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LOCAL NEWS.
FROM TUESDAY’S DAILY. APRIL 28,

Another Arr; t.—A deputy mar-
shal by the rame of Collins this morn-
ing made his appearance at the Juve-
pite Instruetor otfice, and there served
4 warrant upon Abrabam H. Cannon,
citing him to appear betore Commis-
sioner McKay aud give bonds for his
appearance for trial when wanted, he
having been indicted on- the 10th inst.,
on a charge of unlawful cohabitation.
Onappearing before the Commissioner,
that 1anctionary named $1,500 as the
amount of security required, and ac-
cepted John C. Cutler and N, V. Jones
as sureties.

Burned.—Shoruy before 3 o'clock
this morning tue saloon belongiug 1o
Mr. H. Buuring, at. ithe coruer of

Second Soath and Fifth West Streets,
opposite the D. &R, G. W. depot, was
discovered to be ou fire, and tue alarm
viven. 1ae flre brigade were soon at
the place, but there was a considerable
delay 1n getting toe water on the build-
g, 4s euough hose was not brought
Gowu. Toe fire started on the euast
side of the structure, and is supposed
10 lave Deen the wolK Of an inceadiary.
Sowe of the men who burse open nhe
doors treely assert thatcoal oil or some
other mfammable fluid bad been
poured on tne floors, S0 that when tue
fire got from one room into another,
tie whole room would be in flames al-
iwoSt insiantly. A billiard table and
Iwo chialrs were the only ariicles saved.
It was fortunate that the wind bplew
the flawes Loward the street, as other-
wise adjoining buildings would have
heen consained. ‘I'he total loss will
amount Lo avout $4,000, The piace was
igsured 1or 39,000,

-

ONE OF THE UNEXPURGATED

MAKES AN INDECENT ASSAULT.

Having learned a rumor reflecting
upull the character of one of tae pres-
et jurymen of the Third District
voure, & representatiye of the News
Wis morning had an interview with
Mr. Clarence Merrill, of this city, to
obtaln the facts in Lhe case,

Mr. Merrid admitted that 3 man by
e nawme of A. M. Jonnson had vecn
ooarding at his house 1or a number ot
months, and that he had reasons jor
Eunuvmg him to be a lecherous scoun-
rel. |
Briefly told, the statement of Mr.
Merrill was to the effect that somne
lays since. when he wade acall for
Nis fawily to assemble for their
evening  devotions, there seemed
W be sunnusual delay about two of bis
dughrers, aged respectively 15 and 13
yeurs, respouding. reeling a little net-
ied at it, be calied rather snarpiy for
Wliem and then sent one of his boys w
dscerlaln - where they were. Soon
afterwards the girls appeared, lovking
steally confused, and were cbided by
LUELr parent for their absence, the rea-
SO0 lor woich they did not explain. No
butice was alterwarns taken of the cir-
Culiistance, and 1 would soon bave
beel lurgotten DY Lhe parents had tuey
NOL Jeurned o lew days subseqguently
rom a relative 1o whomn the two girls
coulided their story, that the reason
ol tbelr detention was that Mr, John-
son, the boarder, had attempted to take
linproper liberties with them, the oluer
one, Lirsty and afterwards, when she
VIVAC away from bio, with her sister,
aud Lhat o the latter case he only de-
sisted when her father’s voice was
heard calling her, L'he teelings of the
parcuis on ledining 1or the urss time
yesterday of whis diabolical attempt,
ulid having 1t Coulinmned by questioniny
lie zirls personally, can be 10ore exsily
nagined chau described. Toeir indig-
HASTEN
would have accomplished, if he could
bave dowe, Lbeir daughters’ ruin, is
ouly equalied by their wpanktulness at
s haviug been folled iy nis vile p ur-
pOsEe,

Salt Lake Jity, Wednesday, May 6, 1885.

Lest he might not see him personally,
Mr. Merrill immediately wrote a note
for s boarder to get, if he, should
call at the house, warninz him to seek
other quarters, but Mr. A. M. John-
son did not put in an appearance atthe

house last night.
The NEws scribe subsequently ob-

the company of a relative concerning

the matter, and her answers to the

questicns propounded to her, though
given in tremualous tohes and in a very
modest manner, were straightforward
and convincing, and corroborated in
every particular the statement made by
her father.

