THE ASSASSINATION,

s TRIAL ON TUESDAY.

THE CASE OF DR. MUDD.

| Attempt to Invalidate the Evidence of
Thomas.

———e

DIBECTIONS AR TO THE SUMKING UP.

FHE SUPPRESSED TESTIMONY,

-

The Character of the Witnesses.

-

THE EVIDENCE YET TO BE GIVEN.

SRS SRS

@pesial Dirpatoh to The N. Y. Tribune.
‘W ASHINGTON, Tuesday, June 8, 1865.

The suppressed testimony causes a very pro-
found sensation here, while its publication takes the
‘Wer Department and the Court by surprise. It was
furnished to Cincinnati Commercial by Mr. Ben.
Pitman, one of the reporters of the Court, and a brother
ef the inventor of Phonography, and was published at
the peril of the lives of the witnesses, some of whom
are, it is believed, still in Canada.

Montgomery is an intelligent and educated man, for-
merly a resident of New-York, and remembered here as
having taken out several yaluable patentsat the Patent
Office.
¢ Your oorrespondent became acquainted witl
&. B. Merritt, while he was here offering the
sestimony which has been withheld, He is a cultivated
and well-read gentleman, of exeellent manners, a phy-
sician by profession, and evidently enmtirely truthful—
Aadeed, after he concluded his testimony before the

eourt, Gen. Grant, being present, rose and stated that |

i<

ke knew the witness and desired to vouch for his credi-
®ility. Dr. Merritt was besought not to return to Can-
ada, both by his friends here and his wife there; but he
persisted in going to seitle nup his business, intending to
return here immediately., He has not been heard from.

Nothing was done befors the conspirator’s Court to-
day except with the case of Dr. Mudd; and if testi-
mony can prove anything, it is clearly established that
be was not here during the first week of March.

Connsel appeared to indicate this evening that there
is littde or no more evidence to bring forward in behalf
of Atzerodt, Spangler, O'Laughlin, Harrold and Ar-
»old.

Two or three witnesses will. be ecalled for Mrs. Sur-
ratt, and at least half a dozen for Dr. Mudd. Four
witnesses are summoned for Payne.

Xopes are expressed that the taking of testimony
will close on Thursday.
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%o the Associated Press.
‘W ASHINGTON, June 6, 1865.

The reading of the previous day’s record
eccupied the Commission until 1 o’clock, when the body
sook a recess until 2 oclock; at which hour they re
assembled.

TESTIMOXY OF D. J. MIDDLETON.

. J. Middleton, Clerk of the United States Supreme
Court, being examined by Mr. Ewing, testified: T hat
Marcus P. Norton, a witness who had been before the
Court. argued a motion before the Supreme Court of
the United States on the 3d day of March last. The
ebjeot in calling this witness is to fix a certain day in
regard to which Norton, a witness, had previously
sestified.

A REQUEST IN BEHALF OF DR. MUDD. |

Mr. Ewing, counsel for the prisoner, Dr. Samuel A.
Mudd, then addressed the Ceurt as follows : *‘By rea-
son of information which I have received siuce the
witness vaniel J, Thomas was last vpon the stand, I!
sek the privilege of the Court to recall this witness for
the purpose of further cross-examination in regard
%o a single point. I wish to show that this
witness, whose testimony is of vital importance
4n the case, gave that testimony rrom corrupt motives
1 expect to show, through five or 8ix of his neighbors,
that by his own declaration, made since he appeared
mpon the stand for the prosecution, t
ghe bope and expectation of a large reward. To
more precise, I expect to prove that he stated to Eli J.
Watson, on the 1st of June, that he had testified here,
end that Dr. Mudd would surely be convieted: that he
asked Watson for a certificate of the fact that he was
the first person who gave information which led to the
arrest of the accused
»e could get such cer te from him and others, he
would get a reward of | 000, because of the informa-
tion leading to the arrest, and because of the fact
of & conviction. I expect to show further that
subsequently, on the same day, in conversation at Wil-
liam Watson’s house, noar Horsehead, with J. R, Rich-
arde, Benjamin J. Naylor, George Lynch, Lemuel Wat-
son and William Watson, he stated to them that he
wished them to give him certificates as being the first

erson who gave information which led to the arrest of 4

r. Mudd; that he had been present here and testified,
and that Dr. Mndd would shortly be convicted; and
that if they would give him the certificates he desired
be would receive areward of $10,000 by reason of his
efforts in the cause. 1 wish to show further, that sub-
wequently, upon a magistrate of the neighborhood, Mr,
James W. Richards, riding up, Thomas, in the pres-

ence of these last-named gentlemen, submitted to
that gentleman the .question a8 to whether, upon
bis getting these certificates he \\'nuld' not be
entitled to the reward of $10,000 in case
Pr. Madd should be convicted; it seems to me that if

