
The First Trial of Charles “Sandy” Olds 

The First Trial 
The murder of Emil Weber was just the beginning of this twisted tale. What came next captured the attention 

of people across the Country for years, and was an incident of note in the annals of Oregon Judicial History. 

The trials would uncover police corruption, a gambling conspiracy and a long feud destined for trouble. 

“Sandy” Olds was immediately apprehended after the shooting and taken to jail. Many people had seen him 

shoot Weber and then unload his pistol into the back of the prostrate body. To those on the street that day 

the conclusion seemed assured and Olds would soon be hung. Twelve days after the murder, on May 22, 

1889 it was announced that the trial of Charles “Sandy” Olds would begin on June 20th. As his first trial 

unfolded the Morning Oregonian reported the events of the trial each day. 

Morning Oregonian Friday, June 21, 1889 
 “Sandy” Olds on Trial. 
The evidence against him is very strong and conclusive. 
His attorneys confident of their ability to prove that the killing of Weber was an act of self-defense. 
Charles Olds, better known as “Sandy,’ the soubriquet which his ruddy complexion has retained for him, who 
killed Emil Weber, on Third and Alder streets, May 10, is on trial for his life before Judge Stearns and a jury, 
in the criminal court. The evidence for the state is very strong and conclusive and tends to prove a deliberate 
murder, still Olds’s lawyers feel confident of their ability to establish that the killing done was in self-defense. 
Olds was stolid and indifferent during the day and was possessed of that coolness and assurance and seeming 
disregard of consequences that have characterize his conduct at all times since his arrest. He was dressed in a 
neat suit and looked well, but a little thinner, on account of the six weeks he has spent behind the bars in the 
county jail. Of course he took an active interest in all the proceedings and shifted his position in his chair to 
suit his convenience. In short, he took matters as they came and impressed one as if he trusted implicitly in 
his attorney to clear him of the crime with which he was charged. 
Within a dozen feet of him sat three persons who took as active an interest in the proceedings as he did, 
whom the references to the crime visibly affected, but who are not so directly concerned in the outcome. 
They were Weber’s young wife, Fanny, his sister Mrs. Barbara Braley, of Ohio and his brother, P. J. Weber. 
Mrs. Braley and Mrs. Weber were attired in deep morning. The pair sobbed violently at times particularly 
when the attorneys were making their opening addresses. Olds heard all they said for and against him without 
a flinch. 
The state was represented by District Attorney McGinn and Judge W. W. Page. H. Y. Thompson and C. E. 
Holcomb are Olds’s attorneys.  

A great deal of time was taken up and getting a jury, and 32 men were examined before 12 were seated. At 2 
o’clock but six jurors had been obtained. During the next 40 minutes the attorneys made up for lost time and 
filled out the jury… 
A Cowardly Murderer. - District Attorney McGinn began his address to the jury at 2:45. He said the 
evidence about to be introduced on behalf of the state would prove Olds guilt of deliberate murder. He went 
on: “Olds waited for Weber on the corner and when Weber came along he accosted him. Weber after 
answering Olds, turn to go and whereupon Olds whipped out his revolver and shot him dead. Then not 
satisfied with what he had done, he deliberately stood over the body and fired three shots into Weber’s back. 
“His man being dead beyond doubt he took his handkerchief from his pocket and calmly wiped his head, and 
his hat and his revolver and saying “you will look for me again, will you?” put his pistol into his pocket and 
walked down the street. “All this time Weber’s back was turned to Olds. It was a cowardly and malicious 
murder. Did you ever hear of a man attempting to do bodily harm to another when his own back was 
turned?” 
Lawyer Thompson scores Weber. - Lawyer Thompson for the defense followed in a vehement speech. He 
said: “the theory of the defense is that Olds is not guilty and that the killing of Emil Weber he committed no 
crime whatever. There is no question that Olds killed Weber; we admit that; but we will satisfy you that the 



death of Weber was a natural and fitting end to a life of crime, that he was a vindictive, dangerous and bad 
man in the community, that his life was spent in violation of law, in outrage of public decency and contrary to 
all the laws of morality in this community.” Mr. Thompson devoted the rest of his speech to showing that 
Olds is a peaceable man, that Weber hounded, hunted, assaulted and insulted him and even threatened to kill 
him, and that the killing was an act of self-defense. 
John Boes Saw it. - The first witness was called at 3:15 he was young John Boes, a barber, who is employed 
at Weber’s barber shop at No. 124 First St. He was with Weber when the shooting took place. The two left 
the barbershop about 1 o’clock, walked up First street to Alder and out on the street. They were going to 
lunch. 
“On our way to the restaurant,” says Boes, “we met Olds standing against a fire plug, in front of Protzman 
and DeFrance’s store1, on the north west corner of Third and Alder Street. Olds was facing south and as we 
crossed the street from the southside we met him face-to-face.  
“Weber did not see Olds until he was within 15 feet of him. He then turned and made a remark to me which 
I do not recollect. In another moment we were right up to Olds, who said, “Weber I hear you have been 
around town looking for me.’ Weber replied: you _______what do you want of me?’ 

