TRIAL OF W. J. ALLERN.

The case of W. J. Allen, the famous
foot racer, ex-pugilist, bartender, al-
legedl balloi box stufler, and all-round
sport of neany alicsss, was calied up be-
forer Judge Anderson shortly before
ncon Mounday, April 6th.

Assistant United Btates Prosecuting
Attorney Varian appeared for the Feo.

le and Judge Powers and Attorney

ickson for the defendant.

Allen ia accused in the {ndictment of
the crime of felony, alleged to have
been committed on the l4th day of
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it in the box. From its appearance, [
think it was a ‘*Liberal®’ ticket that he
deposited. [saw Allen make similar
substitutions in two other instaneces. [
called Mr. Jacobs’ attention to the
matter, he being the challenger for the
People’s party, I cannot say that
there were more than six chailenges
exercised by the Liberals at this poll
while I was there.

Attorney Dickson cross-examined
the witness at considerable length, 3nd
the court then adjourned.

The trial was resumed befure Jurige

July, 1890, while acting as presiding | Anderson at ten o’clock April Tth,

judge at Poll No. 2, in the Fourth |there being quite 8 large number of |

Election Precinct, at the Salt Lake
City school electlon, by frauduléntly,
felonisusly and unlawfully introducing
u certain pumber of false and illegal
votes into the ballot box.

The following jurors were sworn,
examived aud accepted: Jubn Pureell,
Erastus Sorenson, J. J. Daly, N.
Hodgman, J. A. Heiss, A.J. Pendle-
ton, jr., Johm G. Mitchell, J. C.
Murphy, H. P. Johoson, Solomon 8.
Dickinson, Liouis Martin.

Otherjurors werechallenged and ex-
cused for having formed ar unqualtfied
opinion as to the puilt or innocence of
the defendant and for various other pre-
texts, which in the opinlon of the coun-
sel for efitber slde, were sufficient
grounds for diequalification.

The list of the names of the jurors
present had now been exhsusted, and
an adjournment was taken until 2
o’clock, when the work of choosing
another juror (there being ouly oune
more required) was proceeded with.

Considerable difficulty was ex-
perienced in securiog a jury io the
Allen case, and it was after 4 o’clock
when the twelve were finally accepted.
They are as follow: 8. 3. Dickenson,
J. C. Murphy, N. Holgman, Krastus
Swenson, J. A, Heiss, A. J. Pen-
dleton, Jr., Louis Martin, J. N. Pur-
del), J. J. Daly, J. C. Mitchell, H. P.
Johnson and John Heil.

- The defense admitted that Allen was
the duly qualified and scting judge of
election at the Fourth precinet on the
day named, and the prasecution opened
by calling Judge Hoge, who testified
that he was a judge of elecction at poil
1, Fourth precinet, during the election
in question, but did not go into the
room where Allen was officiating and
knew nothing ahout his conduct there,

Captain Greenman said he was ap-
pointed to act as presiding judge at the
Fourth precinct for the schoo! election
held in July last, but sent in his resig-
nation before the election was held.

H.8. McCallum—I was chairman
of the “Liberal’’ county committee in
July last, and recommended all the
Judges of election for appointment.

George E. Blair said he was acting
as checker {n poll 2 in the Fourth pre-
cinct at the slection in guestion. In
the morning he examined the - ballots
of the two parties and found that there
was quite a difference between them.
When the ezvelopes were held up to
the light, continuet the witpess, I wus
able w distlnguish the People’s ticket
from the **Liberal.”* In the moraing
I saw Mr. Puzey come to the window
aud offer his baliot, Mr. Griewold
chalienged his vote and Allen laid

uzey’s ballot by some on the table.

hen the challenge was overruled, | voted
~ Allen picked upapother ticket and put ! schoolhouse {Poll  Ne,

persons present. The defendant was
seated pear his counsel (Judge Powers
and Attorney Dicksun) and appeared
to be much Ioterested in what went on.
He now andihen indulged in a smileof
satisfaction while the questioning of
the witnesszea.by Mr. Dickson was in
progress, notably while R. D. Winters
was on the stand smarting under the
heavy fire of cross-examination.

Mr. F. B. Btephens, representing the
United States Dilstrict Attorney, again
conducted the ease for the prosecution.

'The first witness was B. F. Thorn-
burg, who said he voted at Poll No. 2
at the lust school election. His ballot
was tnken by Allen, the defendant,
who had an envelope in his right hand
like the one witpess gave him. He
took witness’ baliot with® his left hand.
He could swear that defendant did not
put his ballot in the box.

