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PROVO PICKINGS.

¥IEST DISTRICT COURT DOINGS.

Ia the case of the United States vs.
Loverage, indictment for onlawiul
coaabitatlon that was called Toesday
afsernoon, the delense objected to the
indictment on the ground that the only
wituess endorsed upon the indiciment
was the defendant himsell. Mr. James
Kimball made an srgument against {1s
sutigiency. Mr. Hiles, Assistunt Dis-
trict Atturney, stated that the objec-
tion was captions, and should be sum-
marily sat down upon; thut it bad
been the practice in some instances for
the défendant to seek to go upon the
stand 88 & witness for the prosecution.
He characterized it as a **nasty quibble
and sbould not be countenanced by the
court.” 8. R. Thurman, for the de-
frnse reflied to  the argumeot
of r. Hiles instantly apd_said:
[ heve no doubt that i the District
Attorpey had it in bis power be would
summarily sit dewn upon the propusi-
Lion advanced, u4s well us every other
proposition that would in the lesst de-

ree afford the defenduut a fadr trial.
ﬂut I thank beaven that your honor ls
upon the bench instewd of the District
Attorney.” He stated thut untit this
day in tuis end of toe district,in all the
cages of this class the defeudunt hud
voluntarily gobi upon the stapd and
macde his statement with the view of
yot subjecting his fumily to the aanoy-
ance of upswering improper quesilous
ot the Instrict.Attorpey: that in all
puch cuses the defendant bad been

pvicted; tbut the utmost rood fuith
ad heen given, and lotbe light of rea-

gon and experience there was no occa- |

{01 for the cround wade by the 1is-

rict Attorpey. Butln ibe case of Mr.
irk wood, which had just been tried,
¢ defendant had made

TRAE 8AME OFFER

with the srne purpose in view, which
offer had been rejected by the Drose-
cuting Attoruey; thut the same attor-
pey had called and Lind paraded them
befjore the jury and tbeo stated that
{ge witnesaes were ubsent, possibly by
e‘procurement of the defendnut him-
self. }
Mr, Thurran #aid that it was unfair
and nbjust and intended only to prejo-
dice the minds of the fury azalust the
defznflant, and because of the uujust
and unfair proceeding on the part ot the
District Attorpey, the deferdant now
demanded at the hapds of this Conm
his legal righis, and proposed te
atand npon whatever rights he was
entitled to under the Juw. He de-
manded that this indictment be
quashed, set aside aud dismissed, lor
tLe reason that it was not found upon
legal evidence, for the reaxon thutd,
was patent upon the face of the in-
dictment that the evidence upon which
It was found was lusutticient to cou-

* ylct, that the confess:on or udmission

of the Jefendant 1s pever sutficlent {u
any ¢ase to sustain a cooviction, that
there inust be corroborative proof ol
the corpts delicii; that in these cases,
the defendant beitg the only witness
examine before the graud jury, we
must presume that his admisslon or
confession, or whitever i may be
tered, was unsepporied by auy othel
evideuce whatever,
THE COURT

strooglv intimated that he was 1u ac-
cord with that view, and understood
that to be the sole aitn of law, where-
npon the District Attoroey, in reply,
phunced the issue, would bot confess
the point apnd asked that the ipdict-
ment be dismissed vn the deficiency ip
other palJ.p.

The Court dismissed the indlctment

The jurv In tbhe Kirkwood case were
ont twe hours und twentv-five min-
utes. The Court sent them word he
would adjetrn in ten wiuutes, when

thef‘ cuine b sod rendered 4 verdlct ot
xuilty on the two lodictments u-
charged.