Olds Drew a Revolver. - “Weber reached his left hand toward his left front pocket and held up his right 
hand, which was crippled and useless. Olds, who had been standing with his right hand in his front pocket, 
whipped out his revolver and began shooting. 
“The first shot was fired while the men were facing each other and missed Weber then turn to go up Alder 
street and as he did so Olds fired again and I saw the dust fly from the back of Weber’s coat where the bullet 
struck. 
“Weber fell face downward in the street with his back towards Olds. He leaned over the body and fired three 
more shots into it. Next, he walked around the prostrate form remarking at the same time “now, you ____ 
____ ____, you have got me.” In all five shots were fired. Olds then started down the street. If my 
remembrance serves me right he drew a handkerchief from his pocket and wiped his forehead and hat.”2 

A number of witnesses came next confirming what Mr. Boes had said including County Treasurer Frank 

Hacheney who placed Olds under arrest. Hacheney saw Weber fall and recalled “seeing Olds stoop over 

Weber’s prostate form and emptying his revolver into it.” He said he was pale and excited when placed under 

arrest. Hacheney detained Olds until the policeman Joseph Day arrived.3 Boes was wrong on one point, Olds 

fired four rounds into the prostrate body of Weber, but one shell misfired. This didn’t stop Olds from firing 

until the gun was empty. Coroner DeLin had explained that the brass weight was laying near the body, this 

was the weapon the Weber had reached for. The body was moved out of the street, and only after, when they 

were putting the body in a coffin to take it to the morgue, did Weber’s 44 caliber revolver fall from his 

pocket. Olds would later say "The fight resulted as it did, simply because I got my revolver out first. If Weber 

had drawn first, I would have been the dead man.”4 This seems unlikely when you consider that Weber never 

reached for his pistol. “Dr. W.H. Saylor testified that three of the rounds were necessarily fatal and the fourth 

dangerous. 

The trial continued the next day, June 22, 1889. 

“The argument will begin about 10 o’clock this morning. District Attorney McGinn who will close for the 
prosecution will charge the jury that the killing of Weber was a conspiracy on the part of the gamblers to put 
him out of the way, because having been prevented from running a gambling house himself he threatened to 
complain to the authorities of those who conducted games, and thus compelled many of the gamblers to 
close their places. He will charge further that the same gamblers have contributed to and made up a fund to 

 
1 The Protzman and DeFrance Shoe store was on the ground floor of the Masonic Temple at Third and Alder 
2 Morning Oregonian Friday, June 21, 1889 
3 Frank Hacheney was a Freemason and a member of Willamette Lodge No. 2 
4 Morning Oregonian - February 14, 1901 



defend Olds. The evidence substantiates the last statement. Nearly all of yesterday was taken up in hearing the 
testimony of the defense, whose main object was to establish Weber’s reputation as a quarrelsome, bad man, 
an Olds reputation as a peaceable fellow, to show that Weber hunted, hounded, insulted, assaulted and 
threatened to kill Olds, to prove that Olds avoided him as much as possible, and in general to set forth that 
Weber courted the violent death he met at Olds hands. Prosecution subjected each witness to a rigid cross 
examination and hauled nearly all of them mercilessly over the coals.  

Olds was a trifle nervous. - The court room was crowded when the trail was resumed at 9 AM standing 
room was at a premium all day, and in the afternoon the heat made it so suffocating in the court room that 
Judge Stearns ordered the isles and passageways to be cleared. This disposed of a large number of spectators. 
There was no sitting room for them and they had to go. Olds was not so indifferent as he was on the 
preceding day. He appeared to be a trifle nervous and fidgety…Policeman Hoxie’s testimony related to what 
Olds said to him when being taken to the county jail several days after he killed Weber. As they pass the place 
where Weber fell Olds remarked: 
“I was coming up Third Street and Weber walked up Alder. I saw him make a move for his pocket. I then 
drew my pistol and shot at him. The first fire missed him but at the second fire I hit him in the neck. When 
he fell I shot him again.”5 Again it was shown that Olds emptied his revolver into Weber’s body, and “John 
Boes, the barber, who was with Weber when he was shot, testified that Weber had not finished answering 
Olds remark when Olds began firing.” 

By the end of the day Olds took the stand. It is useful at this point to skip ahead a moment to give some 
insight into the “bad blood” between Olds and Weber. 

Olds Tells the Story of the Crime. - “There was a flurry in the court room when Olds was called to the 
stand in his own behalf shortly before 4 o’clock. No one suspected that the defense were so near the end of 
their string of witnesses, and the calling of the defendant was a surprise. 
Olds walked slowly toward the stand and was sworn. The bustle subsided as he took his seat and faced the 
spectators. Every eye was riveted on him. He appeared very calm though he was evidently ill at ease. His first 
move was to hold his hand over his mouth but what he said could not be heard distinctly and he took his 
hand from his mouth at the request of his counsel. During the remainder of the time he was on the stand he 
was moving his fingers in a nervous way. 

Olds said he was born in Michigan and came to Portland from Arizona six years ago he met Weber shortly 
after he came here and the two were very friendly for two years, but during the four years preceding Weber’s 
death they were unfriendly. “The trouble grew out of the municipal election of 1885, when Gates and 
Pennoyer were the candidates for mayor. The next day Weber told me never to enter his place again.  
When I did go to his house the door keeper told me to stay out. Weber than made his appearance and cursed 
me roundly. After that he followed me out on the sidewalk and threatened to have me vagged6 within thirty 
days. 
The next trouble was two years ago when the effort was made to indict Chief of Police Parrish. I was 
subpoenaed before the grand jury, and Weber, hearing of it, asked me what I was going to say and if I would 
not stand in with him in his attempt to indict the chief. I told him I would tell the truth. That evening when I 
met him he again asked me what I had testify to and I refused to tell him. He then said: “you damn ___ ___ 
___,7 I will run you out of town. I told him that I did not think it was right for him to run a lot of men before 
the grand jury to swear to a pack of lies and left him. 

