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THE CASE OF DR. MUDD.

£p=clal Dispatch to The N. Y. Tribune.
WASHINGTON, Wednesday, June 7, 1865.

Very little of interest transpired at the con-
gpiracy trials to-day. The crowd continues as large as
ever, and unless better progress is made the evidence
will not be closed for two or three days.

Mr. Ewing, Dr. Mudd’s counsel, indicated a purpose
%0 break down the testimony of Weichman, one of the
grincipal Government witnesses, by showing that he

was ore of the conspirators; but he met with no consid- |

prable success in his effort.
pent upon his cas

None of the counsel for defense admit having closed
the case in bebalf of their clients; but not much more
pvidence will be introduced for any.one except Dr.
Muvdd

Be the Associated Press.
‘WASHINGTON, Wednesday, June 7, 1865,
The record of the previous day was read.
The Commission then went into secret session, and,
ghort time, the doors were reopened.
r considerable delay, in consequence of the non-
dance of witnesses, the testimony proceeded as
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EXAMINATION OF RIC EDWARD SKI (cor-
RED).
By Mr. Ewing—I live in Charles County, Md., and
ave been the siave of Mrs. Thomas, mother of Daniel
3 a8, whom I have known for 30 yea his repu-
$ation as a truth-teller is bad, but I could not say that
¥ would not believe him on his oath; I have heard gen-
glemen say that they would not believe u on oath;
when the war broke out he was not a loyal man; sin
%hen he has been changeable.
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nt of the present 1
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Thore be
ptated that t
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Swenty

3 8 always be good; from
Py knowledge of his character I would believe him
fnder oath, or if not under oath, 1 do not ieve he
wonld tell a falsehood: recollect a conversation which
pook p between him and myself about the time
of the evacuation of Richmond; my impression is that
‘mn.,: that conversation he rejoic ed at the prospect of
& restoration of the Union; have no recollection that le
sver expressed any other thar al sentiments.

Cross-ezamined by Mr. Aiken—Cannot remember any
ponversation with Mr, Weichman on political nulvjvvtl.{
rior to the evacuation of Richmond  other than that of
spoken; do not recollect ever having heard

any other than Union sentiments; he never,

epresented to me that hia relations with the War De-3
rrllmmt were of n complicated wvature: never heard
nything said agaiuet his character for honesty and

. Werucity,

1g no farther witaesses present, Mr
d ined to be called in Dr. u
none of whom lived more than

W I e presumed

| Weracity and uprightness I

as Ve

fhat ths s:..l“ e wi 3 i ried,

ommission then took a recess till two o’clock
| Le body reassembled.]
EXAMINATION OF JOIN W. WHARTON.
By Mr. Ewing—I live in Baltimore; am engaged at
¥ortress Monroe on the outside of the Fort; the prison-
Semuel Arnold was in my employment as clerk
Y 2d to the 17th ot April, the day of hi est;
iring that period I + absent only three days; the
ner performed his duties regularly and faithfully
r the time he was employed by me; I received a
‘rom the prisoner about the latter part of Mareh,
fore he entered into my employ
Q. Did he say anything in that letter in
lbrmvr occupationt
{Assistant-Ju
guestion relevant.
THE MOREHEAD

TESTIMONY OF FRANK STITT.
| By Judge Holt=I have known Louis J. Weichman
about 16 months; his reputation as an honest, truth-tell-
Ing man is very good, indeed, as far as I know it; we
were both in the public service in the same office; he
bore an excellent reputation for loyalty there; he was
always outspoken and frank in his friendship for the
as I know; he was connected with
organization for the defense of