Cross-examined by Mr. Dickson:
Allen waa a stranger to him and did
not know his politics, so far as he was
aware. Nothing wassaid by witness
at the poll as to the tlcket he was vot-
ing. When he gave Allen his name
and batlot the latter held the envelope
up to the light. Fle did Dot remain
tehind to see whether Allen after-
wards placed his ballot in the box, He

could mpDot say whether or mnot
the envelope which defendani
held in his right band had

been presented by any voter immedi-
ately preceding him. Although wit-
pess had asuspicion that the defend-
ant was not acting honestly, he did not
wait to see what he did with his ballot.
After walking a few steps away, how-
ever, he returned and looked io at the
window, with the intention of seelng
if there was anything wrong. Witmess
was a member of the People’s parily at
the time of the election. He aid not
say anything on his return to the win-
dow, nor ask what had been done with
his ballot; but the presiding judge
(Allen) locked puzzled. [Laughter.]
Mr. BStephens was about to ask the
witness if after leaving the poll he

| complained to anyone, but the question

was objected to by the defense and
sustained.

David L. Murdock said thatatthe
July school election he acted as judge
at Pell No.1. [t was Dot the cuztom
at previous elections to have envelopes
lylng around the ballot-box. On the
morning of the election, before Poll
No. 2 was opened, Allen went there
and proceeded to make arrangemeunta.
He had no conversation with the de-
fendant. * Allen adjusted the table so
that the voters would pass in their bal-
lots through the window.

Richard W. Young stated that he
at the Twentieth Ward
2) at the
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fast achool elestion. During the day
he was in the room where the bailote
were received, and observed a pile of
envelopes by the table. He stood be-
tween the ballot box and the window,
and could easily detect the difference
between the People’s party ballots and
those of the Liberal party asthey were
handed ip at the window. The light
was strong, and this enabled him to
see the ballots through the envelope
the more oclearly. The ballot of the
one party was folded the full width of
the envelope and the other only partial-
ly. The People’s party ticket was folded
once pefore belng placed in the en-
velope and the ballot of the Liberal
party twice, of those which he ex-
amined. (The witness with an envelope
and ticket neatly illusirated this to the
COUTL. } :

Cross-examined: He was in the
room at which the polling took plaee
twice that day—for about ten minutes
on each oceasion. He was a candidate
at this ele¢tion and consequently to
some extent interested in what was
going forward.

Some amusement was caused when
Mr. Young, after leaving the stand,
was immediately afterwards recailed
by the defense and folded ballot papers
within envelopes were experimented
with, in order to test the witness upon
his previous etatements. He came out
of the “‘ordeal’’ with flying colors.

M. Murdock was alsu recalled upon
the folding of the ballot papers.

Mr. Btephens said he desired to offer
an abstract of the votes for the purpose
of showing the number of ballots cast,
and signed hv Allen, Henry Ball and
Marcellus B. Woolley. After a conver-
satlon, however, between the Court
and counsel, Mr. Btepbens remarked,
«jt shows there was a mighty close
election up there. If that is admitted

we do ot care to put this in.’? He
darkly hinted that it was E)rett.y well
known beforeband bow things would

0.

& Judge Powers and Attorney Dick-
son rose together and stoutlyeprotested
againgt snch an observation counsel
for the prosecution.

Mr, Btephens became somewhat ex-
cited, but the breeze soon blew over
without retraction or repetition of the
statement.

With the calling of R. D. Winters,
attorney, the fun really begaun. He
paid he was a voter in No, 2 precinct,
and was inside theroom during the
day of the election in question. De-
fendant Invariably took the ballut from
the voter with his left hand while hav-
ing another envelope in his right,
which was **invariably?’’ resting on the
end of the ballot bhox. He saw him
change some ballots in the afterncon.

Cross-examined—8o far as Allen was
concerned, he did not see him do any-
thing wrong in the morning. Inthe
afternoon he went to the polling station
again., It had been talked about all
day that Allen was exchanging the
ballots, and witness on the recond oc-
casion went to watch. During the,
afternoon he plainly saw him exchange
two ballots handed in by votera.

Mr. Dickson—Did you muake any
complaint as to what you had seeu?

Witness answered In the negative.

Br. Dickson—Dido’t you as an
honest msan, being also 3 member of
the bar of this Court, having seen what
you did, conceive it to be your duty