In reply to the query as to whether
Mr.Johnson had since that occasion
ever renewed his vile attempt or spoken
to either of the girls concerning it, the
wirl said that both she und her sister had
avoided him, so that he had really had
ng opportuunity to do so.

g

TRIAL OF ANGUS M. CANNON.

THE JURY COMPLETED—TGC-DAY SPENT
IN WRESTLING WITH LEGAL
QUESTIONS.

At a quarter to five Q’clock last
evening, the Marshal made hig return
of the special venire.

62 James W. Burbidge was called,
and in aaswer Mr. Brown said he
had heard of the case through the pub-

' that the deiendant isa male person.and

towards the miscreant wuo |

lie Press, and had formed an opinion
which was not unqualified; had no
bias for or against the defendant.

Examioned by Mr. Dickson—'\ < ne-
quainted with defendant, and ou .o (onut-
ly terms, but his triendship woull not
1nflnénce his judgment. The opinion
he had formed would not iunterfere
with his verdict as a juror. He was a
member of the Church, in feliowship
and accepted its teachings. Believe
it right for a man to have more than
one wife at a time, Challenged and
excused. :

& Robert Mulhall, had heard and
read of the case, and had formed an
opinion,based on his general view of the
subject, not on the facts, He had no
bias 1n the case.

By Mr. Dickson—IHad been acquaint-
ed with the defendant in business for
about four years. Did not believe it
richt for a man to have more than one
living and nndivorced wife, or to live
illl the practice of unlawful cohabita-
tion.

Mr. Mulhall was sworn. This com-
pleted the panel, which is as follows;

187 Wm. D. Palmer,

111 Peter Clays,

19 Phil Klipple,

109 J. M. Richardson,

81 M. F. Simmons,

65 T. G. M. Smith,

17 C. J. Swmith,

133 Martin Mankin,

69 A. M. Johnson,

191 W. M. Ciark,

59 Thomas Davis,

5 Robert Mulhall.

The jurors summoned on special
venire were discharged from further
attendance,

The clerk then read to the jury the
indictment charging President Cannon
with unlawful cohabitation with
Amanda Cannon, and Clara C. Mason
Cannon, ‘‘contrary to the peace and
dignity of the United States, and the
form of the statute in such case
inade and ipmvided.”

The bailiff who was placed in charge
of the jury was then sworn, as was
also the proprietor of the Valley
House, at which place the jurvmen
were to be furnished lodg-
ings, and the jury were instructed to
hold converse with no one outside of
their number on the subject of the
irial, after which the court adjourned
until 10 o’clock this morning.

The court room was well fillled with
tators at 10 o'clock to-day. After
the calling (of the nawmes of the jurors
Judge McDBride, of defendant’s counsel,
moved to quash the indictment for the
reason that it was insuflicient and de-
fective, in not containing all the ele-

1he NE _ : Glcate to what class the defendant be-
tained an interview with the younger of |
the givis, and questioned her while in |

ments made necessary by the statute,
and not stating that the defendant was :
& thale person. He cited numerous |
authorities in support of his position. |

Prosecuting Attoruey Dickson arzued
that by giving the indictment a reason-
able iaterpretation, it would appear

such a fact need not be specifically set
forth. The allecation of the erime was
sufficientto ~how the intention of the
indictment, Ie also ecited authorities.
Mr. Varian, Assistant Prosecuting
Attorney,argued that the indictment
I:ly described the accused as

suflicien
belonging to the class of persons

acainst which the law is directed. Said
that the poiut could not be raised at

had no reference to the case.
dictment did pot, in any part, refer to
defendant as a male. This objection
was an element of the charge, and this
was the proper time for its introduc-
tion. The use of the name was simply
to identify the person, and did rot in-

iongs. The charge must not be made
inferentially, but, as the law requires,
directly. The ullegatinn of an essen-
tial element of the crime had not been
Inade.

Judge Zane, in his decision, said
that the defense claimed the conduct
charged as a crime did not appear to
be committed by sucha person as made
1t a crime; but the charge, the Court
ruied, indicated with suflicient clear-
ness that the offense was committed
Ly a male, and the name of a person
described that person, and with his
peculiarities. There was 2 rule which
made a distinction among the names of
males and females. The courts in
modern times, relied more on reason
than on technicalities of form. This
court was of opinion that the name
Angus M. Cannon, made it about as
certain that defendant was a male as if
the word was used. The motion was
denied. |

Mr. Dickson addressed the jury,
stating that the prosecution proposed
to show that the defendant had mar-
ried the two wowen alleged in the in-
dlictment; that he had children by
them, the youngest child being five
vears of age; that all dwelt in the same
house, the plan of which he described.
It was not intended to prove actual
stxual intercouse, but to show that if a
man lived in the same house with two
women whom he bad admitted to be
his wives, that would constitute the
offence of unlawiul cohabitation under
the law. -

Mrs. Clara C. Cannon was called as
tae first witness, but Judge Bennett
asked that an adjuummenttﬁa had un-
til 2 p. m., as counsel tor.the defense
were deliberating as to whether they
woulid take issue with the principal
point raised in the statement of the
prosecution as to what constituted un-
tawful cohabitation.