$he witness stood before this Court fair on all the testi-| ;

mony which has preceded, this evidence should justly

o to diminish the weight of his testimony in the minds
of the Court by showing that he was testifying under
she hope of
dience that :
procure the arrest and conviction of Dr, Mudd, being
setnated by & mercenary motive.

[As Asgistant Judge-Advocate Bornett stated that the
rosecution would interpose no objection to the evi-
ence, the following witness was called.]
-EXAMINATION OF DANIEL J. THOMAS,

. Ewing—Was at Mr. Watson's, near Horse-
on Thanksgiving day, the 1st of the
smonth, with John R. Richards, Benjamin J. Naylor,
George L . Lemnel Watson and Willilam Watson,
when Jamé . Richards, a magistrate, rode up; did
mot say to . . Richards that I had been asking
gentlemen for a certificate as proof of the faot that
as the first person who gave information leading to
ghe arrest of Dr. Samuel A, Mudd; neither did I say I
bad stated to them that Br. Mudd would be couvicted,
and that if they gave such a certificate and Dr, Mudd
should be convicted, I would secure a reward of $10,000;
did not say to any of the persons in whose company I
ghen was what I have just denied saying to Mr.
Richards; Inever expected & cent for what I might do
In this case as a witness; I did not tell Richards that I
was the person who gave the notice which led to the
arrest of Dr. Mudd; I never told any one that I told
the gentlemen referred to that the expression in Wash-
kogton City in regard to Muqd wae that he would ** go
wp;” I also agked their opinion as tow h-w»uulv I wounld
be entitled to any portion of the reward in the event
of Dr. Sam.” Mudd bemg eonvicted, but never asked
them for a certificate of the fact that I was the first to
ive them imformation concerning Mudd; the other
s‘nw 1 was telling John D. Moran and Duniel B. Moran
sbout the conversation between Dr. Mudd and myself
previous to Dr. Mudd’s arrest. when John D. Moran
said that I had told him about that before; I had forgot-
en having told him that before the zlsﬂ_u‘ﬁn'nmhon of the
Precide but racollection of it; I never said)

that he did it from 1

1 be then stated to Watson, if |

a large reward, and in the light of the evi- ,
he has given, that he manufactured a lie to

present.
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to Eli J. Watson that I wanted him to certify t
gave the information which led to Dr. Mudd’s a
mor that I wae entitled to a reward of 25,000 for giving
shat information.
TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH H. RICHARDS.

By Mr. Ewing—Am acquainted with the witness, D.
J 'Fm,r' as; was with him and others in the dooryard
of William Watson, at Horsehead, Prince George
Connty, on the lst of this preseut month; he stated
fhat Lo had called on William Watson and B. J, Naylor
for n certificate that he was entitled to a portion of the
rewarde offered for the arrest of Booth and his accom-
Pplices; that he had informed the officers of Dr. Mudd’s
mrrest, and that if they would certify to that fact he
he would be entitled to the reward; that if Dr. Mudd
was convicted he would receive $10,000; the certificate

wanted was that he informed them con

udd’s arrest, or of his having been arr
pot certify to baving led to the arrest; the re
D J. Thomas in the community in which he lives is
wory bad; if { belisved he bad any prejudice or any
money at stake I would not believe him under oath; his
reputation for verucity before the war was pretty much