In the case of the U. 'S, va, Charles
Hardy, In resisting a U. 5. offcer,
Charles N. Redfleld (deputy marshal)
wa$ pjaced oo the witness atand. He
Yives iu Provo, was commirsioned be-
fore Ireland tbree yeurs ago lust Feb-
ruary. Tbe commission was exbibited
aud objected 10 by the defense, J, E.
Booth, upon the ground ithyt the com-
mission wus not

BIGNED BY IRELAND

85 U. 8. Mairshal, The objection was
overruled and au excepiion tuken. 1iad
been acting tu the capacity of depoty
marihal something over three years)
recelved the subpa:na {rom the Thipg
District Conrt for servize upon oue
Jeonte Seaman alias J. HU: the writ
was to bring her before the grand jnry
at Salt Lake; produced s copy which
was objected to by the defense, on the
roun@ that jt was not certitled to,
verruled. Received the subpoznaon
the third of March at 930 a.m. The
person ol.whom the subpone was to be
served lived 1o the 2d ward of this cluy.
.Berved the snbpwnz soon after secur-
ing it on thut day. I went down to Mr.
Herdy, and sent the bailiff to the back
door; 1 went to the front; 1 chalr lald
in the door; I knocked two or three
times, but nobody answered; the dooy
was open and 1 weot to the 1upser door
end kuocked two or three times; ay
last there was a young lady cawe tg
tae door end 1 asked for Miss i{i]l.
Told her [ bad a sub
und asked whether Miss Hii] was there
and wus iojormed she was not; the
girl told me 1 could not gearch the
Bouse witkout a seareh warraut; saw
the defendunt Hrst up stafrs; | weng
up the stuirs; (couasel for defense
wanted Lo kuow what anthority he had
wﬁ? u%stairs)-, I gaw Mr, Hardy .op
q.a, 9, [slopped in the room wher l

poenu {or this lady, |2nd J. E! Bootb, sttoroey for the de-

|
|

Mr. Hardy was,and he said,"*You can't
g0 through tnis bhonse without a
scarch warranot,” und cuught
me by the lips of the coat und

TUSHED ME DOWN STAIRS;

1 went to the door ©Of another room
and it was closed; 1 ecalled for those
inside to open it, or 1 would burst it
open, wieu some one opencd it from
tue inside, wbhom 1 found to be the
peragn 1 waoted, und I served the pa-
pers on her; betore I went, Hardy sutd
‘0 me, "1 you had come to my housc
in the night [ wounld bave sbot you;"™
Itoid hym if he bud been yonpg in-
stead of an old mun, I wounld have
thrown him down stairs, and that was
all that trapspired, only that I asked
ber—the womusn-—if that was ber troe
pame; she sald it was; Mr. Hurdy
seemed to! be very much exclted when
! be met me at the stairs; the old fellow
| said before I left, **The resels are in
pOwer now, but it will be our turn

*

ON WEDNESDAY,

at 10 8, m.,the case of the United States
vs. Hardy was continged, Depuly Red-
tield on the stand. He bad no search
warrant; supposed he had a right 1o
search the house after enteriogit, as
be had 4 subpeena; it wus his intention
10 break open the ydoor where the lady
was uoless she opened jt.
Mr. Hardy theu toek the stand. Wus
i lu the house at home, attendiug to his
puginess—us o talor; his daughter
called bim dowp and told bim Mr, Red-
field was down stalrs, wanting Lo
search the house: Mr, Hugdy went
down, aod mel Mr. Reddeld, said be,
would uot ullow bim to search with-
|out a warrant; Redtleld said he wonld
knock me dowu unless 1did; I tohl
bim if he wade the attempt [ would
break his head, and i1 he bad come iu
the yight I would bave shot nim; wheu
Itold iim uot to advance,thut I intend-
cdiio delend my wtegrity, Redfield
threatened to knock me down agaiu; 1
told him to advance and 1 would shoot
the top of his head off; 1 had nothiog
te shoot with, but I would take Lis
pistol away fremu hiw; he then called
tor help,aud I started 1o pot bim dewu
stalrs, but he hoilowed for help and
other deputies came in; 1 ¢did wpot
tonch him with a finger; the
ludy came .there from Saopete and
rented & room of me, glving her nume
as Mood, 50 when the ofticer came and
asked for Miss Hill [ Jid notknow ber;
if he had nsked If a womau was there,
[ conldihave told him wes, but the
WOIlan Was @ strubger 10 we.