regard to his |
| Government as
| volunteer
| Washingtor
Cross-examined by Mr Aiken—1 made my acquaintance
Mr. Ewing then movec ition of the | with Mr, Weichman as a clerk in the War Department;
ipher letter alleged to hav ) the dock of | my relations with him were not very intimate; I never
forehead City, N. C., be stricken from the record, for | héard of his being a detective in the War Department;
the twofold reason that it bore upon its face an evi- | ization of which I speak was com-
dence that it was fictitious, and that upon the plainest | posed exclusively of clerks in the 'War Department; it
rules of evidence it was wholly inad smuch {was considered at the time theé organization was formed
ps the letter w n cipher and the handwriting had not | as eqivelent to a dismissal from office not to join it.
been identified, and it had not been shown to have been TESTIMONY OF JAMES P. YOUNG.
addressed to, or been in il sgion of, anybody| By Judge Holt.—I am a clérk in Gen. Meig’s office;
sonnected witl or g to haye been | T have known the witness Weichman since 1856; his
ponnected with, the nspiracy. The rule reputation has been that of an honest,truth-telling man,
regard to de ions in cases of | without any reproach whatever; I was a college class
ponspiracy was that they might be admitted where they |mate with him in the Central High School, Phialadel-
wers rations of one or more of the comspira- |phia, in the Summer of 1856; he remained in that college
jor en they are the declarations of a con- (two or three years; I met him in Washington about
[} 1st accompany some act of the con- eighteen months ago and have since been very intimate
Bpira Ewing read from Barnye, page 289, and | with him; I have had many conyersations with him on
teted further that the contents of the letter had not the subject of the eountry, and I regard him as an en-
een shown to be the declaration of any one ‘f‘ the con- tirely loval man, I may state that he was a member of
spiretors, but was entirely unconmected with the the Union League; he has at all times been frank and
ject under investigation, and were, therefore, unhesitating in his expression of loyalty.
Wissible, The motion had not been made Cross-examined by Mr, Aiken—The Central High
$he speaker, owing to the fact that he was not i School of Philadelphia is both a College and a school
eourt room when the letter was presented, and was for boys; we entered division H; G and H correspond
#nformed of its presentation until to . with the Freshman class in college; I never heard
[The letter r ed to has alre Weichman declare his intention to become a minister;
Assistant Advocate Bir could not state whether not to join the milijary
was alleged in the charge and speci nization to which he belonged Was equivalent to
nspiracy was entered into by the parties gmissal from office or not; dow’t know when he joined
y others unknown. He cite tances In the Union League; I am a member, and I know he is
declarations of parties, who w licated nor | hy ypmistakable signs; Weichman gave me the gigns
entrial, wereadm sle, as far as thoge dec larat by which members know each other.
& bearing upon cases of conspiracy, and the prinei Q. What did he give yon? A. He gave me
well settled, that a letter written and never de signs which are pe r to the Union League
was admissible on a trial of conspiracy. The letter in g e

: Q. What are those signs?
guestion would not probably effect the accnsed ion objected to by Judge Bingham as wholly
Bt the e but it should mnot be e ial

from the Court on that account. The ° I Fos T object to counsel'’s taking up the
eontended that a suff cient, foundati | b 'n‘l:ud | time of the C« by asking any such questions.
%o justify the introduction of the letter, as it had been | = Ap. 4iken— My object is to show that the witness does
shown e 1\‘“'"" plotted the assassination of ”';" 1 TeS- | not know t he s a member of the Union League,
Jdent wiih the ag ; n "‘f“'“‘”' who | the only competent evidence being his signature to its
weighed him out the p that it fell to the constitution; but I withdraw the question,

P T i

ne he o1 y % ‘; shing '\ 5 < s : S
I-??i(;.-lp‘f{];,.:f{“‘. Foni e Rebeliion: thag | Raingford was called, and gave the same evi-

Re
enother was ordere Nevy N. C., and that
$his infernal letter 8 picked up in the vicinity of
Jewbern, and the fact that it was written by a co-con- ) 1 L

