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1
Edward Irvine Emerges From
Shadow of Twently Yenrs.

Acquitied Lept Night of a Charge
eof Adultery—The Closing Day a
Scnaational Trial In Which =
Cow Figured.

Edward Irvine emerged last night
from a shadow in wkich he has walked
for pearly twenty yeara For the last
two years it has been so denaz that
he has graped h's way. A jury In the
Vuted States oourt acquitted him of a
charge of adultery. It is hardly nec-
LasATy to stit® that the charge Was
wmade not as & reflection upon the
moraly of the defendunt, but because
the offenss of b'gamy had b2en out-
Tawed,

The prozecution practically closed
ita case on Thursdaiy right. On the
motlon of Uniled Slates Attorney Mor-
rison {t waa reopsned yesterday morn-
ing and 1he first =ni only “strict
proot” of Mr. Irvine's former marriage
was offered. It wag a cartlficate made
before a notary publ'c of New Bruns-
wick by a mir/ster; of the gospel who
had performed the ceremony thirty-
two years ago. Iis admission was
strenvously opporad by the defense o
the gronnd that the certification was
debectlve, Th* objection was over-
ruled and the document was admltted.
The fact of the New Brunswick mar-
riage having now been established the
care wus divested of some of {la com-
plications. But the defense was still
left with two avenuea of escape. One
was the alleged Invaltdity of the mar-
riage for the reason that Mrs, Irvine
No. 1 was ouly slxtcen ycars of agc
when the mariiage was solemn'zed,
the Canadian Ilaw requir.ng that she
should be twenty-one or should have
the consent of her parcuts or guard-
fans, Thers-was no evidence pre-
sented that such consent had been
procured, The othor avenue waa
opened in the courso of the testimony
of the defsmdant the first witness ol
his side on the stand.

‘His testimony was lacking of the)

Jodere.t to wh'ch the morbid had
looked focwurd. He admitted the
eory of the marriage and told with
rome unimportant additions only what
bad been already known, until he dis-
closed a thing which was of greit
valuo to bim. He saii that in 1873
he met in Phoenix & man nAamed
Johuny Roech, whom he had known
from boyhood in New Brunswick and
who told him that his wife was dead.

The witness wag” scarchingly cross-
exsmined by Mr. Morrlson. He mad
that he had never tried to commurs-
cate directly with his wife, but for
some time after his departure he kad
kept himself posted regarding her by
means of communication with & friend
dn New Brupswick. Of his departure
he sald that his lfe with Mrs Irvine
No, 1 was unbearable by reason ot her
fault finding disposition. Within »
yoar sfter thelr ma there war
no love in the household and he de
termined 10 go elsewhere and repalr
th mistake he had made,

Al ohe po'nt in L. .
tion there was pmmxs%?:.ﬂlnaxn.
A refiect’on upon the character of Mrr.
Irvine No, 1 was gradwally befng

drawn from the witures when Judgy
Bireet wnterfered
Then a cow was Introduced which
threatentd to have aa dlsastirous an
effect upon the government's caze as
another cow had on Chicagn. Thr
witnesa was asked If he d.d not just
before leaving his home sell the anis
cow and pocket the money. The w t-
nesa replled that he had sold the eow,
thereby relltving res™wile ol & hitirden
The animal waa dry and usel€ss, bnt
had 1o b2 fed. He said, though tha
hc bud div ded the proceeds of the
aale with his wife
The importance of th s cow eplzode
lay In thia- The defense had be:n
trying In vain to break In wih a
/story of the defendint's benefactions
i*o his New Brunswick fam ly, but had
{uniformly been headed off The bars
now seemed lo have besn let down af-
ter the cow had been drwen in, and
Judge Baker asked agoin If the witne a
had not altogether glven hia  family
property of the value of $15,000 1In
thia way It might e shown that tha
defecant 'was the principal and suf-
fering flgure In a leg pull.ng contest
covering a period of several years An
cbjecion was made by Mr Morrison,
who disavowed any Intention Lo enter
;nto the financlal affairs of the Ir.
vices, bul sa'd be bad wmer=ly meant
to show that the conduct of Mr. Irvine
wap such that he was as much to blame
for the separation as hls wif On
this r:presentation the ecour:
ta'ned the objection, but 1 order t o
keep the record straight the court di-
rected Judge Baker to ask the ques-
tion and the witness war Instructed
not 12 apswer it The jury heard
J A R Irvine wag the next and
only other witness for the defensa
who offered any tes/mony with eny
bearing upon the ~ane and his testi-
mony related principally to com-
munleation with his stepmother o
New Brunswick

Several other witnesses t-al fied fo
the reputation of the defendant In this
community and the case was over, all
but Lhe arguments, which were opened
by Ass’stant Unltetl Statcs AttSraey T\
D DBennetr in a brief. but cereful re-
vew of the testimony 'He was fol-
lowed m a powerful plea by Judgs
Daker and he by Frank Cox wha with
h s customary eloquénce appealed t o
the sympathy o the Sury,
roasted the witpesote  for  the
gaveramen: and excaniated  the
“New Brunawlck party.” Mr Mar-|
rleon closed the c2ge in an able ltgal
argument,

The inatructions were comprehen-
s've and one of them follow ng the
lznguage of the statute afforded the
Jury an opening. If {t had no other, for
a verdict of acqu'ttal. The jurv waw
Ilootructed i€ it believed that the de-
fendant after a separatioa-of five-yrre
from his wife had Informat.on whieh
he honestly believed to be true, it
hiy w.fe was dead. comm tted n erlme
whea h> marrled agam, Whether he
had “tommitled o erime {n coptinu ng
his relaiion with wife No. 2 alter he
bad lesrned that wif> No. 1 was st.ll
2ilve was oft to the jury to figure out.

cmte was submilted shorl’y al-
t:r 4 o'clock. The verdlet was ready
lesy than four hours later. The de-
fendant and Mra, Irvione No. 2 were o
the--gourt ronm when t was an-
nounced, Mrao: Irvine, who had been
self contalned throughont the trial,
was almost hyedirical w th joy. She
thanked the court. the fhiry, ths law-
yera and everybody. “The New 'Bruns-
lpk. riya Wi not pres-at. The
ALAR XA Sritpecivn.
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