testified that she wass married to
tuethe defendant in 1881 since which time
hlhis first wife had not lived himgeeftevv had mutually agreed to separate
abd hl bad not lived with her since
or recognized her as hisbis wife he haabad
lived wwithith the06 witness during the
period named in theithe indictment

magnus olsen corroborated the first
watne s testimony he had seen de-
fendant going to betteysBet house taking
idoa and other supplies about once
in three months

mr dickson asked that the last
councountt be dismissed and announced
that mil case waswag finished

mr rawlinsballins asked that the in-
struct the jury that the law did not
presume more than one cohabitation
where he had separated from the first
wifeeife that under the circumstances of
this case there could be only one of
lense

mr dickson opposed this view of the
1 1case I1 I1 1 1

the court refused to charge the jury
9 requested and a verdict of guilty

voswas rendered on four counts
sentence will be papassedased thursday

oct 30

SENT TO THE PEN

JT VW GALBRAITH TRIED TO FOLLOW
Jp WK OF0B THE DISTRICT

i BUT GETS TUBTHIS FULL PEN
avelt JUST SAME

Isij the third district court this
morning woiwin W galbraithGalbraitI1 li was ar

on an indictment containing
one count and charging him with un-
lawful cohabitation with hisbis three
wives A plea of guilty was entered to
the accusation

court are youyon ready to receive
lodgmentjudgment or do you wish some time

mr galbraith 1I may lust as well be
sentenced now

Vcourtourt well ill give you the same
0opportunity that I1 jivegive to others 1thebe
0offenseVinse you are charged with consists
of a series of acts extended over a
longlone period of time and your conduct
has been unlawful I1 do not know the
particulars of your case the courtbourl
wishes to know whether you propose
to obey the law or intend to violate it
I1 therefore ask you whether you pro-
pose to continue to break the law or to
obey it in the ffuture 4

mr galbraith your honor I1 am a
member of the church of jesus christ
otof latter day saints I1 have tried to
doao my ddutat honestly to my country and
raymy family 1I have watchedthe rulings
of the cottcourts and cannot consistently
make the required promise I1 have
tried to follow your honorhonorss rulings
and find that it is impossible for me to
conform thereto

court have youyon been levim with
conr lawful wife

mr galbraith not iau theotimethe time I1
understood from this court that a man
could live with which wife he chose
if he only lived with one I1 then went
to weber county and lived with my
thirdhird wife when the ruling in ttw12

snow case was given I1 changed and
went with my lawful wife this
waaiwas las tspring

mr DdacksonI1 UL yoyontk say you lived with
yourjour third wife

mr galbraith yes sirsin
mr dickson has not your wife a

child about two months old
mr galbraith yes sir
court yon stated youyon hadbad lived

with your third wife and then with
lour first yet your second wife haslahasa
yeung child Is itnyyoursours

mr galbraith yes sir but I1 have
notmot made my domeaume there

court that isia not necessary
mr Galygalbraithralth that is my ignorance
court do you propose to obey the

baw in the futfuturesfutureareasas interpreted by the
courts and live with your lawful wife
alone

mr galbraith under the rulings
thatmt have been made 1I dont think 1I
tancan your honor and satisfy my con
ciancecience
court well you will be sentenced

I1 to sixeix months imprisonment in the pen-
itentiary and to pay a fine of and
thehe costs of the prosecution and stand
committed until the fine andadd costs are
paid

coughs and colds gejiraH
tiptoe to stay outbut the use of red star
cough vurecure drives themhem
way irtle prompt sure

THE HIGGINS TRIAL

THE FROU

HIS ANDAM LIVED

WITH ONE

binic iury A VERDICT OF
GUILTY JUST THE SAME

todayto day the case olof the united
vaTO james higginsHiegins of west jordan
came third Distdistrictrift court
the indictment charges the defendant
with uniaw fully cohabitcohabitingipg idith his
two wives mahela B higgins and
mary a higginsfliggins and containscon five
counts embracing thehe following
periods september 1 1883 to march
SL11881884A april 1 1884 1 q may 31 IM
june 1 1885 to december 91 1885
jati 1 1886 to july 31

the following jurors were called
george J M harvey joseph
foreman W mcray BR WCW cranerane
wells darkclark thomas davis charles