He has Been Constantly Abused. - “Since then I have been constantly abused by Weber. Every time I met 
him, day or night, on the street, or in a saloon, he has called me names, and I never resented the insults. 
When Morris Johnson was arrested for murder not long ago, Weber called to see him. Seeing me in the cell 
with Johnson, when the door was open, he stopped and said: “there’s a damn ___ ___ ___ in there that I 

 
5 Morning Oregonian Saturday, June 22, 1889 
6 Arrested for vagrancy 
7 The newspapers including these blank space for the name calling of Olds by Weber. Other newspapers would give 
hints, such as S__ of a B___ and ___ __ _ ___, indicating the Weber usually referred to Olds as a “Son of a Bitch”. 



don’t associate with.” “Besides that, he abused me randomly, and threatened not only to run me out of the 
city, but off the coast.”  
“On the day of the row at the Crystal Palace I was standing on the platform in front of the saloon, and Weber 
came along and pushed me off. I dropped my cane and went after him and struck him. I followed him into 
the saloon, and he picked up two glasses and threw one at me and dropped the other. Another day, when I 
was passing Weber’s barber shop on the opposite side of the street, Weber called all his barbers to the door 
and said: “see that big ___ ___ ___ across the street.”  
“They told me at the Crystal Palace that Weber was looking for me and I determined to avoid him. Once I 
went through a saddlery shop on Front Street to reach the Olympic Association’s rooms to avoid meeting 
Weber.” 
Olds here entered into a long explanation of the routes he took in going to and from where he was working 
to keep out of Weber’s way.”8 
 
Prior to Olds statement the defense had presented its case. They could not say he didn’t do it; everyone knew 
he did, all they could do was attack Weber’s reputation and try to show he deserved what he got. Nearly all of 
the defense witnesses made a point of saying that Weber had bad reputation and Olds a good one. D.A. 
McGinn would then pick apart their statements and show that they were gamblers, many of whom had 
donated to Olds defense fund. Make no mistake, there is a lot of evidence that Weber was not a good 
character, as will be shown in an article that came out a few days after the murder. But it is also clear that he 
caused the gambling community a lot of trouble, and did not have many friends left among them. Several 
witnesses testified that Weber’s dealings with the community in general were normal. On the other hand, 
Edward Post the proprietor of the Gilman house, said Weber was known as a man who wanted to have 
things his own way and was always angling to get the best in every deal. So, he could be a pain in the ass 
customer, but also conducted his business dealings, outside of gambling, in a reasonable manner. 

Much of the set up for the murder began the week before in the incident at the Crystal Palace Saloon at 104 
First St. Weber pushed Olds off the porch, and Olds beat Weber’s ass. C. F. Sliter owned the saloon and 
testified that Weber “came to the saloon to pay for crockery broken in his encounter with Sandy Olds a few 
nights before. Weber complained that Olds had abused him, and added: “I will make trouble for this man 
(Olds) unless you get him out of here.” Olds was employed in the Olympic Association over Sliter’s saloon. 
Sliter continued: “Weber threatened to have Olds vagged that day, and I advised him not to do so. When I 
met Sandy shortly after I told him of Weber’s determination, and added that I did not want any trouble 
around my saloon. Olds assured me that he would cause no trouble.” 
Judge Page questioned Sliter closely about the Olympic Association. Sliter was reluctant about answering that 
men gambled in the rooms. He said that C.G. McCord was president, and James Scott secretary of the 
association. “Didn’t you tell Lynch, head barkeeper, that Olds must be discharged or he would make trouble 
in the house?” Asked Judge Page. “Yes: I didn’t want any trouble.” “Wasn’t the trouble you spoke about 
relating to gambling games?” 

The question was not directly answered, but Mr. Sliter said that he told Olds: “I’d rather have you go away” 
Olds replied: “if I am detrimental to your place, I’ll go.” 
On cross examination it was shown that Sliter not only contributed to the defense of Olds, but was the 
depository for the funds. It should be noted that Weber’s threat to Olds was also a threat to Sliter’s business. 
Next came the police as witnesses. As with the gamblers they all made a point of saying that Weber had a bad 
reputation and Olds a good one. This created a logic problem, whereas they all professed knowledge of the 
men’s reputations, they also tried to claim that they did not know what business the men were engaged in, an 
ignorance that did not hold up under examination. This also brought to light another layer of conspiracy. 

Policeman Day Cornered. - Policeman Joseph Day was next called. He said: “The day before the shooting I 
met Weber at Third Street, near Washington. I said to him, you’ve been having a little scrap?” He responded, 
“yes, and I’ll make that ___ jump into the river. I’ll kill the ____ on sight.” 

 
8 Morning Oregonian Saturday, June 22, 1889 



Witness testified that he said to Weber, “I would not talk so were I you; might get into parlous difficulty 
should Olds hear of your threats. Remember I’m an officer, and Olds would give you no chance.” 
“You are one of that gang about the police station that don’t like me,” said Weber. 
“I told him that I didn’t dislike or like him. But he probably Imagined I had a prejudice against him because I 
gave him some advice, and then we parted.” 
“Yes, I have a general acquaintance among his friends. Weber’s reputation was bad and Olds’ good for peace 
and quietness.” 
“You say you are a policeman. Were you intimate with him and his associates? Name some of them who had 
trouble with Weber.” Judge Page asked. “I had some disagreement with him myself.” “Well, who else?” 
“Tom Williams, Ike Gratton, Paul Fuhr, Alf Vaughn, Hughey Teats, but I can’t remember any other. “The 
trouble was all about gambling houses, was it not?” 
“I don’t know anything about that.” “What business is Tom Williams in?” “I don’t know.” “In fact, don’t you 
know that he and the rest named our professional gamblers?” The policeman was cornered and had to 
confess that he did know they were. “So as a policeman you are the intimate of professional gamblers?” 
hissed Judge Page at the witness, who was getting very red in the face, not knowing what might come next. 
The witness evaded a reply, and counsel again asked him, referring to his connection with Weber: “why did 
you not, as an officer, make a complaint when you had reason to believe there was to be a crime committed?” 
The policeman answered: “I didn’t know there was to be a crime committed.” Judge Page impeached Day’s 
testimony, and said the “credibility of such a witness would not go far with anyone.”9 

Apart from the fact that the police were working with one faction of gamblers at the expense of others, there 
were a few points of officer Day’s testimony that should be pointed out. The officer plainly stated that if 
Old’s heard of Weber’s threats “Olds would give you no chance”, and we know Olds was told. Additionally, 
the list of gamblers that officer Day related had a beef with Weber, were also the principle investors in Olds 
defense. Among them was Paul Fuhr, Weber’s ex-father-in-law and Ike Gratton, his ex-wife’s new husband. 

