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FIRST DISTRICT COURT DOINGS

lain thebe case of the united states vs
Loleverage indictment for unlawfulul
cohabitation that waswag called tuesday
at noonWP toethe defense objected to thenatbie n t onOB the ground that the only
wiwitnessneais endorsed upon the indictment
was the defendant himself mr james
ELS made an argument against its

glency mr hiles Assassistantlitant dis-
trict attorney stated that the objec-
tion wwas captious and should be sum-
marily sat down upon that it bad
beenthe practice in some instances torfor
the defendant to seek to go the

standland as a witness torfor the prosecution
liehe characterized it as a nasty quibble
and should notnet be countenanced by ththee
court S BR thurmanTb urman for the de-
fense repliedreplied to the argument
of01 mr hilesI1ties instantly Aandnd saidu01 have no doubt that itif the district
attorney hadbad it in his power he would

summarilyummarUy sit down upon the proposi-
tion advanced as well as every other
proposition that would in the least de-

regree afford the defendant a fair trial
nutbut I1 thank heaven that youryouir honor is
uupona the benche c instead of the district
Aattorneyorney 11 he stated that until this
day in this end of61 tue districtingdistrictin all the
easeses of this class the dependantdeledelendant hadbad
voluntarily goobgone upon the beaud and
madomade hisbig statement with thete view of
notInot subjecting his family to the annoy
ance of answer ing improper questions
91 the District Attorney that in allail

uch cases the defendant had been
convicted that the utmost good faithgbadad been given and in the light of rea-
sonon and experience there was no occa
touton torfor thehe ground made by the dis-

trict
die-

trictbrict attorney but in the case of mr
arkwood which bad just been tried
W0 defendant had made

TUBTHE SAME OFFER

with the orme purpose in view which
offer hadbad been rejected by the prose-
cuting attorney that the same attor-
neyn F had called and had paraded thembaoebecore the jury and then stated that
totoee witnesses were absent possibly by
the procurement of the defendant him-
elself
mr thurban saidpaid that it was unfair

andnd unjust and intended only to brejpreju-
dice

a
the windsminds of the jury ainest the

defendant and because of tthete unjust
and unfair proceeding on the part of the
district attornattorney1ey the defendant now
demanded at the handsbands of this court
his legal rights and proposed to
stand upon whatever rights hebe was
entitled to under the law he de-
manded that this indictment be
quashed set aside and dismissed for
te reason that it was not found upon
legal evidence for the reason that i
waswa patent upon the face of the in-
dictment that the evidence upon which
itt was found was Juinsufficientsufficient to con-
vict that the confessconfes8 ou or admission
of is never sufficient luiu
any casebase to sustain a conviction that
there must be corroborative proof ot01
the corpus that in these cases
the defenddefendantAut being the only witness
examined before the grand jury we
mastnot presume that his admission or
confession or whateverwhitever I1is may be
termed was unsupported by any
evidevidencetuce whatever

THE COURT

intimated that liebe was in ac-
cord irwwithth that view and understooddundei stood
that to be the sole aim of law where-
upon the district attorney in reply
shunned the issue would not confers
the point and awaked that the indict-
ment be on the deficiency in10
other PONpomp

the court dismissed the indindictmentlehmentletment
the juryjars in the kirkwood case were

out two hours and twenty fivelive min-
utes the court sent them word hebe
would adjourn in teu minutes when
they came in and rendered a verdict otof
guilty on the two indictments wa
charchargedked

in theme easecase of the UUSS vs charles
hardy in resisting a U S officer
charles N redfield deputy marshal
was placed on the witness stand he
lives iuin provo was commit signed be-
lore

be-
fore ireland three years ago last feb-ruary the commission was exhibited
and obleobjectedeted to by the defensedefence J aeE
booth upon the ground 1ithac the com-
mission waswa not