ells edward berry frank memc
laughlina I1 L osborne and E M
bynon I1 I1

joseph foreman thomas davisdavia and
E Mmaynonbarion were peremptorily chal-
lenged by the defense

bowman cannon joseph fosterfester and
M dusseldorf were called to fill the
vacancies and accepted

mary foreman higgins was the first
witness and testified 1 was married
to the defendant 12 or 13 years agogo in
this city have lived since sept ast1st
1883 at west jordan hishouse I1I1
have not been away from home any
length of time duding that period I1
know mahela B higgins she has lived

i at west jordan not in the same house
with me 5 thehousesbouses are but a few feet
apart we lived in the same house a
few weeks when I1 was first married
the defendant has lived in the brick
house since sept 1 1888 he was away
from home from january of this year
until some time in july I1 think I1 do
not know where hebe was we separated
about four years ago he has not been
to stop in my house since he used to

a portion of the time be-
fore the separation I1edidididdid not say to
the grand jjuryary that this continued until
a year ago I1 told them four or five
years ago this was a few months BROago
mr dickson read from the grand jury

i notes and the witness dewieddenied mak-
ingin- tthetie statements therein contained
I1 have supported myself the
cause of the separation was the pass-
age of the edmunds bill hebe has not
visitvisitededmeme as his wife since then he
may have been in the house several
times I1 was sick on one or two occa-
sions and he inquired after mymv health
I1 have taken meals in his other housebouse
my relations with his other wife are
gleapleasantsant I1 visit her could not say
howw oftenof ten it might be once a month
I1 have taken dinner there a few times
the defenddefendantantuwasas at work may have
seen him there but do not

I1 know I1 have been there in
the evening a few times but
very seldom I1 do not know whether
defendant was there ornot he may
have been there on some occasionsmay
there has been a change in our rela-
tions neither mrs higginsbiggins nor myself
have had anyoany childrenhildren oyby the defend-
ant during the past three years the
defendant came to my housegobouse to inquire
after my health this was when I1 was
sick 1I1 was quite ill two or three times
my henith is not very good 11 do not
remember the dates when I1 waswa sick
it was 1Iin the summer time I1 dont
think defendant was in my house in
1885 do not remember hisbis coming there 1

1884 or 18861880 he may have been there in
1883 1I do not remember any occasion
1I kenov he called when I1 was

the cross examination ofodthethe wit-
ness by mr dickson was objected to
by the defeodefense seandand the former declared
that he exercised as much patience as
he could

the court instructed the witness to
state onlyoaly facts chich she could recol-
lect

witnesswitness to mr dickson I1 was sick
in 1885 I1 remember that the defend-
ant calledcaled at the house during that
year hohe mayinky have called when I1 was
not sick

mr dickson in ILa severe tone com-
manded the witness to look at himbur
the defense insisted that she could
look in what direction she pleased so
lonlong as she answered his questionsquestionsi

witnessesp to mr dackson the de-
fendant may havehilve been bf my house
during the past three years when I1
was not ill he has not been there a
dozen times there may have beenabeen six
monthsmonths between his visits I1 herehave not
sustainedstained the relation of wife to him at
tinyany time during the last three years

mr dickson held a short
tion with Ddeputyuty marshal smithySmithia andnd
then called tmwin dowden lo10

mr doden tetestifiedstifled I1 knoklao mr
and his two wives iliveI1 live

about halt ila wilemile from them I1 dont
o to their houslehouse copee a month I1 have0en to hitrys house perhaps once a

year I1 have been twice the
past mouthmonth may have been therethereininP
1885 have not seen defendant
inia her housebouse for several years
never saw him there lain 1885
do not remember seeing him in
1884 1 have only been there in
thresthreshingaln timethae I1 dont
ing him there in 1884intdeputy marshal smith was sworn

I arrested the defendant 1

kieI1 was in toethe field when he sawset us
I1

coming he hidbid inthein the grass I1 found him
and to k him to his house there are
two rooms Mm marys house I1 think
there are three in the other both
houses are under the same roof

witness to mr richards one house
Is of brick the other frame I1 think it I1

is one buildingbuibuildinglaing there is laa space berbej1
ttween the roof covers toe space theithe I1I1

passagewaypassage way is covered with part of
the roof

mr dickson announced that the
prosecution rested

james winchester was called for the
defense and testified I1 know the de-
fendantsfend ants houses they were built sep-
aratelyara tely the log one first the brick
house waswag built five or six years after
four or five teetfeet distant the alleyway
was also roofed over