The wiinesses in attendance, except
those in the Cannon case, and the ju-

The in-

T

marriage. It was not the intent of
the law ~to strike at sexual sins.
This was left to the local law. Adul-
tery and fornication, and similar
crimes were not the ' class against
which the national legislature was di-
rected. 1t was only when an organized
effort in the direction of plural mar-
riaze was made that the national hand
was extended. The object was to with-
draw from plural marriage the sacred
name of marriage, and Congress left
out all quc<stions concerning sexnal
sins, and the illicit commerce
of the sexes. 1t was the act
of creating the marital status, and
Congress did not stop there. Cohabita-
tion was a consequence of matrvimony.
Matrimonial intercourse was a rational
cousequence of this., This cohabita-
tion zave the opportunity, and the law
was glirected against 1ts consequences.
It was not against adultery, lascivious-
ness, or sexnal crimes; these were left
for local laws. The greater object of
Congress was to throw its safeguard
around the marriage state; it went

farther, the act of marriage might,
through the lapse of time, be-

come barred, but any man who
cohabited with more than one woman
should be gnilty. Congress did not
mean lascivious cohabitation, nor
matrimonial intercouse, bat matri-
monial cehabitation. This meaning
was clearly expressed. The legisla-
tive enactment struck not at lascivious
or lewd cohabitation; it left ghat alone;
it was striking at matrimonial living
and dwelling together. It found rec-
ognition, poiiticaliy, in the law. Liv-
g or dwelling together of man and
womap a8 husband and wife was the
practice at which the law was directed.
The erime was acainst the marriage
state—that was what Congress desired
to correct.

The living together of a man with
more than one woman, as wives, was a
public scandal, repugnant to the moral
sense of the civilized world. The na-
tional legislature had something else
to do than look for sexual vice: they
were looking farther when they passed
the Edmunds law. If it had been
adultery or fornication, those words
would have been used; but, no, it was
*‘cohabitation’’—the living togel;her of

rors outside of those in the jury box,
were excused until 10 a. m. to-mor-
row,

The court togk recess urtil 2 p. m.

On re-assembling at 2 p.m.

married persons. *“Cohabit’” means
dwelling together, in this act, as hus-
band and wife—matrimoniai conabita-
tion. The act was notdirected outside
of the marriage relation. If a man
lives in the same house with 4 woman

, | he calls his wife, where the status was

MRS. CLARA C. CANNON

was called and sworn:

Exawmined by Mr. Dickson—Knew
the uefendant Angas M. Cannon.

Is he a male person?

Ubjected to by Judge Sutherland.

Withdrawn.

Snhe was his wife; was married to
him abeut ten years ago; bhad lived
since then at Salc Lake City, at 246 w
First Souath Street, and now lived
there; the defendant had lived in tae
same house during the past three

| years: she nad one child o1 that war-

riage, born Janoury 11, 1882; two
otuers,born beforethat date,were dead ;
witness occupiled the ground floor, two
rooms on ihe east side, with Kitcnen at
back; there was a hall in the house;
ner rooms were on the east side;
Knew Awanda Cannon; she had lived
in the sawe house, aid had two roows
on west side of hall, and Kitcoen at
back; Amanda, she supposed, was Mr.
Cananon's wife; nad heard Mr.Caonon
speak oOf her as such; she had nine
cuildren, all living at home with her;
Clara’s little enild’ lived with her, anda
Awmanda’s children with their mother;
Mr. Cannon had taken bhis ineals

about one-third of the time with her,

during the first part of this year, every
third day:; about one-third of the Line
with Amanda; took three meals on
week days, and Sunday morning,break-
fast with her, dinner at bdarah’s,
and supper at Amanda’s; there were
tour rooms on the second floor, bed-
rooins, separated by a hall, into which
the rooms opened; Clara had occupied
the bedroom in the northeast corner,
and Amandain the southwest coroer;
defendant occupied the bedroom in the
southeast coruer; Clara’s room aod
Mr. Cannoln’s were on the same side of
the hall.