:‘l";:}‘l!;’ was patent on its face. Had the letter been | . : 4 vett—I }Ei\}‘l‘rl'?*ld{‘l(llfll :\ uihll_)—"(‘ﬂ all my
Jound in the poc of Booth, who would say that it |life; comr 3 ‘wlu{;'at Mrs. Surratt’s house in
was not admissible in evidence n:zn;;&i him :in«l nlv:l.‘n st . 3‘3 ‘;”:‘f“&rm']‘[l."(:}] "(Y‘t;\'““w;} ‘/]‘”r“ﬁ
sTY  OI 1]se conspiring with him in his bloody : assassination; 1 saw Atzerodb
:“:}:}:v’ one - else, conspiring d.. < Ll ! mes at meals, but did not know him by
After further argument, the Commission decided not na saw Paine there once at breakfust under the
%0 sustain the motion of Mr. Ewing. name of Wood; Atzerodt was with John Surratt and
St - g two or three friends, all t wer at the table; I heard
EXAMINATION OF MISS MI}‘I“”"POLI" 2  nothing but general conversation; I did not know of
Ewing—I am acquainted with the PrISONOr \iys Surratt’s defective eyesight; was alwas recognized
aw him on the 20th March in an omnibus, | }v Nyg Surratt; have seen Booth there frequently in
stown, and on the 27th at his uucle's, on | gho' o with ;Mrs, Surratt and the young ladies:
a party there; saw him agaln on the | pever saw Harrold at that house; s Mre, Slater
ir Hookstown. there; was dr g myself one morning about 74. and
et saw Mrs, Slater getting into an open carriage; Mrs.
m . cution. Surratt was on the payvement at the time talking to this
Testimony for the Pro-l‘(-llllou I 41 I am not positive whether she gave this 12:1(14\‘ any
ited, that lxm_'lm: learnec “‘,n nee or not; this was about two weeks previous to
i " witn 8, With a S5 ion; John H. Surratt for the last
time on the 8d of April; I didn't know then where he
had returned from; learned it after the assassination
from Weichman; the last time I saw John II, Surratt
g s to the 3d of April; he was getting into a
y: he rajped at my room door aboet
on the 3d of April, the day the news was re-
cnation of Richmond; I gave him $60
red W me; he
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EXAMINATION OF JOHY
By Judge-Advocate Holt—Have been a
Lewis J, Weichman for nearly a year,
lmately, merely he )€
with him as 11 e street; his

iinted with
though not in-
asional conversations
reputation for




to New-York and could not get it
the early train.
. A’ken—1 don't know who Atze-
I don't know anything of the
y at Atzerodt's being there, ex-
| them speak; they some-
] there; I was not
ig t know whether Mrs.
2 t0 1 'w by gaslight or not.
te whether Weichman gave himself up
n, or whether he was arrested and
lice office ¢
ected to by Col. Burnett as not legiti-
mate to cres ination. )
Q. Did you accompany Weichman to Canada ¢
[Question objected to by Col. Burnett for the same
reason.”]
Q. Who were th
8 house the night after the assas
. Burnett—You need not state tha
State if you h
ing in thi

Did

10 g0
time 1
ramined by

to vi

fan

taken to the |

Question o

ation ¢
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ince the 3d of April. A, N
2ichman at 3 o'clock S
A. Idid.

e
you
April 151
he ?
All this is outside a proper examination,
n stated that the eouusel for the defense had
d to any testimony, legal or illegal, sought to
1ced by the Government, and they claimed the
liberality in introducing testimony tending to ghield
used from the crimes with which they were
harged.

Col. Burnett replied that the rebutting evidence, as
to this point, was commenced by the Government upon
th tement of the connsel for Mrs, Surratt that his

nce for impeaching the character of Weichman

was closed., Col. Burnett denied that the Government

had introduced any evidence not legal or legitimate,

id that, with the consent of the Judge-

te, he proposed to put some questions to this
witness as a wi for the defense.

Burnett assented, and the exa

tinued as follows

By Mr, ing—I know a Mr, Jarboe; I do not know
whether his name is Judson or not; I never saw him at
Mrs. Surratt’s house or heard of his being there; I nes
knew the prisoner Dr. Mudd to go there or he
his being at the house.

Q. State whether Weichman gave him
the assassination ?

The question was objected to by Col. Burnett. Mr.
Aiken had been excluded from asking the question be-
cause he had stated that he had ¢ d his evidence
upon this point, and he desired now to see whether the
Court would allow the same list of questions to be turued
over to the counsel of another prisoner in no way
affected by the , and put to the witne
lwi reprimand

ngly out of | It was not

the Court to know where he got his and the
A staut Judge-Advocate had step vond the pro-
8 of his position when he undertook to get that
5 y would, howev state that the ques
1 by himself originally, and handed by
en, who was examining the witness,
aid Mr. Ewing wa
to make the witness his own by Lis

now withdreg the conusent.