witness to mr dickson the alley-
way was covered after the roof waswaa
put on the new building

mr winchester was then called for
the prosecution the defense objected
to the reopening of the case objec-
tion overruled witness tetestifiedstifled I1
am acquaireacquaacquaintediMeep

with defenddefendantint and his
wives I1 live quarter of a mile distant
1I was attheat the housebouse last fallfail the de-
fendant and both wives were luin the
brick house when I1 called I1

the case was then submitted to the
jury without argument

On motion of mr dickson the fifth
count in th indictment was dis-
missed

the court charged the jury that if
the defendant associated with his plu-
ral wife as a wiferifea a verdict of guilty
should be rendered if the circum-
stances horebore a semblance of the asso-
ciation being inthe marriage relation
the verdict should be gulguiltyity he must
be acquitted anleunlessss proven guilty be-
yond a reasonreasonableadale doubt

the jury then retired and the court
took a4 recess until 2rpmp m

at that hour the jury returned and
gave a verdictaverdick of guilty on all four
counts

thursday september 300 was named
as the day forfoe passing sentence
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the 11 the last num-
ber olof the womanscomans exponentfx contains
some linefine articles among them are

decline of populationamonin ruralural mas-
sachusetts I1 esy on utah and a
number of communications the
number is a good one

burned J A marchant
writing iromfrom geoa summit county
says that on the dinst a little son
of G J marchant set fire to itshia
fathers bay stack in a few moments
a crowd of women and girls had gath-
ered at the orefire with buckets and ttheyboy
soon extinguished the flames the
damage was not great

wanted informs
tionflon is desired that will lead to
knowledge of the whereabouts of misseva elizabeth almkuistAlm guist who came
with the last companykompany of immigrants
from sweden she is about ten years
of age the last heardbeard of her she
cassedpassed south on the Uutahtall

central railroad the information will
be thankfully receivedrefelved by john grgreeneen
of fountain aiereen sanpete county
etab

the jones Irreseder case in the
third district court todayto day arthur
brown counsel for N V jones and
frank asked that an order be
wademade bj the court directing marshal
dyer to oringging Tresedgr in from the
penitentpenitentiaryig y and permit him to consult
witowith hiibis defendantcodefendantco

mr dickson objected to allowing
Tresedek to conversecooveroe with jones with-
out the officer being present

the court said gyan order would be
made to have brought in and
allowed to consult withith his counsel
but he coald not permitermit any conversa-
tion wah jonesj without an officer being
presentpresedt

mrmcbrownbrown tookook an exception to this
order remarking that isin the first
timed ever heard of ILa case where two
defendants wOy Were jointly indicted
were refused ththe opportunitytv of
cconsulting together withwit their coun

searching idifor president taylor
about seven this morningcoining
Mameal Dydyererandand a couple of his
deputiesd 1 ties visited the gardogarao house
Ttheat marmarshal stationed himself inside
the building close to the door while
one of his aids guarded the rear
deputy smith then made a careful
searchpearch otof the haute entering every
apartment from roof tot0 cellar looking
intoahto every nook corner cupboard
under bebedss and every place in14 which itic
was possible forteefor the smallest human
fromfroma a boy to a full grown 1manau to
be see rahetecketed president johnjobn taylor
was the object of solicitude 0

but scarscarcelycely needful to state that
he was not found the officers were
quite gentlemanly in their deportment

shortly before the same hour the
residence of mrs M barratt in
the ward was visited by four
deputies and subjected to a simi-
lar process this search was alsoaiso
concuconductedacted in the hope of finding presi-
dent taylortylor thisthid search was like-
wise fufutiletild

T VF 9 MOUTON

puaa GUTYGUILTY TO AN indictment
WITH COUNT

I1

the first case called in the third
district court todayto day was that of the
united statesstated vs thomas FF H mor-
ton olof salt lake city the indictment
charged the defendant with living
from october 1882 to january 1stast
1884 with hisbis wives mary A mortonmorion
and julia bonnelly mortonmorion contrary
to the provisions of the edmunds law

in answer t the questionquee tion of the
clerk what is your plea to
nantment mr morton replied if it please
the court I1 plead guilty

courtrcourt you have two days before
passing judgment it you wish or do
you desire to be neutensentencedced now

mr morton if the court please I1
would like sentence deferred to the
first of next month

