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had been sent up to the Third District
Court, were offered in evidence,
Objected to by the defense, Ubjection
overruled. |
These complaints were signed by the
defendan

M. L. Commings was calied. He was |

a real estate agent.
West Temple Street was: he wasagent
of Mrs. Mary B. Hempstead; rented
the house to J. S. McCall; notified the
party to leave sbout’ six weeKs later,
because he heard it was being kept as

a house of assignation; had not talked |

with Mr. Hampton.

Secretary A. L. Thomas was called
for the progecution. He resided at
2448 WestTenple Street; his attention
had bezn directed to the house next
south, by hearing noises in the house,
seeing persous around, and hearing
vile language in the house, :

Officer Salmon was recalled—He had
been at the houses referred to. (Iden-
tified a plan of one of the houses).

The defense objected to this testi-
mony, and the question was with-
drawn,

Witness had-seen Mr. Hampton at
the house opposite the Continental
once; knew of no changes wmade in the
heuse; they were there when he called;
the house had been opened prior to the
time when he and Hampton went
there,

Mr. Vanan stated that he rested the
case for the prosecution, and the Court
took a recess,until 2p. m.

At 2 @'clock this afternoen the de-
fense opened their case by calling T.
C. Armstrong, sen, He had heard of
Mrs. Fields, but did not know her by
that name; his partner, Mr. Butter-
fleld, had rented her a house opposite
the Continental Hotel.

Mr. Hampton, the defandant, was
called and testifled in hLis own be-
half, He  first . saw Mrs. Fields
from the 12th to the 15th of last May;
officer Salmon brought her to the jail-
or’'s house: had not seen her or met
her before that time; he made an ar-
rangement with her; Mr. Salmon
stated sne wanted 1o do some detec-
tive werk, and defendant offered to
empioy her on her own proposed
terms—$25 for each case caught; made
no contract about openinez a house: did
not knew of her renting or opening a
house:; made no offer for certain in-
dividuals; $256 for all, “*“Mormen,”' Jew
or Gentile; had no inverest in or had
anything to do with any house she
WAaSs running: never rented a house or
arranged for furnitare;paid her mone
for detective service only, $25 for EEEK
affidavit; had heard the testimony of
Morris R. Evans, foreman of the grand
jury: when he went before the grand
jury Mr. Varian said his name mignt be
called in question,and he could decline
to testify; he replied he was willing to
testify; he had done so, and %old the
ury that he believed the women kept

ouses of ill-fame, but did not know:
he knew nothing of the renting or fur-
nishing of the houses; there were ar-
rangements made in the houses: he
had paid Mrs, Field money, between
$300 and $400, for detective service; the
money was from an association of citi-
zensd, and one of them, Mr, Armstrong,
gave hin: the money; he did not know
anything of the opening of any house,
Witness had no control of the house,
and never sent anybody there:; he was
not in the citv when she epened the
house, and he knew nothifig of it; did
not say to the grandjary that he opened
the houses, for he did no such thing;
had not conversed with Mrs. Fields in
the absence of witnesses; understood
when the contract was mide that she
had & house: did not offer %300 for
Governor Murray or anybody else.

Cross-examined . by Mr. Varian—
Named no amount of money te the

rand jury, as handled by him; was

icense collector fer Salt Lake City; |

had been deputy gherifi, constable,
deputy ecity marshal and policenan:
was last engaged as a pedace officer

about two years ago; was now a po-
liceman, but did not aet; the pelice
_were not re-appointed with eaeh ad-

ministration: he considered himself
an oflicer, but oot in regular seryvice;
had no conunectivn with the marshal or
sheriff; had been euguzed in the de-
tective service duriuy the past eight
months: Officers Salmwon, Smith and
himself had been engaged in this; de-
fenadant handled the money, the ethers
did the work:; the object of the detec-
tive service wad to detect crime, and
to break ;up bawdy houses; it
was 1o prevent sexunal crime, and