Judge Holt remarked that the witness had been
placed in the hands of Mr, Ewing a8 his own witness
end he doubted the right now to withdraw his 18

Judge Bingham made the further objection of the in
compe of the testimony till the foundation had
beer asking the question first of Mr. Weichman

him
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TIMONY OF JOSEPH M'DEVITT.
Burnett—I went to Mrs. Surratt’s }
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ady put her head
T \\'h‘)'-"‘ Lt
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sned the door
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assassination
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New-York.
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tind John H. Surratt at
his name was registered on the 6th of
d again on the 18th; he Ieft the hotel the da
»d in Canada, which was on the 20th of April
e first information that I uld be likely to find
t in Montreal, and that is the reason why I took
shman there; Mrs, Surratt stated to me when I

1ld have esc
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ut he oc
of
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oer, to identif
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called there that she had received a letter that day from 4

|John, dated in Canads; we were inquiring for ber #0n;

e first parties that entered Mrs. Sur {'.\'lmru it was; she said somewhere abou

ve any knowledge of John H, Sur-|

aturday ‘

ehe said she had not seen him for two weeks, but
had received a letter from him that day; I asked her
the house; I
l;iuxﬁd_ not find the letter; I did not ask Mrs Surratt to
nd it.
TESTIMONY OF J. Z. JENKINS.

By Col. Burnett—Witness detailed the particulars of
assembling a party of Union men in the early part of
the war, and watching a flag for a night and & day to

revent Secession sympathizers from hauling it down.

Witness was at that time the only man of any means
not a Democrat in his district. He made great effort
and expended money needed for his family in getting
Union votes. He had always been a loyal man; voted
for Charles B. Calvert in 1862, but in the past election
voted for Harris—the first time in his life he voted the
Demoeratio ticket. He had not lost any property in
consequence of the war except his negroes, and never
made sany complaints about that,

TESTIMONY OF ANDREW CALLENBACK.

By Col. Burnett—I met J. Z. Jenkins on the night of
the 17th of May at_ILloyd’s Hotel, Surrattsyille. He
8aid he understood I had been telling some lies on him,
and if be found it to be the truth he would give me the
dr—dest whipping I ever had; after that he said that

| if I testified against him or any one connected with

|

vr_} loyal gentiment; 1

!

|

|

only permitted |

him he would give me o d—d whipping; that was in
the presence of Mr, Cottingham and Mr. Lloyd; he did
not mention Mrs. Surratt’s name; I have known him
about ten years and never heard him express any dis-
did not consider him sober on thas
occasion, nor very drunk; he had been drinking.

Cross-examined by Mr. Aiken—I did not take any son
of mine to Alexandria, and put him in the Rebel army:
Le weunt thero by his own consent, and withont mine; I
did not place any restrictions in the way of his going;
Mrs, Surratt has not given my family very much in the
way of food and clothes; she has not been a friend any
more than one neighbor would be to another: my

returned from the Rebel army about three weeks

I Lave been a Democrat in politics during the w
do not recollect that I have often said I wished
South to succeed, or expressed disl | sentiments,
TESTIMONY OF JUDSON JARBOE.
By Mr. Ewing—I live in Prince
don’t know of any other Judson Jarboe liv ing in that
county; I never saw the prisoner Dr. Mudd before his
arrest, and did not meet him last Winter on the street
or any other time; I saw Mrs, Surratt after her arrest
n April; T had not seen her for three years before; I
have not seen the Rey, Mr. Evans, who used to live in

80N
ago;

the

{ our neighborhood for several years, until recer tly; I

met lhim some three weeks ago on the street; I was
standing on the corner of G and Seveuth-st,, and he

| walked past me; he used to attend the Methodist church

. | did not talk to her about John
| don’t know that I got into any particular trouble with

| would efi

in my neighboohood.

Cross-ezamined by Judge Bingkam.—I know John H.
Surratt; I have not seen him very often; I met him on
Seventh-st., sometime early in at a restaurant
opposite Odd Fellows' Hall; se y
him; X cannot state who; I only
did not know J. Wilkes Booth; Y

ith St n I met hin
I do not think I y of the other
Mrs. Surratt; I mether at the Carroll prison; I was
unfortunately there myself; my daughter was in a room
with ber, and I went to the room to see my daughter; 1
or about Harrold; I

the Government; I was arrested on the road on the 15th
of April; I do not know why; there is no charge aguinst
me that I know of; I would like to know if 1 am here
as a witness or on trial.

Judge Bingham—You have the right to decline to an-
swer any question on the ground that the answer
inate you. I want to kaow whether you
were not accused of offenses against the Government
in Maryland ? A. I do not think I was; I do not know
what I was arrested for; I have not heard of a soldier’s

being killed lately down in my neighborhood; they |

asked me something about & man named Boyle—if I
knew him and if T had not harbored him; I told them

i | I had not; they said he was churged with the assassi-

nation of a man by the name of Watkins; I knew Boyle

{ when he was a hoy, but I have not seen him for 1our

years; 1 do not know wlen the murder was commit-
ted apt, Watkins lived a long way from I don't

George County; |

column 1

ion.

