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THE DESERET NEWS.

Oct. 1

LOCAL NEWS,

W oW

FROM WEDNESDAY' DAILY OCT. 7.
WM. D. NEWSOM,

-

HE I8 PLACED ON TRIAL FOR POLYGAMY
AND UNLAWFULCOHABITATION.

The case of the United States vs,
Wm. D. Newsom, charged with polyg-

amy and unlawful cohabitation, was

taken up tais afterpoon. The usual
proceedings in this class of cases ob-
tained the following jurors iroin the
regular panel:

T. C. Armstrong, Wm. Skewes,W. C.

Lyne, L. A, Scoville and Adolph An- |

derson.

The open veaire produced James

i
' Tooele that a fire occurred at that
place on the 6th iost., which entirely
rconsumed the house of Mrs. John
 Dunu., Sr., a poor widow. Tae neigh-
bors did their best to save the proper-
tV, but owing to an insuflicient supply
of walter in the ditch they were unable
to do s0. Among other things con-
sumed in the house was a quantity of
dried peaches, which the old lady had
toiled to accumulate as a means of
' procuring her winter's provisions.

. No Indietments. — Dispatches re-
ceived from Green River annouunce that
| the grand jury failed to find indict
ments azainst the perpetrators of the
'Rock Springs massacre, or any of

them, stating as the reason  that
' there . was no evidence pro-
'duced to justify it. Tuis is a

Anderson, C. P. Mason, J. P. Keas, 8. splendid commentary on *‘justice”’ as
C. Ewmy, Samuel Paul, W.N. Cole, | it is in the Territories; in Utah indict-

: Cé'liljiehl, C. 5. Wilkes and J. W. Far-
rell.
Louis Cohn was excused, having
been & member of the grand jury
which found the indictinent.

'W.N. Cole and Jas. P. Keat were |
peremptorily challenged by the delense., | |

The indictment was tnen read, al-
leging that on November 1oth, 1883, the
defendant, while having a wile Jiving,
married Lucy Devereux, and since that
time had lived and cohabited with both
women as his wives.

At the request of the prosecution,
the witnesses were exciaded from the
court rooin.

Mrs, Catberine Newsom was the first
witness calied and sworn, as to her
competency as a witness, dhe testitied

that she was married to Wm. D. New- |

som, and was his legal wife; she had
been mairied 23 years.

The prosecuticn offered Mrs. New-
som 48 & witness, but the defendant
refused to consent,

Mrs. Mary Swain was called and
testified that she was a married
lady: she was acqguainted with
Mrs. Newsom and also Mr. Newsom;
had crossed the plains wiln themg nad
been acquainted in Salt Lake City : had
visited the family a pumber ol tlmes;
visited Mrs. Newsown, who was jiving
with -the defendant; did not Know
whether they were married; bad seen
them both:in the house together, and
had taken mezls with them; they had
no children; did not know who ocen-
pied the head of the table; Lad seen
them together in the evening during
the last two vyears, and tagen dinner
and supper with them; did not
Kknow any other members of
the ftamily; Mrs, Newsom had
called defendant hier husband: never
heard defendant say where he cawe
from ; the defendant and his wife had
visited atMrs.Swain’s house;they were
there last Sunday, at her invitation;
was last at defendant’s " house this
__mornping, on Second Sotth, beiween
Eighth and Ninth East streets; they
had lived there the past three years, in
the same house: there was a grocery
store there, on the same lot, close to
the house, but in a separate building;
there were foar rooms and a pantry In
the liouse—only oné bedroom; the
bedroom was used as a sitting room;
there was another house adjoining;
there was no door betweeen thew;
in the other Huilding were three rooms,
and the store attached; there was a
bedroom, sitting room, kitcisen, and an
unfinished room; they had been fur-
nished like this for tour yedrs; did not
know how long they had been occu-
- pied; it was more than three years;
they were gccupied by Luey Devereux;
had known.Lucy aboutfour years; was
introduced to her by Mrs. Newsom:
had visited her in 1883 and 1884; haq
seen Mr, John Freeman there, but
never saw Mr. Newsoni in the hoase;
Lucy had a ehild ; did not remember the
date; it was about thirteen months
ago; saw the mother the day the child
was horn; did not see Mr. Newsom
there then, or at any time; never saw
defendant with the child or with Lucy;
had never seen Lucy in Mrs. New-
som’s house; had seen Mr. Newsom
when he was speaking to Lucey, in the
vard: had never seen defendant go into
Luey’s house.