unish violators of tue law; had been
n the city 80 years: knew 1most of the
haunts of vice by reputation; knew
Rate Flint’s bouse; she was reported
to be pretty well off; it was a part of
the scheme to suppress that house, but
they had not go sotfar; did not bear of
houses @ being nexi to Secretary
Thomas’ and below the Metropolitan
Hotel before he started in; the
Cityvn Marshal - and Mayor did
not enter into the scheme; jt was a
private detective service; none of the
money came irom the public treasury;
Armstrong spoke to him direct, and ail
tlie money came through him, about
$700 in ail; vpaid Fanny Davenport
mwoney, and also Mrs. Field; spent
some of his own money, and expected
to be reimbursed; the frstintimation
of the scheme was from Mr. Arm-
strong; did not Kuow where the money
came IrQm; the work was lett to Ofli-
cers Salmon, Smith and defendant; Mr.
Salmon was then emploved in the office;
Murshal Poillips was not in the
scheme; it was planned by offices Sal-
mon and himsell; did not centemplate
bringing women to this city; was in
San Francisco from July 2nd to 8th;
leit no money there; macde no arrange-

ments with a woman there; saw Mollie

Knew where 250 8 |

detective

Woodward; did not know her reputa-
tion; did not give her meoey,nor agree
to; saw a man named Goldstone there;
he was with Mollie Woodward; ar-
ranged with Goldstone to get a female
detective,

The defense objected to this testi-
mony. Ojection overruled.

The defendant testitied that a female
was wanted, the woman
was Moilie Woodward;
did not contemplate the opening of a
house; he had a pass from Mr. Arm-
strong over the road: went over in his
ownname; the particular object was
to catch men who took wcmen to these
houses for lewdpess; expected to catch
the guilty, if doors had to be broken
in to do s0; the woinen were paid for
their detective service; d no
thought of furnishing any house;
had been through the house on West
Temple Street, but had nothing to do
with any alterations. (Objected to by
the defense; objection overruled.) The
alterations were made belore he went
there upon Officer Salmon’s invitation;
went to see the room where the wit-
nesses were to be allowed to enter;
there were apertures through which to
look in roowmns on either side; knew
Mrs. Fields lived in the house, but did
not know how long; had nothing to de
with getting furniture, or furnishing
any ot the rooms; did not know either
either McCall or Fiddler; Mrs. Fields
offered to do the detective work, and
was hired; did not give acry
instructions, because she did not need
any; did net know how B8he got the
houses; when he went away did not
give his business in charge of any one;
gad no intimation what his salary
would be; was out of pocket perhaps
between $£300 and $400; did not know
how much; had sent some- money to
San Francisco to get a detective, about
$800; had received some back; his de-
sign in the entire busingss was not to
induce certain individuals to commit
these offenses for the purpose of ex-
posing and guuishing them, but was
eeneral, to break up the wihole busi-
Ness.

The examination was in progress
when we went to press.
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A Brutal Assault.—Between 7 and
8 o'clock last evening Mrs. James
Hurst, of the 4th Ward,wno had been to
the school house for the purpose of at-
tending the lmprovement Association
meeting, was juast returning home
alone, when she was met by 'a man
near her own residence, who, without
a word of warnicg raised a ¢lub and
struck her on the side of the head.
The blew staggered and stunned her,
but did not kpnock her down, and as
her screams brought. immediate hel
from ber home the miscreant made o
eastward in the darkness, leaving no
ciue to his identity or the motive for
his assault, TIhe lady 1is quiet
andd inoffensive, and is not
known to have any personal enemies,
and the mystery of the affair is not
likely to he soon if ever cleared up. In
the meantime she i8 suffering consid-
erably from the effects of the blow,
her ear and the side of her face being
badly bruised and flayed,