SIGNED BY IRELAND

asu U 8 marshal the objection wasoverruled and an exception taken had
been acting in the capacity of deputy
barkal something over threethre yearseyears
received the subpoena from the third
district court for service upon one
jennie seamanbeaman alias J hill the writwas to bring her before the grand I1juryury
at Sait Lake produced a copy which
was objected to by the defense on the
ground that it was not certified to
overruled received the subpoena on
the third of march at 9 30 am the
person on whom the subpoena was to beserved lived in the ad ward of this city
served the subsubpoenapena soon after secur-
ing it onoa that day I1 went down to mr
hardy and sent the bailiff to the back
door I1 went to the front a chair bald
iniin thee door I1 knocked two or threetimes but nobody answered the doorwas open and I1 went to the innerhiner door
and knocked two or three timeslimes atlast there was a young lady came to
thetee door asked for miss hilltold her I1 had a subpoena for this lady
aadad asked whether miss hill was there
and was informed she was not the
girl told me I1 could not search the
house without a search warrant saw
the defendant first up stairs I1 went
up the stairs teocounselnasel for defense
wanted to know what authority he had
to go0 uup stairs I1 saw mr hargyhardy up

I1 stopped inib jhb room aher

mr hardy wasandaasand hebe said you cant
xogo through this housebouse without a
search warrant and caught
me by the laps of the coat and

PUSHED ME DOWN STAIRS

I1 went to the door of another room
and it was closed I1 called for those
inside to open it or I1 would burst it
open when some one opened it from
the inside whom I1 found to be the
per I1 wanted and I1 served the pa-
perse onn her before I1 went hardy said
w1000 mee liltif you had come to my househoue
I1in tthee nnight I1 would hahavee shot you
I1 ttoldid him if he hadbad been youngyoun in-
stead of an old nianman I1 would haveave
thrown him down stairs and that was
all that transpired only that I1 asked
her the woman if that was her true
name she said it was mr hardy
seemed tol be very much excited when
he met me at the stairs the old fellow
said before I1 left the rebels are in
power now but it will be our turn
next

ON WEDNESDAY

Aatt 10 a athe case of the united states
vs hardy waswab continued deputy redf-
ield on the stand he had no search
warrant supposed hebe hadbad a right to
search the housebouse after entering it as
hebe hadbad a subpoena it was his intention
to break open the adoor where the lady
was unless she it

mr hardy then took the stand was
in the house at home attending to hisbis
business as a tailor hisbig daughterdau liter
called him down and told himerhim mr tdredf-
ield was down stairs wanting to
search the house mr hardy went
down and met mr redfield said he
would not allow him to search with-
out a warrant redfield said he would
knock me down unleash I1 did I1 told
him if hebe made the attempt I1 would
break his head and it hebe bad come in
the night I1 would have shot him when
I1 told him not to advance that I1 intend
edo defend my integrity redfield
threatened to knock rueme down again I1
told him to advance and I1 would
the top of hisbis abad off I1 badhad nothing
to shoot with but I1 would take his
pistolastol away from him he then calledforfor helfandhel I1 started to put him down
stairs but he hollowed torfor help and
other deputies came in I1 did not
touch him with a finger the
lady camethere fifromom sanpete and
rented a room of me giving her name
as mood so when thithe officer came and
asked for miss hill I1 did not know her
if he hadbad asked if a woman was there
I1 coulcoalddhaveshave told him yes but the
woman was a stranger to me

to the prosecution knew the man
redfield waswaa a marshal or some offi-
cer by reputation redfieldKedfield showed
me no authority no paper

my daughter gave me the first in-
formation of redfield being in thith
town she said he hadbad tried bogetto get in
had turned a key andand said he would
break the d d old dour down abel
I1 first saw him I1 asked him for his au-
thoritytho rity liehe said