ross-examined—The two houses
jotned about half the length of one
room: Lucy Devereux had occupied
the roomrs, bat ghe did not know how
how long: heard she had rented them;
a porch connected both houses; the
roofs were se parate,

The case was in progress as we went
to press.
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FROM THURSDAY‘S DAILY, OCT. 8.

¥ Ten Years—George Thora, found
guiity of attempting to procure an
abortion on Elizabetnh Craig, in Span-
ish Fork, some months ago, was yes-
terday sentenced by Judge Powers to
. ten years® imprisonment in the peni-
tentiary.

Cases Continued.—The cases of
the United States vs., Henry Din-
woodey, indicted for unlawful cebab-
itation, United States vs. Royal B.
Young, polygamy and unlawful cohab-
ttation, and The People vs. Agnes Mec-
Murrin, perjury, were to-day ordered
continued until the next term of the
Third District Court.

On the Deerease.—The quarantine
shysician reports that yesierday four
more yvellow flags were taken in, dipb-
theria having disappeared from each
place. IDuttwo flags are now out, one
at Jos. MecMarrin’s, in the Eighth
Ward, where there are three chiidren
atllicted by the disease, and one at
Mrs. Musger's, in the Eighteenth Ward,
Miss Flo Musser pe ng a sufferer from
a very severe attack of the contagion.

Fire at Tooele.—Our correspond-
entJ. D., informs us by letter from

‘ments are ground out as if by machin-
ery, for differences of opinion; 1n
Wyoming they fail to present evel one

| ith a mass of murders t0 WOrk

case W
‘upon.

Conference Minutes,— The follow-
' ing account of the proceedings in
Conferencze at Logan yesterday after-
| poon and this morning was received as
| & special telegram to the NEwWS tals
(afternoon:

The speakers yesterday afternoon
were Apostle ¥, M. Lyman and Elder
Sevimour B. Young. Theiwr remarks
were of a general character, and re-
ferred more particularly to the trials
the Saints were at present called Lo
pass through.

Brother Lyman,
terms, deprecated
of certain men, who, for
many vears, had Dbeen looked
upon and considered staunch 1in
the faith, and who had wavered
in the hour of trial, and hesitated not
t0o g0 back upon the sacred covenantis
they had mare with their wives. He
attributed ail such faltering to a neg-
lect of religious duties, and asserted
that no man who had lived ms religion
and enioved the Spirit of .God wouvld
ever he found willisz to renounce apy

in unmeasured
the  actions

priaciple of his faith, even in
the face of imprisonment, He
exhorted the Sainis to he

i:ti':“i‘uml,. and saild all would vet be
well,

Brother Young endorsed the senti-
ments contaiged in the Kpistle of ihe
First Presidency ; hie spoie of the eariy
days of the'Chuarch, and bora & faithd ui
testimony to the work of God.

This morning, Thuarsdav, the speak-
ers were Aposile F. D. Richards and
Bishop John Q. Cannon. I'ne {for-
wer delivered an eclaborate discourse
upon the fandamental priucivles of law
as laid down by Blackstone, and made
specialreference to the nucoasittution-
al Jaws that had been passed against
the Latler-day  Saints in regard to
their marriage reiacions. He spoke of
the trials some people were called to
pass through at the presceat time, and
exhorted the people, by drawing in-
ferences from the sufferings ol the
former-dav Saints, to strict faithful-
ness to all the laws of God. When
celestial marriage was revealed there
was no law against it. Congress had
Passed laws to entrap the Saints, who
1ad no desire to break any constitu-
tional law of the land.