Remembering the Poor. — The
Bishops of the various Wards through-
out the city and the good sisters of the
Relief Soclety organizations are as
buisy as bees to-day, and have been
forseveral days past, receiving con-
tributions from the well-to-do and
.zenerous hearted and distributing the
same amongthe needy; and it is safe
to predict that to-morrow will Le a
day of feasting even with the poorest
of the poor, Not alone are those of
the indigent who are ever re to
make their wants known supplied by
these blessed ministers of mercy and
charity, but they take pains also to
hant ap the obscure and retiring who

bare in want—those whose pride pre-

vents them f{rom making their
real condition known, and they
are all relieved in the most
delicate. manner possible. Those

whose poverty is the result of sickness
or such misfortunes as were beyond
their control, and hable to befall any-
hody, and those also, who through
their own mismanagement, indolence,
prodigality or dissipation are reduced
Lo want, are alike remembered at this
season of the year, and so far as possi-
ble their wants are supplied and their
hearts made glad. Nor are the kindl
oflices of these dispensers of goo
things mentioned coniined to those of
their own kinship, creed or color; the
assurance that persons are in need is
the passport to their symritat.hy and
generosity—the key that unlocks their
treasures of creature comtorts,

“One touch of Nature makes the whele

world kin,*

The object is to relieve distress, to
lighten sorrow, and to bring joy to the
hearts of the poverty-stricken, whether
worthy or unworthy, friend or foe, at
least tor a time; and whether the gen-
erosity be resliaonded to with gratitude
and Iriendship or not, the worthy
donors have their reward already in
the consciousness of the unselfish giv-
ing for a worthy object, and they will
yet have & greater one, for ‘‘He that

weth" to the poor lendeth to the
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RHE HAMPTON TRIAL.

THE EVIDENCE ALL IN—A STRONG CASE
FOR TIIE DEFENSE,

BUT THE DEFENDANT IS A ““MORMON."”

Mr.

The cross-examination of
Hampton closed with the NEWS report

this scheme |

|

' ones who sup

tion the defendant testified that his |

aim in the detective scheme was to
cateh the men, as he had found that
catching the women only would not
break the nuisapce up; expected to
catch the men, becanse they were the
rted the practice; the
practice could be broken up by catch-
ing the men, or by placing guards at
the doors of the houses and keeping
men out; by these means the business
could be broken up. _

Ed. L. Butterfield was next called.
Before he testified, however, Mr. Ly-
man asked to be excused from the jury
and went outside; shortly afterward
word was brought 1n that he was sick,
and a physician had been sent for.

Judge Zane suggested that the case
£0 on with eleveu men, but the defense
objected and said they were willing the
case should go over for the term, Mr.
Varian epposed this and suggested an
adjournwent until this morniong, but
the Court objected to this.

Judge Hoge stated the defense were
willing for the jury to separate if an
adjournment were taken; it was noton
account of the defense that they had
been locked up all night.  Juodge
Zane said he had ordered that
frow motives of Lis own, A
half hour’s recess was taken, and the
sick juror was placed on a sofa, The
Court then ordered all the spectators
to retire from the court rcom, and the
case was continued.

Mr. Butterfield testified that he rent-
ed the house opposite the Continental
to Mrs. Fields on June 3d, 1885,

Officer Bateman was called and testi-
fled that he was present when Mr.
Hampton and Mrs. Kields entéred into
the arrangement at the jatlor's house.
The woman said she had a house, and
Mr. Hamwpton agreed to pay her $25 tor
every man detected; nothing was said
about Bﬂ.rt.iuulﬂ.r men being wanted.

Mr, Bateman was then subjected to
a very rigid cross-examination, duar-
ing which he gaye direct and
positive testimony vpposed to the con-
Hpirucy theory; he was a bdalt Lake
City police officer, and heard all the
agreement; Hampton gave the woman
no money then, but engaged her for
detective work, promising $25 for each
criminal caught; she was to receive
nothing till the aflidavits were made:
nothing was said as to where she was
to go; the date was between the 12th
and 16th of Jume; witness had never
been charged with auy crime.

B. Y. Hampton was reca'led. -At his
meeting with the woman Fields, in the
presence of DBateman, Salmon and
Smith, was made the only coatract
which existed; Officer Smith was now
sick,and unsible to attead as a witness.

Cross-examined—Mr. Bateman’'s tes-
timony was correct; the date set by
him was the right one. Shortly after
that defendant went to San Francisco.,

Captain Greenman testifled that he
arrested Mrs. Fields in Denver, and
told her it was for keeping a house ol
ill-fame,

The court then took recess until this
morning. It was agreed that Mr. Ly-
ian could go home, the other eleven
jurors being taken to the Valley
House.