NaLe b It 16 Dow
Cross-examined by Judge Bingham—The day this con-

' versation took place at William Watson’s was Thurs-

day; when I rode up, Lemuel Watson remarked to me,
" Tam glad you are come; you are & justice of the
peace; Daniel says he is entitled to so much reward,
and I want you to say whether he is entitled to it;’’ I do
not recollect what I said at the time; Thomas said he
applied to Watson for a certificate that he had informed
them of Dr. Mudd’s arrest; that if he counld get this
certificate he could get a portion of the reward, or
egnivalent; if he had said “If you
certificate that I informed you of T,
arrest, he would be entitled to a reward
that would have been words equivalent;” we told
him we thought he was entitled to $20,000; we
meant it as a joke and told him so afterward, but
did not at the time; he replied that he did not want a
certificate of me, or words to that effect; he told me
he did not want me fo swear to a lie for him to get |
20, 000.
Q. Didn’t you swear a little while ago that you had
him that he had better take $20,000% A. If I did
ecall it; what I intended to say was that I told him
and Watsen told him he was entitled to $20,000; but that
was a joke; I did not know he was entitled to anything;
I have had no connection at all with the Rebellion, and
have not sympathised with it; I have been all the time
d.m-m;; the Rebellion in Charles and Prince George
Counties, teaching school; I have been a hearty sup-
porter of all the measures of the Government to sup-
press the liebellion; My, Thomas was not a hearty sup-
porter of Government in 1861; I met him on the
way from 100l during that year, aud he stated he was
going down to join the Southern army, and when Beau-
regard came over he was going to eome back and hang
a man named Thowas P, Smith; Thomas was not a
loyal man at the be ing of the war.
[Mr. Ewing at this point introduced in evidence the
1 order of the War Department of April 20, 3865,
$100,000 reward for the arrest of Booth and his
g plices and liberal rewards for information lead-
ing to the arrest of any of the parties.]
TESTIMONY OF JOHN F. DAVIS,

By Mr. Ewing—I1 was at the house of Dr. Mudd, the
prisoier, on the Tuesday following the assassination of
the President; T went to the field and informed him ef
the fact that Lieut. Lovett and a party of soldiers had
1e there to arrest him; I came up with him to the
honse and there met Mr. George Mudd; he met Dr,
Samuel Mudd jnst at the end of the kitchen,

Q. State what Dr. George Mudd said to Dr, Samuel

m—1I ohject to that question.

—The wiiness having retired from the
room, stated that his object was to meet the testimony
brought forward by the prosecution that Dr. Mudd de-
nied that there had been any pe 18 at his house on
that morning; the defense had already proved ina reund-
about way that the prisoner Ead informed Dr,
George Mudd that two suspicious persons had been at
his house on Saturday morning and requested him to
commuuicate the fact to the military authorities, which
he had done; and he proposed to show by this witness
that Dr. George Mudd now informed him that, he hav-
ing given information as he requested, the detectives
had come for the purpose of questioning him on this
subject; and Dr. Sam, Mudd knowing the fact that in-
formation had already been communicated from Dr.
George Mudd of the visit to his house of two suspicious
persons, it was unnatural to suppose the prisoner
would then, as stated by one of the witnesses for the
prosecution, have denied that any persons had been at
his house. |

Judge Bingham
declaration of the
was utterly incompe

id the purpose was to bring in the
ird person to the accused. which
21 t.
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[Objection sustained by the Court, and witness re-
called.]

Q. State whether Dr. Samuel Mudd bet
alarm when you informed him that the detect
come to his b R None that I know of; he mani-
fested no unwi to go to the house, and came
right up there with me,
TESTIMONY OF L. 8. ORME.

1 am acquainted with the witness D,
I know his reputation in the community in
which he lives for veracity; I never heard him tell any

1 my life of any length that be did not tell a good

ngs not true; I don’t know any man down

would believe him in anything he wounld

1ke to tell; T have known him since before he

rown,; iu any matter in which he was prejudiced

1d not believe him under oath, and would hardly
1im any hc

-examined by Judge Holt.— I am loyal to the

ment to the best of my belief; I have always

that the Union might be sustained; I meve
two governments; I always thoaght the
eed if either,
g—Thomas was not aloyal man when
the war commeneced; he begged me once, in the g
1861, to go South with himn, in the first of the war; he
was looked upon as a great friend of the South and a
great help to them, as as his ability would go, which
was not much,
TESTIMONY OF HENRY L. MUDD, JR.
Mr. Eving—1X did not see my brother, Dr. Samuel

. on the 1st day of March, but I think he stayed at

on the 2d of March I think he came to my |
father y to see a sick sister; on the 3d of r
16 Was -, about 10 o'clock, to go to my fathe

with us about 2 o’clo he came |

me day and brought some medicine; I

went to I e again the sar t and brought

80me Ine ne o ; onthe 4th of March I algo saw
him; the distance from my the Nav

Yard bridge, Washington, is between 27 an

| T do not know that my brother, Dr. Mudd, ever owned

age of any description, and if he had I would

it; my father does not own a buggy or a

y of any description; he owns a large, double

carriage, as large as any of the hacks yousee in the eity.