——

THE NEWSOM CASE,

A VERDICT OF GUILTY ON EOTH
COUNTS.

]

WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON.

Orson P. Arnold was sworn; he knew
the defendant, and also Mrs. Newsom;
first saw them in the Commissioner's
Court ahout eight months ago; was
pever introduced to Mrs. Newsom.

George Rodford was called. He
knew the defendant and Mrs. Newsom ;
first saw them in 1865, when crossiong
the plains from Nebraska to Utah; had
not received any introduaction; Mr.
Newsom was an empioyved hand,and
his wife was traveling with him; they
were in the next wagon to witness:
had beard defendant call Mrs. Newsom
his wife; said he came from Cape
Colony; did not know where they were
married, or for how long.

Lizzie Devereux was the next wit-
pess. She was living at Rowiand Hall;
came to Utah a lLittle over two years
ago, in the sammer of 1883; had lived
at various places since then; knew Mr.
Newson and Mrs. Newysom; was tirst
introduced to defendant on the street,
and was introduced by her sister Lucy
to Mrs.Newsom, in the latter’s house,
in presence of deftudann; had never

| heard defendant speak of his marriage;

did not know Mrs. Newsom’s name;
Lucy came toUtah over four yearsago;
when witness came she was living
with Mrs. Austin; Lucy left there in
November, 1883, and went to Mr. New-
som’s; witness had visited her sister,
who occupied the house next to the
store; always saw herin the Kitchen;
there were three other rooms; Lucy
occupied the bedroom; there was an-
other house very close, occupied by the
Newsoms; had seen the latter im
Lucy’s rooms, during last year, many
times; this was in the daytime and
evening; . had never been theére at
nights: all had used one Kitchen part
of the time, and ate together, beiore
and aitsr the birth of Lucy’s
child; the child was about thirteen
months old, named Mucella Maud;
never heard it called any other name;
t when the child was born, Lucy lived in
her own rooms; Mr. and Mrs., Newsom
were there about that time; had seen
defendant with the child, but never
heard him call it his; he had had the
cnild in his arms; had not seen Mr.

!
: was last ¥y
in her sister’s house all night, and

seen him taking supper with them; this

child; went there on iavitation
of both defendant and Luey:
had mnever heard them reter io
each other as husband and wife;
Mr. Newsom was reputed to be the
chiid’s father; Lucy went to her rooms
in Newsom's in Novenrber, 1883; wit-
ness was there the same C[ﬁ}' with her,
and also the defendant; there was
nothing said about a arriage; Mr.
Newsotn invited witness there; she re-
mained until about 10 p.m., and went
nome alone, leaving Mr. and Mrs.
Newsom and Lucy there; the Endow-
ment Hoase was spoken of, aud of the
three having been there, She testified
that on the day that her sister Lucy
went to live in Newsow’s house noth-
ing was said of getting married; the
witness had never seen Mr, Newsom’s
writing; her mother, Lucy Devereux,
was living in England; had heard Mr.
Newsom speak of bhaving writting a
letter to witness' mother; did not say
what it was written about; defendant
asked witness if she had heard from
her mother; her mother afterward
wrote her woat it was about; tne con-
versation with Mr. Newsom took place
in Lncy’s sitting room; unever heard of
any otner ietter.

Mr. Miller, Marshal Ireland’s clerk,
testitied that he bad seen the defend-
ant write his name. (Mr. Varian here
showed witness a letter.)

Judge Harkness asked Mr. Miller
how many times he had seen defendant
sirn his nam2, and answered, three
timnes: this was all the acquaintance
with his writing.

Mr. Varian—State, Mr. Miller,
whether or not this signature 1 have
shown to yo: is Newsow’s signature.

()bjected to by the defense.

Mr. Varian argued that it wes proper
testitnony to prove the handwriting,
and read from authorities to sustain
his positicn.