Frank Summers, a young man who talked as if his voice was down in his boots, related an incident of Weber’s 
abuse of Olds. he said Weber cursed Olds and said he had it in for him. Summers said that Weber’s 
reputation was bad and Olds good. Being pressed, he admitted that part of the trouble between Weber and 
the gamblers was caused by Weber’s determination to allow no one to keep a gambling house because the 
officers would not let him keep one. 

William Summers, a saloon keeper at Aberdeen, Washington, said he knew Weber “intimately well.” He came 
to Oregon with Weber. In Wyoming, Weber had a bad reputation, which his removal to Portland did not 
improve. Judge Page questioned the witness about the “goldhorn” and the “tinhorn” gamblers. Summers said 
he had never heard the former term, but he knew of the tin horns. 

“There are two classes of gamblers he said. “Nearly all of the gamblers were down on Weber.” “Why?” asked 
Judge Page. “The authorities would not allow Weber to gamble and Weber was determined that no one else 
should gamble.” “Was not the closing of the gambling houses due to Weber?” “I presume so.” “You say 
there are two classes of gamblers. Explain yourself.” “The higher or respectable class gambling legitimately, 
and the lower class do anything to make money.” “What class did Olds the affiliate with.?” “The respectable 
class.” “And Weber?” “The lower class.”… 

 
A Police Captain On the Stand. - Police Captain Watson testified that Weber’s reputation was bad, he was 
a hard man to get along with. He said he had never heard anything against Olds.  
“What was Weber’s business?” Asked the prosecution. “I don’t know.” “Don’t you know that he was a 
gambler?” “I do not.” Policeman Holzapple’s testimony concerning the two men was the same as Captain 
Watson’s. “Was there not a bitter feeling between certain members of the police force and Emil Weber?” 
Asked the prosecution. “I do not know. So far as I am concerned, I had no bitter feeling for him.” “Did not 
Emil Weber try to have some members of the police force indicted for receiving bribes, for violating their 
duties in other respects and for gambling?” Judge Stearns sustained the objection to this question. Did you 

 
9 Ibid 



not raid Weber’s place of business once?” “Yes.” “Did you have a warrant?” “Yes.” “How long were you in 
Weber’s place before serving the warrant?” “10 or 15 minutes.” “Did Weber not ask you to go to the 
Brunswick with him and he would show you were gambling was being carried on?” “Yes.” “Did you go?” 
“No. I told him I would go after I had taken him to jail.” 

Nash did not Feel Bitter. - Special policeman Nash gave Weber a bad name and Olds a good one. “Is there 
not a bitter feeling between you and Weber?” Inquired the prosecution. “Not now.” “Some time ago?” “Yes. 
It was more on his part than on mine.” “Didn’t Weber endeavor to bring about your indictment for receiving 
bribes?” “Yes.” “Did you feel bitter toward him on that account?” “No.” “You receive your compensation 
from persons on your beat. Do you not?” “Yes. From merchants principally.” “From gambling houses?” 
“No, sir.” “From saloons?” “Nearly all the saloons in my beat pay me.” 
… Policeman Tickenor came next. He testified: “Weber said he would run that red headed ___ ___ ___ out 
of town. He wanted me to arrest Olds for vagrancy, promising if I did so to make it all right with me; but I 
refuse to do so. This was before the fight between Weber and Olds at the Crystal Palace.”10 

It was at this point in the trial that Olds took the stand. He related the part of the story already included 
above, and then spoke of the day of the shooting. 

Warned to be on His Guard. - “I went back to the saloon and met a stranger who refused to give me his 
name. He told me to be on my guard. He said Weber had shown him his gun and had threatened to kill me 
on site. The clock struck one as I was standing on the platform and I started up the street determined to go 
home and think over the matter on leaving town. I walked up first to Washington, out to Third, and up to 
Third to Alder. “I walked slowly with my right hand in my front pocket, my head bowed down and my hat 
pulled over my eyes.” 

Olds left the stand for a moment and paced the floor, to show the jury how he walked along the street. 
“As I reached the fire plug.” he resumed, “I cast up my eyes and I saw Weber coming up the street. When I 
saw him he was reaching toward his hip pocket. As he came on the sidewalk I stepped toward him whether I 
spoke to him or not I do not recollect, but the evidence shows that I did. I remember him saying: “you 
damned ___ ___ ___, I’ll fix you now.” He had his hand in his pocket, and pulled out something and raised 
his hand and I drew my pistol and fired.” Olds was shown a brass weight that was picked up near where 
Weber fell and ask if he could identify it as the weapon that Weber took out of his pocket. He examined it 
and said he could not recognize it, at the time being so short. 

“Did you know where Weber boarded?” Asked Mr. Thompson. “No.” “Did you know that he boarded at the 
Magnolia restaurant?” “I recollect seeing him and his wife coming out of there one day.” “Did you have any 
expectations of meeting Weber” “No.” “What was your feeling towards Weber with reference to being afraid 
of him?” 