Tothe prosecution: Knew the man
Redfieid was amsrshual, or some ofl)-
cer, by reputation; Redtield showed
me 1o autkority, no paper.

My danghter vuve me the first in-
formatlon of Heddeld bejog in  the

THE DESERET NEWS.

FPROVO POINTS.

MRE. JONEB DISCHARGED, THE
OTHEKRS CONYICTED.

ple vs. Yui Ausdal, sccused ot assunit
upon one Savory, of Santaguin, Utah
Couuty, an oid man of three-score and
ten, wus tauken up. The testimony
showed thutu crowd of boys had as-
gsembled ut his place, o barn where the
old gentlemau bad clder on tap. The
boys bad become Somewnat tutoxi-
cated and turew clder in Suvory’s {ace
apd after the old reutlemon bud barred
them from coming agaiu, the defend-
aot with others undertuok to bresk
open the baru doer, and In dolug &o
cut through it with an ax, Into the ofd
geutlemun's hand, which was holding
tne door, That the offense was cowa-
mitted on the 1Hth of February jast,
4nd npon indictmeni fousd by the
graod jury, tne defendunt wes ar-
rafigpned oo the charge. The jory sas
charged Thursday worning at 9a. w.,
and shortly afier the jury returoed with
4 verdict of uot guilty.

The jory rctoroned ut 10 o'clock last
pight iw Lhe case of U. 8, v. Hardy (re-
sisting and obstructiug a U. 5. oilicer)

DOINGS OF THE DISTRICT CoURr--|the nume ol Loveless; bused bis un-

R20O0n Wednesday, the case of the Peo- |

wigha
VYERDICT OF GUILTY,

The same day the caso of the U. S.
vs. Jas. W, laoveless, indictment for
unlawful cohabitation, wus culled at
9:30 a. 0, Ajury was hgpapeled.,

Mrs. Jas, W. Lovelcss was called
und asked by the defense to be swory
upon ber voir dire, 00 account tkat she
could nov be called withiout the de-
tcndunt’s request, beloy the first and
lawful wile. Defense stuted Lo the
court thal he wisbed that this testi-
mony of Mra. Loveless be for the
Court, apd not as evidence; granted,
The wituess testifled that sne was the
wife of defendant; warried in 1847 at
Council Bluffs; Mr. Loveless was u
siozle mun ai that 1jme: bave cou-
tinued to hve with him eversince as
biz wiie, and do 80 at the present
Line, Ske was usked by the Prosecut-
iog Attorney if her husband bad any
olber wives, Objected w by the de-
fense; Wal testhnouy bad npot Beep
upob the jsgne, Sha had alrewdy testi-
fied that ne (ber husbund) bad no other

wives aof the 1ime she rmar-
ried, aud now sho could
not Dbe sworn 83 a  wilness

without herown aud her husband's

conscut, as the District Attorpey was

seeking evidence for the purposc of the

case in a prellinipary cxamindtion.
Theconrt

SUSTAINED TI(E 0BJIECTION
that she was Dot a competeLt witness

town. Sbe szia he had tried to get in;
hizd turned a key aud said he "would
break the d—d old doyr down, Whel
L first saw bim ] asked him for bis au-
thority; ne said

HE NEEDED NONT,

that he hod a subpceena for Miss \Hil;
wien hethreatened to koock me down
hie reached bis hand io bis pocket, and
I thougnt it was for a pistol, and I -
tended to crabat from him. This was
ull npstajrs. Ium a free-horo citizen,
und mean to maiblain the order of my

nouse; did not think be
searched in  his pocket for u
subpceend; he sald  npeothing  sbout

1t and did not show it; 1 prevented hup
trom going Mtto the roow. He¢ did not
toach me nor ! him, it was all threats.