The question was submitied withoat
arcument by the defense, and the court
oveiruled the objection.

Mr. Miller replied that the signa-
ture referred to was that of Mr, New-
ssm; it was very similar.

By the detense—DMr. Miller said his
opinion was Lased on a cawparison . of
the two sigunatures, inade within fif-
teen migutes of the signing of ihe pay
roi:.

Toe defense moved to strike cut the
testimony of the witness, |

The motion was overruled by the
Court.

Marshal Ireland was next placed on
the staud, and testified that he had
seen the defendant sign his name
three times, and® that he believed
the sigpnature to the letter to be the
same. Defendant had signed the pay
rcll in the Marshal’s office. Witness
had compared the papers at the time,
and his belief was trown knowledge at
seeing defendant write and making the
comparison.

The prosecution then offered a letter
purporting to have been written by the
defendant in Utah, to Mrs. Lucy Dev-
ereux, in England,
¥ The defense objected Lo its introduc-

on.

The Court overruled the objection,
and Commissicner McKay read the
letter, dated March 8, 1834, placing the
date of defendant’s marriage with

Lucy Devereux on Noxember 13, 1883,

Lucy Devereux was pext called and
sworn. She lived in the 11th Ward, on
the corner of Niath East and Second
south Streets, on the same lotas Mr.
Newsom; there was a passage between
ber house and the store; there was no
porch to her house; witness hada
child; she was not married.

Varian—Who is the father of your
child?’

A—I refuse to answer.

Varian—Have ?yuu been in the En-
dowment House

A—Yes.

Variau—In November, 18383, were
you married or sealed to W. D. New-
som?

A—No, sir, not then,

Varian—When were you sealed to
him?

A—In November, 1831,

Varian—That would be four years
agor

A--1 guess it would.

Varian—How long had you been in
the country?

A.—A few months.

Witness went to live at Mrs, Aus-
tin’s when she came to Utah; did not
know defendant’s writing.

Varian—Have you lived with him as
his wife?

A.—I refuse to answer.

Varian (shuwiu% letter)—Did you
ever see that letter:

- A.—No—oh, yes, in the jury room;
not before.

Austin’s, where he came to see her;
was not married; was sealed for time
and eternity; moved in November,
1883, to Mr. Newsom's hdhse; she
rented the rooms, and provided {for
herself; had always had rooms of her
own.

Varian—Since the 156th day of No-
vember, 1883, and prior to the 1st of
April, 1885 have you occupied the same
bed with him?

A—] refuse to answer,

Mr. Varian insisted on an answer to
this and the first question declined,
*“Who is the father of your child?”

The defense objected to the question
as immaterial. .

The Court overruled the objection,
for the reason that the birth of the
child was an indication of a marriage
relationship, and instructed the wit-
ness to answer,

The questions were then read to the

ear; witness had remained |

slept with her, before the birth of ber |

Witness first met defendant at Mrs. |

I

. at the request of Judge Harkness, was
given until to-day at 10 a.m. to con-
' sider the matter, to which hour the
Court adjourned.

When the case was taken up this
morning, the questions were agzain
read L0 the witness, and she repiied
that the defendant, Wm. D. Newsom,
was tne father of her child, and that he
had occupied the same room with her;
she had but one child; she believed in
a God; would say on her conscience
she was scaled to defendant -before
November, 1883,

John H Freeman was called. He
lived at 324 Eigzhth East; knew defend-
ant and his wife; had known them four
or flve years; had lived there from No-
vember, 1884, to April, 1885, in an upper
room; kpew  Lucy Devereux;
saw her at Newsom’s house; he
introduced himself; she lived in a
house on Newsom’s lot; there were
three rooms in the house; had been in
the house many times; had taken meals
there; saw defendantaround the place;
knew the child; it was an infant when
he went to live there.

Lucy Devereux was called for cross-
examination by the defense—She was
sealed to the defendant in 1831; there
was never any other ceremony: they
had agreed to beep the ceremony a
secret.