Mrs. Weber Swoons. - Mr. Thompson had no sooner asked the question then Mrs. Weber dropped her 
parasol and fainted. She was quickly restored and advised to leave the court room but she refused to go. The 
trial was then resumed. “Well?” said Old answering the question. “I was afraid he might do me an injury if he 
got a chance. At that time I was very much afraid of him.” “Have you any recollection of the number of shots 
you fired?” “No.” “What was your condition as to being excited?” “I was very much excited, and for half a 
minute I did not know what I was doing.” Olds was turned over to the state for cross examination. “Olds, 
you say Weber constantly threatened your life, and you knew of it?” began District Attorney McGinn. “Yes.” 
“Did you apply to any court to have him put behind bonds?” “No.” “Did you ever make a complaint against 
him to any authorities?” “No. I did not think it was necessary to take the matter to the courts.” “You didn’t 
not think it was of sufficient importance to have him bound over to keep the peace?” “No. I thought I could 
keep out of his way.” “Did you ever complain to anybody about him?” “No.” “That was not a sufficient 
importance was it?” “No.” The brevity of the cross examination surprised everybody.”11 

 
10 Ibid 
11 Ibid 



(Just to be clear, Olds was “afraid” of Weber, even though in their last confrontation Olds had thrashed him 
thoroughly. He was “avoiding” Weber, yet while skulking down the street with his hand on his pistol he 
confronted Weber rather then walk the other way. And, in his excitement he fired six rounds, with four 
striking Weber in the back, and then coolly walked away whipping his forehead with a handkerchief.)  

Testimony and Rebuttal - The defense rested at 4:30 and W.C. Drugan was called in rebuttal by the 
prosecution. He testified to accompanying Weber to Sliter’s saloon when Weber offered to pay for the 
broken crockery. Weber told Sliter that he was standing in front of the saloon talking with a man when Olds 
struck him. Weber told Sliter that unless Olds was discharged he would complain of Sliter running a game. 
Sliter said he could not afford to have such a man around and he intimated that Olds would be discharged. 
Drugan said that Weber was compelled to remain at home for several days from the effective the beating he 
received from Olds.  

District Attorney McGinn will offer some more evidence and rebuttal this morning.”12 

The next morning, June 22nd, the prosecution called a few more rebuttal witnesses, some of whom are 

included below. 

“By 9 o’clock … the trial of “Sandy” Olds was resumed, Judge Stearns court room was densely packed by a 

crowd anxious to witness the closing scene of this very interesting case. 

The prisoner, who sat between his counsel, looked rather haggard and nervous. From his appearance his 

previous night’s rest must have been anything but a pleasant one… 

The First Witness -Called in rebuttal was Sheriff Kelly13 who testified as to the condition of Olds revolver 

after it came into his possession. This was not of a material character, however, as the weapon had been, until 

called for to be introduced as evidence, in the corner’s possession.  

Mrs. Barbara Braley - A sister of the deceased, and a respectable married woman who resides in London, 

Ohio, testified that her brother had been a cripple in his right hand since infancy from a burn received from 

falling into hot ashes. 

Weber’s Character - Was testified to by Mr. Ben L Norden (ex-sheriff) who know him quite intimately. 

Witness did not consider Weber to be a dangerous man but on the contrary, was peaceable beyond his 

quarrels with gamblers. He said further, that deceased was a gambler by occupation, but had for the past year 

been conducting a barbershop and saloon. Witness was endeavoring to dispose of the Saloon at the time of 

Weber’s death for the latter. Frank Botefuhr corroborated Norden as to the peaceful character of the 

deceased, beyond his quarrels with the gambling fraternity. 

Argument by Counsel - The state having announced that all of its testimony in rebuttal was concluded. 

Judge Stearns made the announcement that both sides could proceed with their argument and that they 

would be allowed two hours each in which to present their respective cases to the jury. 

 Ex-judge Page made the opening arguments on behalf of the state and kept the floor for about an hour at 11 

o’clock. 

Mr. H.Y. Thompson - Senior counsel for the defense, took the floor which he occupied for one hour 

during which time he delivered one of the strongest arguments ever made on behalf of a client in this city. 

His words seem to come from the very depths of his soul, and almost carried conviction with them… The 

meeting of the two-man the day of the killing was dwelt on at considerable length. Counsel claimed that the 

 
12 Morning Oregonian Saturday, June 22, 1889 
13 Sheriff Penumbra Kelly was a Freemason and member of Washington Lodge No. 46 



meeting was entirely accidental that Weber was the aggressor and that Olds had a perfect right to defend 

himself in the manner he did. 

Mr. Thompson’s Address was very interesting throughout in fact the large crowd’s attention was so absorbed 

that one could have almost heard a pin drop. 

District Attorney McGinn - District attorney McGinn closed for the prosecution. He, of course, dissected 

Mr. Thompson‘s address to the jury, word for word and endeavored to show the fallacy of the argument. He 

dwelt particularly on the self-defense plea set up by the defense. He claimed that a conspiracy had been 

entered into by the gamblers of this city and others to do away with Weber, who was in their way and just as 

much as declared that Olds was acting for others as well as himself, when he shot Weber on the 10th day of 

last May. Endeavored to show that the defendant was lying in wait for the deceased on the scene of the 

shooting knowing that he would have to pass him on his way to lunch. The police did not escape Mr. 

McGinn’s scathing remarks. What are we coming to the speaker said when the police, who are supposed to 

be the guardians of the peace, stand in with murderers instead of doing their duty by the law. I do not say that 

the whole police department will countenance such a thing but there are certainly members whom I do not 

think are doing right. Officer Joe Day was described by Mr. McGinn as being a fool on the police force. The 

speaker thought he (Day) was going out of his way to defend the prisoner. 

The Case Submitted 

The case was given to the jury at 4:20 o’clock it being that hour when Judge Stearns concluded his usual 

impartial charge and they retired. 