Mirs. Hurdy, sworn. The District
Attorney objecied, on the ¢round that
the wife cupnot testify foror agajnst
her busbana, The attorney lor tee Je-
fense sald, *‘You doo't mean thot, do
you?"” He was afraid Mr. Distifct At-

Lo De sworn in the case,

Mary Hreseton Loveless was calied—
Lived in Provo 30 years; knew defend-
utit; he was her busbapd and hud been
for 30 yeurs; I kpnow 4 persoun called
Joscphine Loveless; did nol know
when she last saw ber; thiunk it was
Lwo weeks ago oo the street; kpaw
Matilda Loveless; she is bis tirst wife;
Josephiue wus bis third wife; (ob-
tected 1o.)  “What s the reputalion
of Josephine.uas being defcudynl’s
wife!” QOojected to and overrnled,
Matildadives in the Second Ward, I
live wn the jurm; Matilda buas 1U or 1L
children, known ns Loveless' children;
1 bave 24 children and Josephiue bas
§; aelendast hud not hved with
wituess for the last two  years,
“*Does your husband, believe o or i
he 3 member of the Chureh of Latter-
day Salpts—does be believe jo polyga-
wy P Qvjecled to by the defense. Mr,
Hiles, the District Altorney, was usked
bis purpose of the question by the
Court. He stated that it was to show
the defeudunt bad a4 dispositios o live

Loroney
WAS DEFICIENT

{n some other parts of bis edceation as |
well 88 writipg, and referred o yes-
terday. The statute laws of 1884, sec-
tion 1330, settled the question. She
wis a competent wi.ness when called
by the defense, Overruled,

MRS, HARDY TESTIFI¥D

to the depoty being there aud trying to
break open tha doors; saw there was
some truubile, did not see i ajl.
Mrs, Ost.er'look {the daughter) was
called and substaptinted the formmer
testimony—ibst Mr, Redlield tried to
open the door by turninz a key; the
door wus locked on tbe inside; he
threatened to break It open; said he
was golng to make a search, and if her
father resisted he would break bhis
head; heard Redfleld suy to father,
wlien he went op stalrs, that he would
kpock bim down; father did vot touch
him; Redfleld wus called down
stairs by other deputies; ecalled at tae
door of the lady, reud the subpwna and
[wentoﬁ'.
Tothe prosecution: Heard Mr. Red-
|ﬂeid call for help and Mr. Glenn came:
beard father gzy thut il Redteld made
lanother move tie would blow his head
off; fow him put his hand in bid poek-
et; Mr. Glenn came sfter Redfield
cajled for belp, and told the Jatter to
come down; be went dowu.
Thera

io polyzamy, etc. The
QUESTION WAS WITHDRAWX.,

Examination by the defense; The
withess wus matried 10 defeodaut in
1855, ‘I'houpht ne was mwarried 1oJo-
sephiae {n 1859, Whet 4o yon mean
by lhe reputsation of her befug defend-
ubt's wife?’ **Thatit was known and
understood by others 1o the family,”
“*Stute the repulation of yourseif and
Jusephine in the iamily us defendant’s
wife since the j.ussage of.the Edmunds

bl ]l don’t kuow anytbing about

ber.” *“Then you buse it upon tRe tact
Lhat they were batrfed severa] years
ugo?™ Yes, sir.  Her youuzest
child was One jear old, the mext was
tour.

Newel Koight was ealled—Lived ou
Provo bench; was o son-in-fuw of the
defendant; my wile is a duugbter of
Matilda, ‘Do you know Mary Brition
Loveless?” “She is repoted o be his
wife.'” Withess stated that he was
not familiar with their affairs fo the
fast ¢ight years. “Areyou d mewtber
of the Cburch of Luttér-day Suintsy?
“No, sit, 1 ain not.’’