HE NEEDED NONE

that he had a subpoena for miss uashillill
when liehe threatened to knookknock me down
he reareachedhed hishia hand in his pocket and
I1 thought it was for a pistol and 1I1 in-
tended to graberab it from him this was
all upstairs I1 am a freefreebornborn citizen
and mean to maintain the order of my
house did not think hebe
searched in his pocket for a
subpoena he saidisaid nothing about
it and did not show it I1 prevented him
from going toto the rooroomin he did not
touch me nor I1 him it was all threatsmrs hardy sworn the districtattorney objected on the krgroundou nd that
the wife cannot testify for or against
her husband1I the attorney for the de-
fense said you dont mcmeanan that do
i3 ou he was afraid mr district att-
orney

WAS DEFICIENT

in tomehome other parts of his ededucationcration as
well as writing and referred to yes-
terday the statute laws of 1884 sec-
tion 1370 settled the ququestionetiOT she
was a competent winesswl ness when called
by the defense overruled

MRS HARDY TESTIFIED

to toetle deputy being there and trying to
break open the doors saw there was
some trouble did not see it allmrs Osterlook the daughter was
called and substantiated the former
testimony that mr redfield tried to
open the door by turning a key the
door was locked on the inside liehe
threatened to break it open said he
was going to make a search and if her
father resisted he would break his
head heardbeard redfield ssayIs to father
when he went up stairs tthatat he would
knock him down father did not touch
him redfield was called dodownwal
stairsstain by other deputies called at tilethedoor of the lady read the subpoena andwent off
to the prosecution heard mr redf-

ield call for help and mr glenn came
heardbeard father say that if redredfieldfield made
another move ne would blow hisbis head
off saw him put his hihandand in hisbis pock-
et Xmrr Gglenn came afterafier redfieldbed field i

ccalledh d forfir help and told the latter tocomedown he went down
the case was submitted therewere some arguments upon the brief

of the dependantdelen dant the arguments were
made by prosecuting attorney hiles
and J E booth attorneyattorneyatiorney for the de-
fense andad the jury went out wednes-
day afternoona ternoon

Z disagreed about 5 lastevening taw jury irain the obien case
again came into court and reported
that they could nota ree on a verdicttthey evere disedischargedharge

PROVO POINTS

DOINGS OF THE DISTRICT COURTcouitt
MRS JONES discharged THE

OTHERS CONViCTOD

monon wednesday the case of the peo-
ple vs vanvaa ausdal accused otof assault
upon one savory of Sansantaquin utah
county an old man of three beare audand
ten was taken bip the testimony
showed that a crowd of boys had as-
sembled at hisbis place a barn where the
old gentleman hadbad cider on tap the
boys had become somewhat intoxi-
cated and threw cider in saverysSavorys face
and afterthe old gettlemangeatzeatleman hadbad barred
them from coming again the defend-
ant with others undertook to break
open the barn door and in doing so
cut through it with an ax into the old
gent lemans hand which waywas holding
ane door that the offense was com-
mitted on the of february last
and upon indictment found by the
grand jury toethe defendant was ar-
raigned on the charge the jury was
charged thursday morning at 9 a m
and shortly after the jury returned with
a verdict of not guilty

Tthelie jury rpreturnedturbed at 10 last
ninightg iuI1 tilethe case8 of U S v hardy re-
sisting6 itin gandand obstructing a U S officer
whaa

VERDICT of GUILTY

the same day the casucaso of the U S
vs jasjag W loveless indictment for
unlawful cohabitation was called atam A jury was im paneled

mrs jas W loveless was called
and asked by the defense to be sworn
upon her vowvoir dire on account that she
could not be called without the de-
fendantsfend ants request being the first and
lawful wife defense stated to the
court that he wished that this testi-
mony of mrs loveless be for tthebecourt and not as evioevidenceence granted
the witness testified that she was the
wife of defendant married in 1847 at
council bluffs mrkr loveless was a
single man at thatluat time have con-
tinued to ave with him ever since as
his wife and do so at the present
time she was asked by the prosecut-
ing attorney if her husbandhubband bud any
other wives objected tuto by tdijttv ade
tense that testimony hadbad hotl0O tp e
u the issue shesha had alreadalreadyl4 ti-pon
nedfled that he herbher husbandusband hadbad nno other
wives at the time she mar-
ried and now she could
not be sworn as a witness
without her own and her husbands
conseconsentqt as the district attorney was
seeking evidence for the ppurpose1 of the
case in a preliminary examination