At 11 o’clock last night after waiting over six hours for a verdict the court adjourned for the night and the 

jury were locked up. If an agreement is arrived at today, Judge Stearns will receive the verdict today, but the 

prevailing opinion is that the jury will disagree.”14 

(The jury deliberated Saturday afternoon and all-day Sunday and the result was announced on Monday, June 

24, 1889.) 

“They deliberated nearly 30 hours, and eight were for conviction and four for acquittal… 

Judge Stearns and district attorney McGinn remained about the courthouse nearly all day yesterday, expecting 

every moment to hear a rap on the door of the jury room, followed by the announcement that a verdict had 

been reached. But nary a rap did they hear… At 10 o’clock last night Judge Stearns called the jury in and 

asked them if it was possible for them to agree. Receiving a negative answer, he discharged them. 

District Attorney McGinn immediately moved to have the case set down for retrial, but lawyer Thompson, 

for the defense, opposed the motion on the grounds that Sunday was a non-judicial day. Judge Stearns 

accordingly ordered the attorneys to appear this morning at 9:30 when the case will be set for retrial. 

District attorney McGinn is sorely disappointed over the failure of the jury to bring in a verdict of murder in 

the first degree. 

“It was the cleanest case of deliberate murder I have ever prosecuted, he said, and there is no reason why the 

jury should not have rendered the proper verdict. The evidence for the state showed that the gamblers were 

all glad to have Weber out of the way, and that Olds had been waiting on Third and Alder streets for fully 

five minutes before Weber came along. I will try this case to the end if it takes 40 years.”15 

(That same Monday morning the Oregonian had a lot to say about the involvement of the police.) 

Morning Oregonian Monday, June 24, 1889 A Shameless and Corrupt Police. 

 
14 Morning Oregonian Sunday, June 23, 1889 
15 Morning Oregonian Monday, June 24, 1889 



The trial of “Sandy“ Olds for the murder of Weber is finished and the time has come to say without 

qualification that the responsibility for this great crime does not rest primarily upon the gamblers, who 

goaded Olds into murderous fury, nor upon Olds, who, with cool and merciless deliberation shot his enemy 

to death, but upon the police who abused their official opportunity and obligations by permitting one set of 

gamblers to continue their “business” while they raided a rival set and closed them out. The fact is notorious 

that the police discriminated against Weber’s game and protected the Olds party. In other words, the police 

used their powers not to suppress gambling, but to suppress a particular gambler, while they protected all the 

gamblers who “stood in” with the police. Which is our particular scoundrel? “was the conundrum 

propounded by the police and the extinction of Weber’s “game” while Olds was not molested nor made 

afraid answered it. The evidence implies that the police substantially had orders to stamp out gambler Weber 

in order to give the Olds party a “grinding monopoly” of the gambling business. The gross exasperating 

outrage of this action loses nothing of its injustice because the victim was a gambler. Weber fairly said: “if I 

can’t keep a gaming house, not because my business is unlawful, but because I am not the pet scoundrel of 

the police, then nobody else shall keep one.” And Weber was right. Gambler as he was nothing produced in 

evidence against him that displayed such a damnable lack of moral sense and public decency as the persistent 

and successful effort on the part of the police to create a local “gambling trust” composed of their own 

friends to the exclusion and expulsion from “business” of gambler Weber. 

Out of this outrage grew the feud that ended in the murder of Weber. Weber made himself a thorn in the side 

of this local “gambling trust,” he was feared and hated, because he was an unceasing menace to “the trust,” 

and its individual members. Olds was enraged when he found Weber never weary of breaking up his game 

throwing him out of employment and forcing him into exile. The other gamblers who were in dread of 

Weber’s design to make their lawless occupation as complete a wreck as the police had made of his own, fed 

fuel to the flame of Olds rage and fears, and finally persuaded him that he could safely remove Weber under 

the superficial pretense of self-defense. The evidence on trial leaves no doubt in the mind of any man 

competent to construe testimony that Olds waylaid Weber for the purpose of killing him. He stood on the 

corner with his hand in his pocket holding his pistol while the whole language and bearing of Weber indicated 

that he was not in search of Olds, that Olds was in no danger from him, for he was notoriously a vaporing 

petulant braggart, whom nobody feared that knew him. The ease with which Olds had whipped him a few 

days before proved that his vituperative tongue was the most deadly weapon his enemy had to encounter. 

Olds knew this and he sought him with a deliberate, vindictive purpose to kill, because he knew that while 

Weber lived his own occupation was in constant danger of periodical extinction. 

The death of one gambler at the hands of another is not an occasion of great concern to the public but the 

thing of vast concern, of terrible significance is the fact developed by the evidence that the police 

unanimously testified that Olds was a quiet man, while Weber was a bad man, and have shown every possible 

desire to excuse the crime with their own partiality for one gambler over another brought about. Whether or 

not the unanimous testimony of the police witnesses to the quiet nature of Olds and the bad character of 

Weber is the obsequious discharge of a debt of gratitude that stands for disgrace, the police cannot escape the 

odium of direct responsibility for this great crime for out of their discrimination against Weber’s game, for 

the advantage and protection of rival gamblers grew this feud which cost Weber his life at the hands of an 

assassin for whom the police shamelessly shows sympathy and favor. We report that primarily the police are 

responsible for this terrible crime whose scarlet seed was sown when they raided Weber to ruin for the 

advantage of their local “gambling trust” which today is secure from invasion because Weber is in his grave. 

No greater outrage on public Justice no more frightful exhibition of the moral indifference to the sanctity of 

human life was ever revealed in Portland and the spectacle of the police force, originally employed to 



persecute one gambler for the advantage of others, swearing unanimously to the quiet character of the slayer 

and to the unredeemed and irredeemable depravity and turbulence of his victim.”16 

(Public outcry over the Portland Police continued on June 25th.) 