Mrs. Dalquist called—RKuew nothing
about the detendants; wus a Swede
and couid nut uudersiand much; had
ucen in this ¢ouniry three years,

Jemyes Gray culled—Lived {n Provo;
kuew delepdant shool 20 years; Koew
Jusephilne Uuld well; belleved she was
related to the defeudant Loveless; by
reputution wuas L8 Lhird wife; .bad

The case was submitted,
were some arguments upon the brief
of thedelendant. The arzulernts were
made by Prosecuting Attorvey Hiles

fense, aud the jury went out Wednes-
day afternoon,

d

r

* Disngreed.--About 3 o'clock last
eveniug, 1he jury in the O'Brien case
agaio came inte Court and reported
that they could not agree on a verdiet.

seen them ondy 1n passing their place
at the fario once or twice u year; lived
five or six blocks away frum defend-
ant; thougbtbe

MADE IS IOME

at Matilda Loveless', his Brst wife;
dil not know much aboul them in the
last tour yeurs.

Jobin Leethawn called—bad lived in
Provu 30 yeurs; knew defendunt, also
Mauida, Mary and Josepline Loveless;

They were dis¢harged.

Mauvitda's reputation was as his #irst

Det. 138

wife, Mary #s Lhe secopd, und Jose- ’ The minntes were read and approved.

phiie the third. “The children weant by
derstayding on the fuct tbat they bad
been reported to be bis wives tor a
ngmher of yeuars,

ecution.

At2 p.n. John Durramt. of Amnerican
Fork,
lawitil cobawition, one »connt..
not puilty.

Win. K. Webb, of Awmerican Fork,
charged with unlewflul cohabitation,
two counts, plead wot gulltty.

Arvuments to the jury iu the case of

Bishop Loveless were opeued by the

prosccution.”

After the arguments,
given to the jury, which retired uta:1s.
Toey returned i a few bSonrs with a
verdict of guilty.

The tinie tor'sentence 10 the Kirk-
wood case wis set for Oct. 11th,

The case of the U. 8, va. Jones, (Ju- |

lia Jones, of Provo) for resisting a
United States officer, wus tuken np.
The District Auorosey considered the
Julia Joues case

NOT VERY AGGURANATEDR

and asked u aismissal, which was
granted. The case ot the People, ete.,
vs. Dewlt C. Watts, impleaded witn
Jobn Watts, indicted for grund lar-
ceny, wus takyn np. The District At-
torney woved the Court that 8, R.
Thurmau be ussociated with him in the
case, bephaving examined the witnesses
before the committing wazistrate, Mr.
Jobuson objected to AMr. Thurman
¢Ominy in10 the caze as it would be
employioy private counsel 1o aseist the
Prurecuting Attoroey. The objection
wus overruled, and 4u order was ¢n-
tered that Mr. Thurman be uassociated
with the prosecution in the case. A
jury was impupeled.

Qo Friday the case was in progress
and likely to last o day . or 80, There
zin'u several counts for cattle steal

[+TE E
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TIHE MASS MEKTING.

A LARGE REPRESENTATION—IIAKXMONI-
QOUS PROCEEDING:—DELEGATES
ELECTED.

Parspaut to published announce-
meut represcotatives of the Poople's
Party met ia mass convenotion at 12:50
p.In., &t the Clty Hall.

Mr. J. I'. Wells noved that I'rancis
Armstroug be selecterd as chajrman of
the counvention. Carried.

Mr. Armstroug Look the chair,

Mr. Aduin Speirs moved that Heber
Llf.d\\'eus be sppoloted secretary. Car-
rled. .

Wm, Foller was appointed chaploin,

Mr. Wulter H. Beavie was appolnted
serzcant-at-urms.
. iPruyer wes tnen offered by the ehap-
afn.