TESTIMONY OF DR. J. H. BLANDFORD.

M in saw Dr. Mudd at 1e on the 1st
and on the 5th of March; on the 1st at his home making
a tobacco bed, and on the 5th _at chur r. Mudd
loes not own a bug neither does his fa r a buggy
or a rockaway, but ns a large family carriage,

TESTIMONY OF DR. ALLEN.,
Ewing—Dr, Mudd was at u

J. Thon

f
I

house on
of the 23d of Mareh last; he came in with I
A. Clark and ir. Gardiner (I do not know

name), who Jiv in Dr. Mudd’s
me near 8 o'clock in the evening a
between 12 and 1.0 k that night;
ns in there; I fixed the date as the £
wuse I remembered that on that day a tornado swept
teity and a negro boy was killed; I had seen
Tudd once be that time; I was introdoced
to him by Mr. Clark, I think, in the early part of
1£864; I had not seen him since that time, and these are
the only two occasions I think Isaw o
TESTIMONY OF DR. CLARK.

By Mr. Ewing.—1 saw Dr. Mudd, the prisoner, with
Mr. Gardner and others, at my house atter part of
March; they came to my store between 6 and 7
o'elo ; went to my house to tea, and after tea, w
round to Dr. Allen’s office and remained till between

and 1 o'clock; there were some ten or twelves persons

sre: Dr. Mudd went home with me; remained at my
houge that night, and left the n
faust; he and Gardner went off togeth he and Gard-
ner med togett at my house that night; I have not
seen him sine yesterday; I do not know J. Wilkes
Booth, Jno. H. Surratt or , and did not
gee any of 1 my hous . Allen’s that
nigl Dr as not out of my sight from the time
he came to that afternoon un
bed at my ho hat night; the only w
date is by a storm , in whieh a ne
killed; we were ple cards that evening
Allen’s.

Two witnesses were called relative to the confessi
of the prisoner, Arnold, while on the way from Fort-
ress Monroe to Baltimore, but their examination was
not continued further than putting preliminary ques-
LtIONR,

| ent to-morrov

Mr. Ewing stated that several important witnesses
had been subpeenaed, and would without doubt be pres-
but that no more witnesses on behalf of
the defenge were now present.

Mr. Aiken there were two or three
witnesses examine still in defense of Mrs,
at if they did not appear before the wit-

er prisoners had all been examined, he
would o any d » but would be ready at any
time to sum un r defense. 3 3

THE RULES FOR SBUMMING UP.

The President of the Court notified the counsel that

in accordance with the uniform practice of court
y would be required to present their arguments

ge-Advocate General also stated an order to
guard counsel against unnecessary delay, that follow ing
the usual cou in .courtg-martial no opening would be
made en the part of the Government; arguments on
behalf of the accused would be made, to which a reply
would be made on behalf of the Government, and no
further argnments allowed.

Mr. Aiken and Mr. Ewing remarked that they wonld
srefer that the Government should in advance indicate
its own theory in respect to the accused.

The Jndge-Advocate replied that their general course
of examination wonld indicate that.

HOUR OF MEETING.

Gen. Hunter stated that hereafter the hour of n
ing of the Court would be 11 o'clock, instead of 10
o' clock. The Court then adjourned.

s
Resume of Tuesday’s Evidence.

tlix afiernocon.

Mr, Ewing asked for fhe recall of Daniel J
for the purpose of reéxamining him., He wished
ghow that the witness testified against Dr. Mudd from
corrupt motives, expecting a large reward in case the
Doector shonld be convicted

The Court accordingly recalled Mr. Thomas, who

8 closely cross-questioned by Mr. Ewing.

stated that he had said to certajn gentlemen

1t in giving evidence against Dr. Mudd Be did not ex-
pect any reward, but if any reward should be given he
would be glad to receive it. He had not claimed that
he gave the first infoymation which led %o Dr. Mudd’s

tnesses were called by the defense to impeach
>stimony, who testified that his reputation
for veracity was bad.
Other witne testified that Dr. Madd was at home
on the 1st, 2d, 3d, 4th and 5th of Mareh.
Only a tew more witnesses are to_be examined. In |
all probability tLe trial will be closed this week.