This merniag the defensc announced
that they had introduced all the testi-
mony they thought necessary.

Prosecuting Attorney Varian, after
ascertaiuing that C. W. Lyman, the
juror who was taken ill yesterda}
evening, wasjbetter,made his argument
before the jury. He stated that the
crime which was contemplated by the
alleged conspiracy was the keeping ot
& house of ill-fame. He claimed that
the charge had been proven beyond all
reasonable doubt. The testimony of
the woman Fields, if uncorroborated,
should not be taken by a reasenable
jury; but if her evidence was cor:obo-
rated by circumstances, it should be
accepted. A scheme had been entered
into by several persons, as the defen-
dant claimed, to detect sexual crime.
The work was directed by private in-
dividuals, and not by the city oflicers.
The poiice were ready, under the mar-
shal 10 do the necessary work; the city
government was in full operation, as
was also the county government, all
drawing salaries which were paid for
the suppression of erime; butthis work
was left to private citizens, and the
scheme of the latter were to bring in
strange wowen to detect the crime.
Money had been paid in advance for
this purpose.,The defendant and prob-
ably others in the community, thought
this a commendable undertaking. The
defendant stated that, it necessary,
doors would be broken in to secure
the evidence. If the prosecuting at-
torney was rightly informed, such out-
rages had been committed Bj'* officers
in this community in times past, The
arrangement of the houses showed that
the defendant had & knowledge of the

urpose of the house, ‘There had been

or a number of years, houses of ill-
fame adjoining the court rooms and
hotels, just where they would
be most offensive, and no ef-
fort had been made to prosecute
thém. The scheme wascommenced by
rounding up houses which did not ex-
ist, or which were opened for the pur-
pose, The suppressipn of vice was
what was claimed as the object of the
plan, but detectives were not sent to
well known houses to learn who re-
sorted there. There was noevidence
to show that it was the intention of
any of these men to interfere with
notorious houses, The scheme, Mr.
Varian declared, had net the sanction
of the law, but was to make the good

bad, the bad worse. No law,
human ¢ divine, authorized sucha
course, It was unlike the detective

bureaus in operation in all large well-
regulated cities. The law did not con-

last evening. On re-direct examina- | template the commission of crime for
]

the detection of eriminals.
neathh the dignity of
ernment to Jead

order to suppress it. The woman

It was be-
any gov-
men into cerime in

Fields was anjobjéct of loathing and

ead. By the promise of money, this
lost creature was stimulated to induce

— -

men to commit c¢rime. A woman im
this business became more abandoned
as time went on. But what must a
man be, who has an intercset in the
commonwealth, who would combine
with such & wonan, for such a pur-
pose? Should his testimony under
oath be taken? The scheme in which
he was erngaged showed it was not
truth, but infamy that was being
sought; else, why all this secrecyv?
The woman’s better instincts revoited,
when on the witness  stand,
and she declared that for =
million she would not have taken
the course she had, in exposing those
who visited her house. Tne story of
the woman was the most probable one,
She entered upon the fulfiliment of her
contract, and carried it out. Mr. Sal-
mon might be treated as an accoiu=
plice. Mr. Hampton, in the com-
plaints, testified that the woman kept
4 bouse of 11l fame, and charged Pear-
son with resorting tiaereto. 'T'he
statute was aimed at the public nuis-
ances, and not at private incontinence,
Tua_uul'tg:l ant now swears that the
scheme did not contemplate opening
houses of ill-fame, yeL it was so ex-
tensive thatitemployed almost the en-
tire police foree. In the house used
the police had a room at their dis-
posal. The invitatious sentout by the
women might entrap menonthe excuse
of business, anod who, when they were
there, might be induced to commit a
crime. The law did not contemplate
the punishment of men under such cir-
curastances, They were dragged to
those houses on a pretense, and did
not resert toere for the purpose of
lewdness, altbough the crime was
comuitted, Lauguage was insuflicient
to express his abhorrence of tne
infammy of the plot. Affidavits were
macde by the woman, not for eyidence,
but for the pur of & nasty expo-
sure. There could be no ether reason
for taking these aflfidavits, except to
scandalize somebody.. Who put the
names in those aflidavits? They had
not been heard of  Thefore this
tral. The defendant had been
warned that his name might
be implicated, but he had expressed
his willingness to testify before the
grand jury, and two of that body testi-
fled that the detendant nad admitted
toat he hired the woman to open the
houses, and the defendant’s own testi-
mony before the grand jury had sealed
his fate. The most siogular part of
the whole scheme was that no one in
authority knew anything of 1it, or
where the mooey came from; part had
come from a4 member of the County
Court. Was it from one class, and Lo
be directed against another class? The
jury could judge.