court well let it be fixed for a
week from tomorrowto morrow oct 1stast

ONE YEAR IN THE PEN 31

THAT IS THISTHE SENTENCE JAMES DUNN
GETS IN ADDITION TO

FINE AND COSTS

two this afternoon was the
hour set for passing j judgmentaugment on james
durmod tooelethoele who pleaded guilty
to a three count indictment charging
him with unlawful cohabitation

mr dunnduna was called and the
court said you have pleaded guilty
to the offense of unlawful cohabitationcohabitaton
and todayto day was the date fixed for sen-
tence

mr dunn yestes sir
court Is it your intention to obey

the law in the future
mr dunn your honor I1 would

rather not make any promises 1 leavebleave
it to the mercy of the court

court the court has no right to as-
sume that you will obey the law un-
less youyon say you will

mr dickson your honor I1 desire
to say that captain greenman informs
me that at no time has the
defendant thrown any obstacle in the
way of the prosecution by concealing
evidence or in any other way when
he was wanted he was notified and
came

in view of the fact that you have not
sought to evade the consequences of
your conduct you are entitled to some
consideration I1 regret that you will
not say you will obey the law whichall
good citizens should do in view of
the circumstances I1 will fix your term
of confinement at six months on the
first count and three months on each of
the othow two counts you will pay a
fluefine of TW on each count and the
costs of prosecution and stand com-
mitted until the fine and costs are paid
your entire term of01 imprisonment will
be 12 months and the total fine and
costs

mr dunn thank youtou

THE SECOND TRIAL

THE DEAN CASE AGAIN BEFORE THE
COURT

tine case of the united states vs
josJOB hdean was taken up in toethe third
district court this afternoon ORon the
former trial the jury disagreed stand-
ing four for acquittal and eight for
conviction

the following jurorsj brors were called
E M bynon louis bamberger 8

E underhill geo MorrMorri laonaon M dus
geldorfsel dorf R P martin alfred thomp-
son geo mullett jas winchester
albert fischer I1 S C pancakePaneake J B
W ileone
louis bamberger was challenged and

excused
S C pancake andandeE M byon were

peremptorily challenged by the de
tense

jos foster geo and J M
harvey were called

geo was peremptorily chal-
lenged by the defense

jaseph foreman was called and took
his place in the box he was onOB the
grand jury which indicted the defend-
ant and was excused

wm mcray was accepted complet-
ing the jury

the indictment charges the defend-
ant withwilh unlawful cohabitation with

saraharab A dean and florence ridges I1i

dean as his wives from january 1 i

to april 1 1886
mrs sarah A dean was the first

witness called
the defense objected to her test i

mony because she was defendants
lawful wife objection overruled

witness to mr dickson 1I lived in
tthehe ward salt lake city from
january it tto0 aprilAprill ast1stst 1886 1I was
married to the defendent 10 years ago
during the three months named my
husband has lived with me florence
ridges has lived at my house fhebhe
came in june or july 1885
and left about the first of lse
I1 saw tierher last in february 1886
when she remained at my house two
or three daysdavs she visited my house
before she cimecame to10 live there I1 never
returned the calls my husband left
home in june 1885 and went to cache j

county hebe went one day and returned j

the next I1 have not heardbeard of the
whereabouts of florence ridges since
I1 saw her iaki february

to mr rawlins my husband went I1

to attend to business for hisbis father
to mr dickson I1 have not

known pfaf his going away on
business for his father before he said
nothing about temple work
to mr rawlins florence rlridgesadges

lived at my house and assisted in
dressmaking that was her business I1
employed her

to mrr dickson I1 suggested the em-
ployment she received one half of
the gross proceeds she boarded andancl
lodged in theithe house there wawas
no charge for room or board I1
she did most of the dressmaking I1 do
not know how much a monta we
earned it was perhaps between 2020
and 30 1I did not consult my husband
about thecue arrangement during the ten
years of my marriage I1 do not remem-
ber florence ridges being in my house
before aw1886 I1 was at her nomehome several
yyearsears aagog

mrs Aagathadiatha ridges testified flor-
ence

flo-ree ridges is my daughter she was
19 last december she is above
medium height welgie about 1201i

pounds blonde complexion large igrown
brown eyes has a mole on her neckneck

not more than an eighth of anal inch
across she made a visit to logan injune 1885 tadjad no relatives thure