The secre'ary read the call for the
convemion us tollows:

HEADQUARTERS DIHEOMLES ,COUNTY CEX-
THAL COMMITTEL,

SALT LAKE CiTy, September 28, 1836,

A nia#s convention of the Peoplé'u Tarty
will be held at the City Hall, on satarday,
October 2d, 163, at 12:20 pan., for 1he pur-

stnt Sall Lake Counly al lhe Territoral
Conrention o be held oo Monday, October
1hih, o nouinaiow candidue 101 Delegute
to_the Fifiieth Cougress,
Iy order ot 1he County Central Commit-
tee, JOIN Silakr,
Chairman,

On motlon it was decided that the
delegates to be chosen from this con-
vention ‘to attend the Territorial Con-
vention be allotted as follows: IFrom
each of the Munleipal wards ol Salt
Luke City, except the 41ib Municipul
Ward, 3; and {rom the 4th Mauonicipal
Waurd, ¥; Irom the county ontside Sult
Luke City, 2; total, 16

mitiee ol tive be uppolnted to nomi
nate, subjuct to approvel by tbe Con-
vention, the delegutes irom Salt Lake
County, sild committee to be appeint-
‘ed by the chair. Carried. :

The cominittee on npminations with-
drew to an udjoinimy; room, und an
address was made by Mr. George G.
Bywater. i

The commaittee on nominations en-
tered and presented the following re-
port:

Hon. Francis Armstrong, Chairman,
and Gentiemen of the Convention:

Your comu:ittee on nominations beg
leave to report the following names of
ersons {or delegates to the Territorial
onvention. .
W, TAaorx, Chairman.

NOMINATIONS FOR DELEGATES,

From First Preciont—W. W, Riter,
E. M. Weiler, Adam Spiers.

From Sccond Precinet—Jobn C. Cut-
ler, Duvid McKengle,.J. H. Anderson.

From Third Preciuct—James Wat-
gou, Ellng A. Smith, J. W. Summer-

4yvy.

Froem Fourth Precinct—James Sharp,
Junjus F. Wells.,

F¥rom Foortn Precinet—Francis Arm-
strong, George D. 'Pyper, Spencer
Clawson.

At large—D. B. Briuton, Q. P, Miller.

Oon wutionof Mr. T. J, Howell the
reporc was received apd the committee
discoarged.

Mr. Jobn R. Howard moved that the
dejegates bue instroeted to pluce in
vomination the nnine of Hop. John T,
Ciine a8 delegale to Congrevs, Cyrried.
Ouo moticn of Mr. Langton the dele-
gates pamed oo the colimitsve's re-
purt were-aecepled s the cppice of

the convention,

|

1'he cuse was submitted by the pros- |

waul trrafyoed on 4 cbhurge ofup- |
Pit'it. I

| But the DMstrict Attorney Wanta

the charge wus i

pose of elecling sixteen delegaies W repre-

Mr. Wm, I'borin moved that ocom- | g

Ln motion,the Convention adjourned
sine die.
Leuediction by the Chaplain.

0ORSUN
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P. ARNOLD'S TRTAL..

He has Ackuaowledzed One
Wife Unly,

bim Convicied for Visiling his
Yormer Polygamous Wile
aut her Children.

DICKSON 8AYS TUOSE WHO PROMISE
MUST DIVORCE THEIR POLYG-
AMOUS WIVES!

_— -

| THE COURT MUST ANNUL AN UNLAWS-

FUL CONTRACT!

In the trial of Qrson P. Arnold, on
the chutge of unlawful cohabitation,
yesterduy afternoon, by request of the

isitict Attorney, all of the witnesses
except the one testiiyvior were exclud-
¢d trom the counrt roow,