Cross-exuinined by Judge Bennett—

Gave the names of ber children, turee, |-

created by a ceremony, the rela-
tionship was practically continuwed
by tcohabitation, by living in
the same house, eating at the
same table, and it makes no difference
what the secret conditions are,the'mat-
rimonial cohabitatioa was perfect with-
oat them. There was not a cowmplete
cohabitation in dwelling together
without a marriage. Matrimonial co-
habitation and matrimonial intercourse
were separate and distinct. Matri-
monial intercourse might be broken off

monial cohabitation continuae.

Mr. Varian continued his argument
on this base at some length, citing au-
thorities in support of his position.

He said Congress meant to striker a
blow at matrimonial cohabitation as
man and wife, even where no marriage
ceremony exists, or is proven. Visit-
ing or even staying with for a time was
not cohabitation. It was the habit and
repute of marriage,inot the fact, at
which Congress cirected the law.
was to prévent the holding out that a
man was violating the law of the land,
to the scandal of society, in the babit
and repute of polygamous marriage. It
was a recognition of families not
knvwwn to the law and society, that the
act was designed to prevent,

Judge Sutherland contended that the
question was proper, whether the as-
sertions of the prosecution were cor-
rect or not. The jury could not decide
whether or not there was cohabitation
unless they knew the whole facts. The
prosecution wanted the details of liv-
ing together; the defense wanted to
show how. The jury would decide the
guestion. |
The argument was in progress when
we went to press.

B i e
Deputy Registrars. — The Utah

and two letl 1o her care; her youngest
was three years old last January; thel
orphans and others had lived witn aer |
for the iast flve years; two of them, |
and her eidest and youngest daaghters |
ﬂcﬁupied her bedroom ; there were two i
beds,

Q.—Did that condition continue up |
to 1ast February?

Objected to by Mr. Varian as incom-

peteat, because it would  tend
to establish non - parital
intercourse, and the plag

of the prosecution was hostile to such

this stage of the pioceedings, but
sBould have been made as a special
demurrer. The name stated was that

scription. The name bhad been ac-
cepted by defendantas his nawe woen
he entercd bis plea.

Judge McBride said it was not a
question of mere furm, but of an ele-

ment of the crime, and argued that the
uthorities cited by the prosecution
.

 than one woman, |
of & male, and was a competent de- | of thislaw,was,iuits purpose,to be con- |
At the time of the !

testimony. Tiae defendant was indicted
for unlawiul cohabitav.on with more|
The spirit and intent |

sidered asa whole.
enactiuent the attention of Congress
aud the country had peen atiracted Lo
this Territory, and legislation sought in
that behalf., Certain communities, in
contravention of the moral sense of the
people, had adopted a certain form ot

Commission vesterday appointed the
following deputy registration officers:

CACHE COUNTY.

Thonas Rlowland, L.ogan Precinct.
Aaron De Witt, liyde Park.
James Hadfleld, sinithfleld.
Adam Sandberg, Richmond.
John Anderson, Coveville.
Rasmus Anderson, Lewiston.
Ww. D. Goodwin, Trenton.
Joseph Wood, Clarkston.

Henry Gritfiths, Newton.
Edward Nelson, Bengon. -
Michael Poulson, Peterborough.
Jh:-.-ir].lh Baker, IﬁiEIidDﬂ._, p
samuet P. ilall, Wellsville.
Mark Fletcher, Hyrum.

Win. N. Juskey, Paradise.

Jonn Nelson, jr., Millville.
Henry Fletcher, Providence.

RICH COUNTY.
S. V. Frazier, Woodruff Precinct.

George A. Peart, Randolph,

for various reasons, and yet matri- |-

It |
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W. P. Nebeker, Laketown.
Joshua Eldredge, Meadowville.
Wm. Pead, Garden City.

UINTAH COUNTY.

5. M. Brown, Ashley Precinet.
Joseph Morey, Brown’s Park.

UTAH COUNTY.

Stephen Moyle, Alpine Precinct.

W. G. Higlev, erican Fork.

David Howe, Benjamin.

James P, Clark, Cedar Fort.

Wm. Thomas, Fairfield.

Wm. Price, Goshen.,

James Harwood, Lehi.