t sae was gone several days i she had
never been there before or since alie
lived at home before that timelime she
had studied dressmakingdreas making for severalyears but had not gouegone out as we took
in work she went to mrr deansabout a week after she returned from
logan and remained until about jan
1 she came to my house and stayed a
day or two next went to mrs woods
in davis county in february she made
another visit home and returned to I1

mrs woods I1 last baw her at my
house in june of this year when she
remained one day

the trial was in progress when we
went to press

THE VU S VS JAMES EARD-
LEY

TRIAL FORFOB UNLAWFUL cohabitation
NOKO EVIDENCE AG THE

DEFENDANT

the ciric attorney interposes
and obtains a verdict ofnotmot Cluiguiltyliy

todayto day the case of the unitedignited states
vs james eardley of this city was
tried in the third district court the
indictment alleged that from dec 1
1882 to april 1 1884 the defendant
lived with his wives G and
martha priest eardley in salt lake
county

the defendant was arraigned and
entered a plea of not guilty the
names of the witnesses were thinthen
called the alleged second wife martha
priest eardley failingfading to re

after some little time was spent by
mr dickson in looking for papers in
the case he announced to the court
that liehe beitfelt sure the witness had been
arrested and placed under bonds for
her appearance he hadbad found the
warrant of arrest but could not find
the subpoena which was servedseivel or the
bonds that hadbad been idledfiled deputy
smith remembered making the arrestanest
and clerk mcmillan had a distinctdistiect re-
collection of a bond having been given
and that a man namednam td wayman hadbad
been one of the suretieseureties mr dickson
believed the amount of the bond was

theine name of the witness was
then called three times and there be-
ing no answer the district attorney
saiddaid 1I ask that the bond be declared
forfeit the court issued an order
foralforfeitingbiting the mythical bond

after another delay mr dickson an-
nounced hisbis readiness to proceed withthe case and the followingfolio wine jurors were
called bobowmanaman cannon RWR W crane
frank mclaughlin wmwin meraymckay ed-
ward berry joseph foreman charrescharlesJ M harvey thomas davisgeorge wells cark joseph
foster

J M harvey thomas davis andjojosephse h foreman were peremptorily
cchallengedhamen ge d by the defense

J B wilson R P martin and S C
pancake were then called and accept-
ed

james W eardley was the first wit-
ness he testified I1 am the defen-
dants son inmyy mothers name is zur
viah she livesilves at main street I1
have not lived at home for six or seven

t years mother has seven living child-
ren five off whom live with herhei now
theyanthey ierg also defendants children I1have heard my father speak of hishia
marriage with my mother dduringaring the
time named la the indictment I1 often
visited fathers house that was be-
fore hebe went away he was absentabout two years I1 have knownknowii martha
priest about ten years during thetime named in the indictment
she lived about a block from my
mothers she has four children the
eldest ten the youngest five or six
years old I1 have not seenbeen the youngest
child for about six months he was in
my mothers store 5 I1 nenever aw any of
marthas childrenchildredchil dreu at my fathers
house but have seen tthemhem at the store
I1 have been to marthas house butnever saw my father there I1 have notnor
visited her house for three or four
years I1 never west there at my
fathers request marthas children
bear the family name of eardley my
father lived at home do abot know of
his living a part of his time elsewhere
have never heard him call martha
his wife I1 do not know whether or
not ahe paid for the goods she pur-
chased in the store I1 never heard hertalked of in the family asaa the defen-
dants pluralplural wile she was called
marthemartha I1 remember having seen
martha in mothers house three or four
years agoa D

mr icksondicksonE was martha under-
stood in your fathers family to be his
wife

objected to by the defense for therereason that no act of recognition was
asked for Oyeroverruledruled

witness to mr dickson there was
nothing further than imagination we
knew nothing of itmr dickson do you recognize mar-
thas child johnnie as your half
brother

objected to objectionOb jestion sustained
witness to mr dickon I1 dont

know that he is I1 aint know whether
her other children are raymy halfbalf brothersorothera
slidand sisters or not the defendant hsis
my fatherlrmr dickson hav do you know
that I1

witness he told me so nobody
told me johnnie eardley was my
fathers son I1 never beard marthamaitha
spoken of asaa my faunfaili is wileaile I1 do
notdot know whether or01 aulajol she
is reputed among the neighbors
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