Orsou P, Arnold, Jr., was the first
witoess called for the prosecutjon.
He testiicu—The defendant §s  my
futher; my mothet lives in ihe ‘Thir-
teenth Wurd: 1 buve not lived ut bome
during the period named in the indict-
ment; 1 visit mother about once a
week; have seen futher at mother's
house during meal limes; father bas
been uway from home some of the time
sioce Muy, 1883; he wus awuy from
home two or three wonths, I think; 1
koow Fanny Liunell Aroold; she lives
ou First West Street, in this city; she
bud tived there {or 8ix or seven yearss
I buve been at her house several 1imes
during the time since the month of
Muy, 1883; I huve sevn ber tiere everv
time { wenl there; sho bhas {our ¢hil-
dren; the eldest i8 about 10 years old—-
the'youngest §s ubout & years old ; it is.
[ & boy, I toink; I never hicard it cafled.
by name; buve secn my futher ut Fan-
ny’s house stoce the Ist of Muy, 1885-—
two or three timues; we have passeda
| there several tiwes in a buegy, when.
| be would call iv and 1 would wait for-
i until he came ont; I never Jeft bim:®
there por culled for him; do nog
| think [ would bave forgotten it f I bud
done so—either belore or siuce May,
1555; it is some time sluce I saw
futher at  Fanoy's, (alfter some
besitation) about a  month ago;
the lust time I saw hiwthers was wheu
I leit otim ip u bugyy: I waited for him
to come out, s wWe wenL there to-
wether; he wus dabsent about five
minutes, when he returped; ) bave
bren there with him three or four
times during the past yvear—twice in
the past two months; I um merely
guessing atb it now; 1 don't remember
paving sven pim Urere since the irst
of Jupuary snd the 2tk of May tuis

|

\
|

YO&T.

Mr. Dickson here begaun .to refresn
the witness' me:; ory from the grand
jury notes. Mr. Sheeks objected to his
doiny this from such an Gorelisble
source, when Mr, Dickson returted by
suying he had no rigbt to accase the
clerk of the grand Jury of waking false
entries, The objection of the gefense
wus overraled by the conrt.

Witness, to Mr. Dicksop—] don’t
| titluk I told the grand jury that I bad
| seen futher utj Fapony's bonse within the
| first two or three months of 1his year.

To. Mr. Rawlins—W hen Isther called
'ou Funoy he did not tell e what he
went tor; he uever suid anythlog to.
me; Il suppose be went there Lo geé Lhe:
children; there has been but littie or
ﬁo association belween the two fami-

LN

Fanny D. Linnall was called and:
suld—! was married to the defendant,
14 years ago; be has been ut my house
to see Lhe children quite often, sene-.
rally 28 often us once 4 week; he bas.
been away durlog the present year—|
o not jemember the exact date;,
coild not tell apything about it; he did.
| not tell me where ne was gotog; he has.
caten there several times, but now this.
veur; I went to Ogden with him fu.
May, 1885; I leit there im com-

any with biw and cams back with

im; we stopped ut o hotel; we had,
dinner and supper there; [ bad my
mexls sent to my room; he did not eat:
with me; 1 do-not kaow wWhure he:
slept; he came inlo the room with the.
waiter whep the meals were brought.
up; he may have been there in the
morning beforec we went to the train;:
be did not stay; » year ago—the lasy.
Sutomer—we were out driving; it was.
when my baby was sick; ! could not.
84¥ how many timea jt was in the sum-
mer of 1885; [ kave not been out with,
him sioce that time; have mever been:
at the Theatre with Lim siloce the lat.
| of Muy, 1845; he took me howe {rom.
!lhcrc ouce or twice in company with

my slster; he was st my house duriog
Lbe latter purt of January—when thero
was sickoess.

.To Mr. Rawlios—I remember the
time wnen Mr. araold pleaded guihy
to unlawiul cobubitation. At that Lime
it was nnderstood that we were not to
hold the relations of husband and wite
‘nuy more; since that time he has been
there but once utnight—when my baby
was ill; my family i3 dependent upon
him tor a living; be bas provided us
with a home; whenever he called It
wis in the day-time; it was duripg the
iilriess of the baby that we went out
riding with it; it was by the advice of
a physician that we took the buby out;
be touk meals there, at my Invitation,
Lo Ieeb upd talk with the children; the
tiipe he stald «l! night was wpen the
badby was sick; bhe sat up with it;
somctimes woen Le called he neveren-
tered the house: h s visits were on
business,and to ook after the children