Judge Hoge then addressed the jury
—The prosecution charged that the
statute had been in force ten years,and
no attempt had beenmwade to enforce it.
The history of the country showed the
charge to be false. The prosecuting
attorney had been here for some time,
but he had never brought & case. The
machinery of the courts was taken out
of the bands of the local oflicers, and
ziven to the Federal oflicers, but the
present U. 8, District Attorney, nor
any of his predecessors, had never
brought a case against the offenders.
The grand jury though specially in-
structed, had never brought an indict-
ment against the keepers of houses
which the prosecution had declared
were almost as well known as the
banks of the city. The prosecution had
failed in making any prooif ot the
crime of conspiracy charged., Mrs.
Fields had testitied that the defendant
had agreed with her, and d her
mouney to open & house of ill-fame;
that he had rented the house and far-
nished it. When referred to the time
the alleged contract was wade, she
could not tell 4 single statement made
by defendant. She then denied open-
ing a hoase, buu said the defendant
did. The note sent to Commissioner
McKay and P, H. Lannan had
no connection whatever with the

defendant. Members of the grand
jury had Dbeen called as.  wit-
nesses to what Mr. Hampton

stated beifore the grand jury. Scott
testified that Hampton said he paid the
woman money for detective purposes,
Mr. Hampton also testified that his
object was to detect erime. Morris R.
Evans was evidently a very wiiling
witness, and testitied that the defend-
ant said he bired the woman to open &
house. Mr, Raybould had been un-
able to repeat the substance of Mr.
J;l,m:ggt-nn’u testimony. ~ Mr. Pitts,
another grand juror, positively contra-
dicted Evans, and agreed with Scott,
It was such testimony a8 this the pros-
ecution asked couviction on!  Tes-
timony that was opposed to the idea
of auy couspiracy. The prosecution
had iatroduced Mr. Salmoun and Mr,
Armstroug as his own wilnesses, and
had declared they should net be be-
lieved, Their testimony did not cor-
roborate jthe statement of the Ficlds
wowman. The prosecution had intimat-
ed this was a irial between classes in
this community. Was the defendant
to be held responsibie for the acts of a
class? No, he should have a fair trial.
Or was the remark to insinaate that
the defeadant Dbelonged to a class

| which the jury were not members of?

In the testimony for the defense, Mr.
Hampton had given evidence in

comniiseration, but bad yet left some
of the instinets of & woman, She had ! declared detectives did not resort
testified that she had bargained with j ¢rime te detect crime.
ithe deféndant to p:y her trade as a }the detective service refuted tiis a

rostitute. She was to receive $25 per.f sertion completely, And was llam

B

‘especial filness to try this case i

——ram

own behalf., Let his conduct on t
witness siand be contrasted with tha
of the woman Flelds. He answere
the hundreds of questions frankly aa
promptly, and explained “he who
plan of detection. The prosecutl )

The history

ton, because he belonged 1o a clus
which the jury did not, to he cor
{ demned for doing what others werere
garded as heroes for? The prosecutio
claimed that Mrs. Fields’® testimo:
Was corroborated by McKay and P
Lanunan, when their testimony had
connection with the defendant, Mess: s
Salmon and Armstrong, Lwo of t
rosecution witnesses, agreed wit
wpton, inshowing the whole sche:
was tor the detection of crime. M
Varian claimed the Mayor knew. not!
ing of it., There was no testimony t
that effect. ‘T'he prosecution tried g
dodge the question on the ground thg
crime Lo be detected was private crim
That men were enticed there to thro
away their virtne! They wmust hav
been men of very easy virtue! »
Lannan and McKay had evident
been stronger. Stress had = bea
laid that the Governor was the mi
sought to be caught. Yet the tes:.
wouy showed all classes were caug:.
Kfforts had been wade to break af
these houses by punishing the wome
but had failed berause she meu we
not foliowed. T1here wasno Jaw
screen the frequencers of these hous s
and punish oniy the women., The la
raked thewm all in, and one was as b

as the other, and a:l should
punished. It was ' ‘a part
vhe history  of this case tha}!