Mr. Ewing said this was a species of inquisition of a
| witness not often indulged in,
| Judge Bingham stated that the witness must answer
unl on the gronud that the answer would criminate

hin The examination was a proper one.

Witness—1 hardly know what will eriminaté me
here. [Laughter.)

Q. Isit your opinion that these Confederates down
here are criminal at all? A. I do not know much

| about it.
| Q. Have you not expressed yourself that the South-
| ern Confederacy was all right? A. I do not think 1 did.
] Q. Donot you think that way? A. I thinka good
jn,"ny things,
| Q. State whether you made an assanlt upon a man on
tion day four years ago, and what you did to him ¢
Witz —Are you going to try me for that? because
| Ihave been tried for that twice, ~[Laughter.]
| Q. Staie whether you attacked a Union man down
| there about four years ago, and killed him? A. There
| was a pretty smart attack made on me; I understood
the man was killed; T do not know exactly who did it;
I have answered those guestions before other courts; I
| do not know whether I ought to answer them again; I
| conld not tell whether somebody else killed him or not.

Q. Did you have a hand in it? No answer.
| Q. What was the man’s name that was killed?

answer.

| Mr. Ewing to the witness—If you have any statement
‘yuu‘ wish to make about the circumstances, you can
make it,

Witness—1 do not know whether the Judge wants to f
know all the particulars about it or mnot; I have been
triéd by our Court and acquitted.

By Mr. Ewing—Q. In what court were yon tried ? A.
In our County Court.

Were you, during last Spring, Winter, or Fall, in

ouse on H-st., in Washingtont? A. I do not think

18; I do not think I have any acquaintance living on

.; 1 do not know in what part of the city Mrs. Sur-

ratt lives; I never saw her honss in my life, and do not
know anything about her residence at all.

By Judge Bingham.—Q. You say you were tried in
your County Court; what were you tried forg A
suppose I was tried for what you said a while ago; you
said I killed a man, i

Q. Were you tried for the murder of a Union man
A. I do not know whether he was & Union man or not.

Mr. Thompson and Dr. Blandford were called by Mr.
Aiken and testified to the loyalty of the witnessJ, B,
Jenkins.

RE-EXAMINATION OF MISS ANNA BURBATT.

By Mr, Aike State whether you recognize that pic-
ture—(picture containing the motto, ** Thus will it ever
be with tyrants. Virginia the mighty, 8ic semper ty-
rannis.,”) A. Yes; it was given to me by a lady about
two and a half years ago; I asked her forit; she at
| first refused to give it to me, but at last gave it to me;
| T put it in my portfolio, and it has lain there ever since;

I have scarcely seen it.

By Mr, Ewing.— Q. How long has your family been
living in the house they now occupy on H-st., bet ween
Sixth and Seventh-st. A. Binece the 18t of October last.

Q. Have they occupied any other house in Washing-
ton than that? A. No, sir.

Q. Huve you ever seen Judson Jarboe at your house ?
A, No; he never visited there, and I never saw him
there; I have seen him pass when I was in the country
in a buggy, but have never spoken to him; was not ac-

| quainted with him.

Q. Are you the only danghter of Mrs., Burratt? A.
Yes; I am her only daughter.

Q. Did you ever see or hear of Dr. Samuel Mudd being
at your house? A. No, sir.

The Court then adjourned.

M
Resume of Wednesday’s Testimony.
‘WASHINGTON, Wednesday, June 7, 1865,

Witnesses were examined to impeach the
testimony of Johnson who had given evidence strongly
against Dr. Mudd.

It was stated by Mr. Ewing that subpenas had been
issued for 13 witnesses in behalf of Mudd,

‘Witnesses to-day were slow in making their appear-
ance and thus much of the time of the Court was wasted.

John W. Wharton testified that Arnold was in his
employ at Fortress Monroe, from April 2 to the 17th,

Witnesses were called to establish the good character
and loyalty of Lewis Weichman, an jmportant witness
for the Government.

I'. Hallahan, who commenced boarding at Mrs.

'8 on the 15th of February, testified that he saw

Payne there once at breakfast, and Atzerodt several
3 at meals; Payne, at the time, was known by the

o of Wood.
tness saw «

in the parlor

No

T

1 Surratt with Pay: and noticed

frequently.