the court
SUSTAINED THE OBJECTION

that she was not a compecompetent witness
to be sworn in the case

mary breretonBre seton lovelessLove Jess was called
lived in provo 30years knowknew defend-
ant he was her husband and hadbad been
for 30 years I1 know a person called
josephine lovelessloveles did not know
when bhe last saw verher think it was
two weeks apoago on the 8treetstreet auw w
matilda Loloveless she is his figiratt wife
Jojosephinebephine was his third wife ob

to what is the reputation
of josephinejosephidesJose phines being defendants
wife objected to and overruled
Matilda liveslivet in the second ward I1
live 0in the tarmfarm matilda has 10 or 11
children known as loveless children
I1 have aula children and josephine has
8 defendant hadbad umnoc lived with
witness for the last two years

does your husband believe in or ibia
he a member of tilethe church of latter
day saints does he believe ioin polyga-
mym objected to by the defensedefence mtmr
hiles the district attorney was asked
hisbid culpopurpose8 e of the question by the
court liehe stated that it was to show
the defendant hadbad a disposition to live
in polygamy etc the

QUESTION WAS WITHDRAWN

examination by the defense the
witness was married to defendant in
1855 thought nehe was married to jo

in 1859 what do you mean
by the reputationtation of heirr being defend-
antsants wife that it was known and
understood by othersothen in the family 11

state the reputation of yourself and
josephine in the family as defendants
wife sluesincelathothee passage odtheof the ededmundsadsn
bill 1 I dontnt know anything 0ut
her then you base it upon t acta
that they marriexi severaseveral yearsears
ago yes sirair herfier youngestgest
child was one year old the next was
tour W

newel knight waswas called lived oiaOBprovoprove latuchbench was a son in law of the
defendant my wife is a daughter of
matilda do you know Mmaryary brition
loveless she is rereputedu ed to be his
wife witness statedstate thathat he was
not familiar with their a airs in the
last elahi years are you a member
of the church of latter day saintsno sir I1 am not I1 I1

mrs Dalquist called knew nothing
about the defendants was a swede
and could not understand muemuchh had
ocenbeen in this country three years

james oraygray called lived in provo
knew defendant about 2645 years knew
josephine caldwell believed she waswaa
related ao the defendant loveless by
reputation was his third wife hadha
seenen them only in passing their place
at the farm once or twice a year livedjived
five or six blocks away frumfrom defend
ant thought he

MADE HIS HOME j

at matilda loveless his first wife I1

did nutnot know much about in the I1I1

last tour years
john leetham called hadbad lived in I1

30 years knew defendant also
matilda mary audand josephine lovelloveless
matildaaMat ildas reputation was as his first

wife mary as the second and jose-
phine the third the children went by
the name olof loveless based his un-
derstandingderstanding on the fact that they hadbad
been reported to be his wives torlor a
number of years

the casecabe w40 submitted by the pros-
ecutionecution

at 2 pm john durrastDur rasit of american
fork was arraigned on a charge of un-
lawful count pliaplea
not guilty

wmwin KR webb of american fork
charged with unlawful cohabitation
two counts plead not guilty

arguments to the jury in tlethe case of
bishop loveless were opened by the
prosecution

after the arguments the charge was
given to the jury which retired at
theyr rreturnede tU arned in a few hourshouis with a
I1verdict1 ral I1 t 1off gguilty1111 tY

the timetime for sentenceaen tence in ththee kirk-
wood case was set for oct lith

the case of the U 8 vs jones ju-
lia jones of provo for resisting a
united states officer was taken up
the district attorney considered the
julia jones case