To the editor of the Oregonian - Reform the police - Portland June 24 

Your article in this morning’s Oregonian in regard to the trial of Olds for the murder of Weber and the 

conduct of the police of this city meets the endorsement of every law biting citizens. For a long time past the 

conduct of the police has not been such as should be expected from men who are paid for their services in 

maintaining the law and enforcing it instead of protecting the violators of it as is now done and has been 

done for the past two or three years. Such articles as the one I referred to in this morning’s Oregonian puts 

citizens to thinking seriously of some way to remedy this serious charge, and especially at this time when, by 

an act of your last legislature the present Police Department is fastened on us indefinitely. You will be 

supported in your efforts to reform the police department by every law-abiding citizen. 

A Shame to Portland - Blacker even then the assassination is the conduct of the police. It is scandalous, 

shameful, a disgrace to decency, and outrage upon law, treason to the administration of justice. The partiality 

of the police for one set of gamblers over another put in motion the train of circumstances that led up 

directly to the murder, and now they show their sympathy with the murderer and do their best to excuse and 

acquit him. Instead of doing their lawful job in suppression of all gambling, they did what was infinitely worse 

than refusing to act at all: that is, they favored one gang of gamblers while prosecuting another, and 

established a “gambling trust” under their own protection. A quarrel that resulted in murder was one of the 

consequences. Another consequence was the spectacle presented to the community where policeman went 

on the witness stand and showed their sympathy with the murderer and even their approval of it, eagerly tried 

to extenuate or excuse it, and bore testimony with equal spirit to the “good” character of the assassin and the 

“bad” character of the victim. 

It may not be rational to expect reform in the police service of Portland, but it is in order nevertheless to 

demand it. The conduct of the police of this city has long been a scandal. Vice that has its favor – and vice 

may always have its favor – is protected by it. Through its mercenary instincts lies the road to impunity for 

vice and crime. Its behavior is a disgrace to the city, and a double disgrace to the commissioners in authority 

over it. It is inefficient in everything for which a police force is properly maintained: it is effective chiefly as 

an ally and protection of the classes which should be subject to surveillance and repression, and it ought to be 

shaken out, from top to bottom.”17 

The Jury 

The first jury for the case of Charles “Sandy” Olds consisted of twelve men, some from Portland and Albina, 

and the majority being from East Portland. They were: 

John D. Biles, accountant, Portland * 

William Coburn, Albina 

George Usherwood, bookkeeper, Portland 

John Harrison, laborer in East Portland 

Albert F. Ellis, Printer, East Portland 

Samuel Levy, Portland 

 

 
16 Morning Oregonian Monday, June 24, 1889 
17 Morning Oregonian Tuesday, June 25, 1889 

Samuel M. Keenan, street contractor, E. Portland 

Edward M. Sargent, real estate agent, E. Portland 

Nathaniel K. West, merchant East Portland 

William Stokes, Columbia Slough 

James Morris, merchant, East Portland 

James Powell, East Portland *



 

Two of those men were found to have been Masons, John D. Biles and James Powell. James Powell found 

Olds guilty of first-degree murder with the majority. John Biles, along with Harrison, Ellis and Levy were for 

acquittal and hung the jury. It is hard to imagine what they saw that would warrant that opinion. John Biles 

was shown to have been an accountant, just as he was listed in the Directory for that year, but he was also 

acting Justice of the Peace and was within days of being elected to continue in that position.  

What follows are the biographies of the members of the Powell family who were Masons and John D. Biles. 

 

James Powell 1818-1896 

James Powell was born in Floyd County, Kentucky on April 2, 1818, a son of Allen and Mary Polly Johnson 

Powell. The Powell’s descend from Richard Powell born 1645 in Lower Norfolk, Virginia and died in 1673 at 

Elizabeth River Parrish, in Norfolk. His son John Powell born 1671 Norfolk died in Perquimans North 

Carolina in 1749. John’s son George Powell was born in 1694 in Norfolk, lived in Nansemond County, 

Virginia and died March 24, 1735 in Bertie, North Carolina. His son Cader was born in 1710, and his son 

Cader, Jr. was born in North Carolina in 1750, he died 1835 in Pike County, Kentucky.  Cader Powell, Jr. 

served in the American Revolution under Gen. Nathaniel Greene, and fought during the campaigns in 

Georgia 1780-81.18 Cader married Francis Foote in Warren, North Carolina on June 3, 1782. She was born in 

1750 and died 1846. Their son Allen was born 1783, lived in Floyd County in 1820 and in Pike County, 

Kentucky in 1830. He died in Pike County in 1835. Allen Powell married Mary Johnson in 1809. She was 

born in 1786 and died in 1831. Allen Powell fought in the War of 1812 in the 3rd Regt. 5th Brig. North 

Carolina Militia.19 

Allen and Mary were the parents of our subject James Powell and his brother David, who will also be 

mentioned below. James Powell married Hannah Baker about 1841, when he was about 23. They had one 

child; a daughter named Mary Jane Powell born about 1841. Hannah died about 1848. James then married 

Eliza Denny Pugh. It is said that James married Eliza in Missouri in 1852, but the 1850 census shows that 

Eliza was living with James and his daughter Mary, age 9 in District #52 Macon County, Missouri. They also 

had a one-year old son named James. Eliza was 17 at the time of the census and James was 32. They had 

fifteen children together: James, Josephine, Annette, Alfred, Lily, Della, Alvin, Louisa, Melvin, Andrew, Dora, 

Iva, Clarence, Florence, and Gertrude.20 They came to Oregon by way of the Plains from Missouri in 1852, 

and settled Powell’s Valley east of Portland. There he was a Farmer. In 1850 James had a farm valued at $200 

but by 1860 his property in Oregon was valued at $2,400 and he had $800 in Personal assets. They were in 

the Powell’s Valley Precinct in 1860, which was renamed Sandy Precinct in 1870. By this time James’ property 

was valued at $5,000 with $1,400 personal assets. Although not verified, it appears that James served as a 

Democratic member of the Oregon House of Representatives for Multnomah County from 1868 to 1870. 