By the prosecution — Married de-
fendant on a few month’s ac-
quaintance; she joined the ‘“*Mormon”
Church in England; they agreed to keep
it secret; Mrs. Aastin knew of it two
years before she left, and they had had
a disagreement about it; recollected
going 10 Newsom's; Mrs, Newsom was
ihere; did not remember her sister
calling there; had not talked of hav-
ing been tﬁruugh the Eandowment
House; did not remember her sister’s
call; did not know of defendant’s hav-
ing writtén to her mother in England;
(shbowing witness’ letter) did not know
anything of the letter when it was
written; did not know whether de-
fendant wrote or not; it was not true
t&ag they wcre married November 13th,
18586,

Dy the defense—The cause of the dis-
dercemnent with Mrs. Austin was be-
cause the latiter had accused her of
being defendant’s wife, IProsecution
rested.

Win, D, Newsom, the defendant,was
called for the defeuse., He knew Lucy
Devereux; she was sealed to him in
November, 1881, 1 the Endowment
House; there had been no other ceérc-
mult_g; she was <hen living at Mrs. Ed-
ward Austin’s; his first wife did not
know of it; Lucy still continued to
| live at Mrs. Austin’s; first acknowl-
edged his relation with Lucy to his

|
|

lirst wife sometime before they lived
together; there was  an an-
derstanding that it should be
be kept secret. (Examining the

|

letfer) ; denied having written the let-
ter; it was not his signature, but was
very similar.

Cross-examined by the prosecution—
Was sealed to Lucy Devereux; iL was
the usual ceremony; th:y made acove-
nant when they were sealed. :

Varian -1sthere any promise or cov-
enant in the sealing?

A—That is not for you to know,

Varian—I do not want you to violate

a secret. Dia you make promises and
uﬂgﬁgants together, or assent to
su

A—Yes.

Varian—There was no other form or
covenant?

A—Hﬂ-

They had lived together as husband
and wife; the Court had decided it to
be concuwinage; his first wife was not
willing, at the time of the marriage;
had been acqunaiunted a few months
with Lucy before the marriage; first
met Lucy at Mrs. Austin’shouse; tne
courtship lasted a little over a month;
was sealed without the consent of his
wife; did not know another W.D.
Newsomi—Win, David Newsom; the
letter was not his writing; heard Liz-
zie Devereux’ testimony; had not
particalarly noticed it; was thinkin
of other things; if she said they talke
of being in the Endowment House
Nov. 13th, 1883, it was not true.

The defense then rested, and Mr.Va-
rian delivered the opening address to
the jury, asking a verdict of guilty on
both counts.

Judge Harkness then made a short
argument for the defense. He did not
deny the cohabitation count, but held
that the polvgamy charge was barred
by limitation, as shown Dby
the evidence of the only two wit-
nesses who had a knowledeze of the
facts in the case.

Mr. Kirkpatrick followed for the de-
fense, and the arguments before the
jury were closed by Mr, Varian for the
prosecution.

I'he Court then charged the jury
that, to convict for polygamy, it was
necessary for the secon e to

marriag
have occurred within three years prior
to the finding of the indictment. The
jury should take into consideration
the letter which had been written.
they believed the detendant had lived
in the habit and repute of marriage
with the women named in the indict-
ment, within the dates therein named,
they should find the defendant guli-ﬁ.
They were the sole judges of the cred-
ibility of witnesses, and whether or
not their statements were consistent.
They should draw only reasonable
conclusions from the evidence,

At 12:15 p.wm, the jury retired to
their room, and at 2 g . returned a
verdict of guilty on both counts in the
indictment, Saturday, the 17th in-
stant, was set for pronouncing the
judgment of the Court.

- i -

—The Bear;Lake Democrat will here-
after appear as the Southern Idaho

i

=
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| Newsom in] Lucy’s bedroom, but had | witness, who still remained silent, and, | Independent.