Geo. P. W. Stevenson, Lake View.

James 8. McBeth, Payson.

J. M. Ballinger, lllﬂmnt Grove.
ﬁh"rid. Meakin, Pleasant Valley Junc-

on

J. BE. Hills, Provo.

Newel Knight, Provo Bench.

Andras Engherg, Salem.

J. W, Holliday. Santaquin.

J. M. Moore, Spanish Fork.

J. M. Wheeler, Spring Lake.

D. C. Huntington, Springville.

Edward Simons, Thistle.

WASHINGTON COUNTY.

Joseph C. Bentley, St. George.

Samuel Knight. Santa Clara.

Frankhn O. Holt, Gunlock,

Levi N. Harman, Washington.

George Isom, Virgen City.

James P. Terry, kville.

Robt. W. Reese, Duncan’s Retreat,

.g;:mes Eé, I;iacae, Neg Ha.rmqﬂy.
orge sbury, Toquerville.

John H. Ballard, Grafton.

Samuel K. Gifford, Springdale.

Julius Jordan, Silver Reef.

John H. Harrison, Pinto.

Samuel Miles, Price.

Charles Westover, Jr., Leeds.

J. B. Bracken, Jr., Price Valley.

Charles ¥. Stevens, Jr., Shonesburg,

Daniel M. Tvler, Hebron.

FIUTE COUNTY.

Ed. McDougal, Grass Valley.
Hila Burgess, Kane.

John 5. Graves, Burgess.
WASATCH COUNTY.

Thomas Smith, Heber.

Attewall Wooten, Midway. v
Jerome W. Kinney, Charleston,
Joseph Kirby, Wallsburg.

EMERY COUNTY.

Robt. J. Whitney, Castledale.
J. T. Farmer, Blake.

Michael Nolan, Ferron.

Caleb Rhodes, Price,

John D. Kilpack, Molen.

R. B. Thompson, Wellington.
O. W. Warner, Moab.

John 8. Lewis, Muddy.

C.T. Wakefleld, Huntington.
A.J. Harkness, Scofield,

SUMMIT COUNTY.

Wm. H. Smith, Coalville.
Edward C. Morse, Echo. :
Carl Christensen, Grass Creek.
Stephen Foster, Hecneferville.
Clifford Daniels, Hovtsville,
Erasmus Sorenson, Kamas,
Joseph M. Cohen, Park City.
James A, Williams, Parley’s Park.
Wm. H. Stevens, Peoa. |
Wm. Strowbridge, Rockport.
Wm. Smith,Jr., Upton.

Geo. M. Robinson, Wanship.

TOOELE COUNTY.

Wmn. F. Moss, Mill. |
John Hilistead, Batesville.
James Brachet, Lakeview,
Robert Scott, Tooele.

Thos. Williams, Grantsville.
John W, Thompson, Ophir.
Richard N. Bush, Clover.
Edward J. Arthuar, St. John,
Louis Strusbergz, Vernon.
Fred Snively, Deep Creek.,
D. B. Stover, Stockten.

N A s L L R T BT T P —
The 01d, Old Story.

Why do we hear so much about dys-
pepsia? Simply because so many peo-
ple have it. Why are so many people
talking about their care from this
dreadful disease? Simply because they .
have been taking Brown’s Iron Bitters.
Thaus it is with Mrs. Taylor of Lynch-
burg, Sumter Co., 8. C., who says, “I
have used Brown's Iron Bitters for
dyspepsia with most favorable results.
1 believe this medicine is all that is
represented.” Dyspeptics, and suffer-
ers from neuralgia, weakness, etc.,
should try it.

W
,i ESTRAY NOTICE.

1 ————

] HAVE IN MY POSSESSION.

| " One dark bay MARE, 4 years old, shod on
| fore feet, broke to ride, branded outJ’J or L.C
inverted, and blotched an left sh er.

One dark bay MARE, 4 or 5 years old,
white face, 4 white feet, white spot under
right side of belly, randed (=), or two half
ntill_-q:lhﬂa with & bar conuecting t.iwm. on lett
E l L]

{?Eua dark roan MARE, 5 or € years old,spot
in forehead, branded JN L on left thigh. -

Which if not claimed and taken away by
May Oth, 1885, will be sold at the District
Pound, Nephi, at 9 o’clock a.m. |

PETER SUTTON,
District Poundkeeper.
Nephi, April 28, 1885.