NOT VERY aggravated
and asked a dismissal which was
granted the case ot the people etc
vs dewit C watts impleaderimpleadeA wita
john watts indicted for grand lar-
ceny was taken up the district att-
orney moved the court that 8 BR
thurmaltaurman hebe associated with him in the
case belhavini examined the witnesses
before the committing magistrate mr
johnson objected to mr thurman
coming into the case as it would be
employing private counsel to assist the
prosecuting attorney the objection
was overruled and an order was en-
tered that mr thurman be associated
with the prosecution in the case A
jury was paneledimpaneledim

on friday the case was in progress
and likely to last a day or so there
are several counts for cattle steal
ing

THE MASS MEETING

A LARGE representation carmoniharmoni-
ous proceedings DELEGATES

ELECTED

pursuant to published announce
ment representatives of the peoples
party met in mass convention at 1230
pm at the city hall

mr J1 F wells moved that francis
armstrong be selected as chairman of
the convention carried

1 mr armstrong took the chair
mr adam moved that heber

M wells be appointed secretary car-
ried

wm rollerfuller was appointed chapchaplainlaifi
mr walter H beatie was appointed

at arinsanus
prayer was alien offered by the chap-

lain I1

theThesesecrecrearyary read the call lorfor the
as followslol lows

headquarters PEOPLES COUNTY caCEN-
TRAL

I1COMMITTEE

SALT LAKE CITYCITI september as 1886

A mass convention of the peoples party
will be held at the city rallonhall on saturdaybaturday
october ad 18 6 at 1220 pm torlor the pur-
pose ot eelecting sixteen delegates to
sent salt lake county at the territorial
convention to be held on monday october
alth IL nominate a candidate lor delegate
to the fiftieth congress

by order of the county central commit-
tee JOHN SHAW

chairman
on motion it wasds decided that the

delegates to be chosen from this con-
vention to attend the territorial con-
ventionveti tion be allotted as follows from
each of the municipal wards ol01 salt
lake city except the ath municipal
ward 3 and from the ath municipal
ward 2 from the county outside saltbait
lake city 2 total 16

mr wmwin thornshorn moved that a com-
mittee of rivelive be appointed to nomi
nate subject toti approval by the con-
ventionven tion the delegates from salt lakecounty said committee to be appoint-
ed by the chair carried

the committee on nominations with-
drew to an adjoining room and an
address was made by mr george G
bywaterBjwater

the committee on nominations en-
tered and presented the following re-
port
monbon francis armstrong chatchairmanaman

and gentlemen of the convention
your committee on nominations beg

leave to report the following names of
persons for delegates to the territorial
convention

WM thorn chairman
nominations FOR DELEGATES

from first precinct W W ritereiter
E M weiler adam spiers

from second precinct john C cut-
ler david mckenzie J H anderson

from third precinct james wat-
son ellas A smith J W

I1 1
si

from fourth Precprecinctluct james sharp
jucius F wells

precinct francis arm-
strong george D spencer
clawson

at large D B Brinbrintontou 00 P miller
on motionof mr T J howell the

report was received and the committee
discodischargedarged

mr john HR howard moved that the
delegates be instructed to place in
nomination the name 4

ponhon john T
caine as delegate to congress curried

on motion of mr haugton the dele-
gates named ouon tuptue commit coes re-
port were accepted as the cice 90
the convention 1

the minutes were read and approved
on motion the convention adjourned

sine die
benediction by the chaplain

ORSON P ARNOLD
he has acknowledged one

wife only
bat the district attorney wants

hinshim convicted torfor visiting tetahis
former polygamous affe

and her children
DICKSON SAYS THOSE WHO PROMISE

MUST DIVORCE THEIR polyg-
amous WIVES

W
THE COURTCOUET MUST ANNUL AN UNLAW-

FUL CONTRACT
6

in the trial of orson P arnold on
the charge of unlawful cohabitation
yesLerclay afternoon by request of the
district attorney all of the witnesseswitnessei
except the one testifyingtestify log were exclud-
ed from the court roamroom