FROM FRIDAY'S DAILY, 00

Death at Mountain Dell.—y
eret to learn of vhe death of the
daughter of Brother W. W. Tay
Mountain Dell, which oceurr
morning. She was at Sunday §
aud meeeting on Sunday iast, g
ently in perfect health, but on )
was taken ill with inflammation
bowels, from which she suffep
crnciat.[ngl until death relieve
She was a bright promising gy
her death has cast a gloom o
little village in thecafion, in anj
over her acquainta elsewhe
far as the news of her demise j
tended. We ‘extend our cond
to the bereaved parents,

Antidote for Polson—Mn
Weeden, writing to us from X
ville, Oct. 14th, says: -

“I have heard there is a rem
#1,000 offered tor the cure of g
sting, and here it is, reward or,

“Moisten common soda Withy

.|
tn

make a plaster a little largeriy
swelling and apply immedis
two minutes; then make anoth
change, and the cure is comple
We have also reczived a comg
tion from another party whoe
have in bis possession a nevey
antidote for the sting of th
scorpion, or poisonous inx
from any other venomous i
reptile if taken in reasonable tig
which can be carried about ti
for immediate use.”” He doey
form us what the remedy coss
bnt wants to know who it s
fers the reward. This we afw
to tell, as our informant, a I8,
Arizona, merely told of the {&
out stating the name of the in
who is willing to so invest hisy

Jivan Stephens in Boston
private letter irom Brother
Stephens we learn that he isp
along well in nis musical s
the New England Conserval
Music, in Boston. He says:

**I have been saved one
four terms by passing a succe
amination in *Harmony,’ at
of the first week. 1 to
same in *Counterpoint’ at t
the first term. I study voice
and the piano also under an
teacher; have comfortahble |
and am feelingquite well. [

a little chat about ‘Mormonism,
oung men, students and others,
nvariably let them Eknow tha

proud to be a Latter-day

why; and they never seem o

of me when our chats areove

they did, 1 would only be sor

them, und not miaelf." .-

He is very anxious to have W
mer pupils and other friendsi
write to him, and they should
all means, though it is 0§
whether he will find time in t
of his studies to correspond wj
of them. His address is Nev
Conservatory, Franklin Squ
ton, Massachusetus,

From the ‘“0ld Domis
Elder Jens Jensen, of Mead
George A. Biglow, of Mils
retarned night before last frow
sion to the South, paid us a ¥
yesterday. They started u
mission on the 27th of Febna®
m;ltgere bothhmign;d Lo the V¥
conference, where they Ccomis
labor up to the time of being ¥
to return home, the first &
months aqparntelE and in @
withvarious other Elders,ands#
time together. Their expe
the missionary field bas bed
after the ordinary style |
labored devotedly to sow e
seed, meeting frequently with#t
aging circumstances in the #
total indifference, unreasonig
dice and more or less activef
tion, but being encouraged co
by & consciousness of the df
proval of their labors and by &
ally finding an honest soul ¥
receive their testimony aundj |
the principles of the Gospel. §
ple of that State are noted§
nospitality, and the Elders 1
met with Kkind treatmentg

i

4 tew Iinstapces were
sleep out iIn the _
cause of bitter prejudice J 1

them értgm ubrt:l ilir.iu: lodgl \
ros nerally for pros
E’irgrnh ng:nm very bright#

thoughk in a few districts
slight disposition to inve
truth.

- -
THE HANSEN C

THE USUAL VERDICT OF

In the examination of wil
the Hansen case, continued [t
report of yesterday, A, C, Ju
tified that he was the fath
Katrina Jensen; he came
years ago; his daughter did
she came the

she lived there; there were"
in the house, and a cookstov
in each; both women li

house; Anna Maria Hansed*
fendant’s wife, - i

Cross-examined—Was at
house about two months
about half a mile from
some trouble with de
land: had no desire to put
i: t&he penitentiary in order ;

nd.

Anna Katrina Jensen was coke
was married to the defendsie
were two rooms in Hansendo
and Anna Maria Hansen livell
and witness in the other; with
{lived in the dugout since .&E

iq
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