those accased ot reserting to thos
houses had been dismissed, the 1))
trict Attoraney having refuosed to pros
ecute them! The District Attorne$
had stated, in this coart, at that tiinds
that the very witnesses used in tnd
rosecution in this case should not b
elieved on earth, or ian the high cou
of heaven, and that no Awerican ju
should convict on such testimonyli
Aund no man at the bar knew better thdl
meauing of those words than did th
prosecator himself, when he declare
#a American jury should not believ
testiinony agalust a certain class,
should not be believed against the othe
class, because the jury did not belong
it. All that the defendant asked ws
that the testimony be impartiail
weighed, and give a verdict thereon.
At the close of Judge Hoge's re
;na.rﬁ]s, the Court took a recess unt
p. m,

This afternoon Mr. Burmester ac
dressed the jury on vehalf of the de
fense. He sald he had expected _
hear from the prosecution a clead
stutement of the facts in the case, bu}|
bhad been disappointed. Thought
would have done 50 in tairness 1o thfid
counsel for the defense, to the cour
and to the people, but he hua
not. Mr. DBurmester had fe
appalled and humiliated by ba
ing to listen to talk from t!
prosecution that might have bee
proper ina police court. There was 1
occasion for a tirade of abuse. Feelin
and epithets did ot constitute arg:
ment. A prosecution should neyve

20p to personal abuse and he h:
been amazed at hearing it. A ba
statement of the indictment and an ¢ g
planation of its verms were all that w
Hecessary, 80 taal the matter couid
sunplitied. B.Y. Hawmpton was ac

-4
|

l

cased of consp' acy with Mr
Field,  alias Mrs. McCali
alias Miss Harris, to comm

& crime agaiust the people of the Tep
ritory of Utah, In that they agreed
keep and maintain a house of 111-fam
The jurr had been selected for the

partially, and they should do so intell
gently. The argument of the prosec
tor tended to confuse instead of en
lighten the jary. A couspira
was an uniawful combination
twOo oOr - more persons, by co
certed action, to commit an unlawt
act, or to use unlawful mexns to ae
complish an act not unlawfal in itse
There was no such combination in th
case, Therewas no evidence of t
agreement charged. Mrs. Fields, sui
she was hired to work for defendan
If this was true there was no consp:
acy in it. Mr. Hawmpton testifled th
he hired the woman for detecti
Purpenea. That was all there was |
{, and no jury could make a case
conspiracy out of it. It was simply |
case of hirtnga person todo certainwo
for detectice purposes. The testimon
all agreed that the woman was hire
and was to be paid $25 for each persc
caught. There was no occasion @t
abuse or vective. The agreemc!
was made and money paid for the Jdd
tection of crime, not its commissiog
A great® deal had been said of ||
war between classes, but wi
that the defendant had nothing to
He alone was on trial.. The questic
of the veracity of witnesses in anoth
case had nothing to do with this cas
There was no reason for the prosec
tor’s attack eon the ¢ity and couun
governments, gThe defendant D
nothing to do with thas. If v}
city and county had failed
prosccute certain erimes, so hg
the third jurisdiction, the prosecutig
in this court, and the pot had no ¢
cuse for calling vhe kettle black; it w
Simply a division of - the honors, ag
the defendant had no eonnection wi
it. «The prosecution had also 14
great stress upon the **‘moral” pha
of the case—the allurements offered
men. Mrs. Figlds had failed to allu
the glorious triumvirate which L
been referred to. This failure was

L
¥

his | keeping with Mr, Hampton’s statema