orson P arnold jr was the first
witness called for the prosecution
he testified the defendant is roymy
father my mother lives in the thirt-
eenth ward I1 lived at home
during the period named in the indict-
ment I1 visit mother about once a
week have seen father at mothers
housebouse during meatmeal times father has
been away from home some of tilethe time
since may 1885 he was awayavay from
home two or three months I1 think I1
know fanny launtlinnal11 arnold she lives
on first west street in this city she
had lived there for six or seven years
I1 have been at her house several times
during thetae time since the month ofmay 1885 1I have seen her there every
time I1 went there she has four chil-
dren the eldest is about 10 years old
the youngest is about ayears3 years old it is
a boy I1 taink I1 never heardbeard it called
by name have seen my latherfather at fan
nys house since the of may 18851895
two or three times we have passed
there several times in a buggy when
liehe would call luin and I1 would wait for
him until hebe came out I1 never left him
there nor called torfor him I1 do not
think I1 would have forgotten it if I1 bad
donesodone so either before or sinceeMaymay
1885 it is some time since I1 saw
father at dannysFannys after some
hesitation about a month ago
the last time I1 saw him there was when
I1 left him in a buggy 1 waited for him
to come out as we went there to-
gether hebe was absent about livefive
minutes when hebe returned I1 have
been there with him three or four
times during the past year twice in
the past two months I1 am merely
guessing at it now I1 dontdon t rememberrein ember
hahavingg teenseen him ti ere since the first
of januaryu y and the alth of may this
year

mr dickson here bebegangantoto refresh
the witness me ory from the grand
jury notes mr sheeks objected to his
doing this from such an unreliable
source when mr dickson retorted by
sa ing he had no right to accuse thythe
clerk of the grand jury of making false
entries the objection of the defense
was overrated by the court

witness to airmr dicksonbickson I1 dont
think I1 told the grand jury that I1 hailhadi
seen father atiat funnydannyss housedouse within the
first two or three months of this year

to mr rawling when father calledo
on fanny he did not tell me what he
went tor liehe bever said anything to
memeiI1 suppose hebe went there to see the
children there has been but little or
no association between the two fami-
lies

fanny DLinnsll was called andsaid 1 was married to the defendant
14 years ago he has been at my housebouse
to see the children quite often gene-
rally vsas often as once a week he has
been away during the present year 1
do not leie member the exact date
could not tell anything about it he didi
not tell me where nehe was going hebe has
eaten there several times but notnoi this
year I1 went to ogden with him miimmay 1885 I1 irit there ia com-
pany with him and cam back withgimhim we stopped at a hotel we had i

dinner and supper there I1 bad my
meals sent to my room hebe did not eatcat
with me 1I do not know chure he
slept he came ntointo the room with tilethe
waiter when the meals were brought
up he may have been there toin the
morning before we went to the train
hebe did not stay a year ago the last
summer we were out driving it was
whenhe my baby waswa sick I1 could not
say haw many timtimesa it was in the pumsum-
mermer 0or 1885 havebave not been out
him asince that time have never been
at the theatre with him since the let
of may 188518877 he took weme home c from
thorethere once or twice in company with
my sister hebe was at my house during
the latter part of january when there
was sickness
to mr bowlinsVIlas I1 remerememberniber the

time when mr arnold pleaded guilty
to unlawful cohabitation at that time
it was understood that wew were not to
hold the relrelationsAlons of husband and wife
any more since that time hebe has been
there but once at night when my baby
was ill my family is dependent upon
him torfor a living he has provided us
with a home whenever he called it
was in the daylaydaytimetime it was during the
illness of the baby that we went out
riding with it it was by the advice of
a physician that we took the baby out
he took meals there at my invitation
tota meet and talk with the children the
time he staid all night was anen the
baby was sick he sat up with it
sometimes anen he called he never en-
tered the househous hhss visits were on
business and to look ater the children