    

James was not listed in the Portland City Directory until 1874, at which time 

he was operating the Royal and Powell Livery Stable on the east side of L St. 

between Second and Third. In 1875 the name changed to the Powell and 

Frazier Livery Stable at the same address. Up until 1875 he continued to 

 
18 D.A.R. record for descendants of Allen Powell 
19 Ibid 
20 James Powell Obituary from "The Oregonian", Saturday, July 12, 1896 



reside in Powell’s Valley, that area today is bounded by Division to the north, Burnside to the west and 

Powell Valley road to the south. By 1876 James had entered  into the Lawrence & Powell General 

Merchandise store on 5th between O and P. He was now living in East Portland. In 1877 he was also working 

a Saw Mill. It seems that every year he had a new partner in the Livery Stable, in 1879 it was the Shaver, 

Powell & Co., 1880 and 81 it was the James Powell Livery Stable. In 1882 he partnered with William New in 

Powell & New and in 1883 with Edwin Bates in the Powell & Bates Livery. In 1881 the family located to 

Tenth and F, where they remained until the late 1880’s. From 1884 thru 1888 James was involved in Logging 

and by 1889 he seems to have retired. From 1889 to 1891 James resided at 271 East, also in the household 

were his sons Melvin, Andrew and Alvin who were all Barbers. They operated the Powell Brothers Barbers 

shop, which also had a Casino and bath house. They all lived at East Couch St. in 1892 and finally James was 

living at 9 East 13th St. at the time of his death on July 12, 1896. 

"Mr. James Powell, an old resident of East Portland and pioneer of 

1851, died at Long Beach, California at 12 O'clock Thursday night. 

News of the death was received yesterday morning by his sons in East 

Portland. The remains will be brought here this morning for 

internment. Mr. Powell had been in very poor health for some time, and 

had been out in the mountains at McIntyre's place before going to the 

seaside. He was subject to severe attacks of asthma and at times his 

sufferings were intense. He went to the coast Wednesday with three of 

his daughters and his son-in-law, but the climate did not agree with him. 

Mr. Powell came to Oregon in 1851 from California. He returned to 

Missouri and then brought his family to Oregon in 1852. Some of his 

brothers had already arrived. He and his brothers were the first to make 

their way into what is now known as the Powell Valley, cutting a road 

out to Gresham, the famous section being named from the families." 

"Mr. Powell belonged to a hardy class of pioneers who helped to 

develop the country. He has been a familiar figure in East Portland for 

many years and he will be greatly missed. He leaves a widow and 11 

grown children, besides numerous relatives." 

"Mr. Powell was a member of Washington Lodge, A.F.A.M. and it is 

expected that this lodge will have charge of the funeral and that the 

remains will be buried at Gresham."21 

He was buried in the Gresham Pioneer Cemetery. 

 

Masonic History of James Powell 

On August 20, 1867 a Dispensation was granted to being a Masonic Lodge at Columbia Slough and the 

Charter for Columbia Lodge No. 42 was granted on June 23, 1868. James put in his petition in 1867 and was 

Initiated an Entered Apprentice before June of 1868; he was Raised a Master Mason in before the end of the 

year. He did not hold any offices in the Lodge. He was not listed in the rosters for 1888 and 1889, but 

appeared in the 1890 roster, having demitted before December of 1889. Columbia Lodge changed their name 

to Mt. Tabor Lodge No. 42 on June 10, 1891. The 1891 roster shows that during the year 1890 he affiliated 

with Washington Lodge No. 46 in East Portland. The 1895 roster shows that he was dropped for Non-

 
21 James Powell Obituary from "The Oregonian", Saturday, July 12, 1896 



Payment of Dues during the 1894 Masonic year. It is not known if he rectified this before his death, but he 

had been a Mason for 27 years and his gravestone reflects his membership in the Craft. 

 

David Powell 1814-1887 

David Powell was the older brother of James. He was born on March 15, 1814 in Floyd County, Kentucky. 

Some records claim that David and James were born in Pike County, Kentucky, and that may be so, but the 

1820 census shows the family lived in Floyd in 1820, going to Pike County before 1830. 

David married Almeda Harless on April 21, 1836 in Pike County, Kentucky and settled in Fleming, Kentucky. 

She was born in 1815 in Floyd, Kentucky and died May 28, 1848 in Multnomah County Oregon, leaving four 

children.  

“In 1837 he removed to Western Missouri, and in 1847 he crossed the plains to Oregon, arriving on the place 

on which he died in the autumn of that year, and settled down to a home-making in an almost unbroken 

wilderness. When he settled on the east side there were but three houses here, his own, that of Uncle Jimmy 

Stephens and John Caruthers. There were a few houses in Portland. So, Mr. Powell witnessed the growth of 

the country from its infancy.”22 On November 11, 1852 David Powell married Eliza Ann Greer in Benton 

County, Oregon. Eliza was born September 4, 1834 and was 20 years younger than David, being 18 at the time 

of the marriage. They settled on the Columbia Slough, where they remained the rest of their lives. This was 

considered Clackamas County on the 1850 Census, but ever after was a part of Multnomah County. They had 

six children together. David’s property was valued at $5,000 in 1850 and had increased to $15,000 by 1870. 

“It is related of him that he was foremost in matters of education. Settled, it became necessary to establish 

schools. Mr. Powell's house was in district No. 3. There was a strong opposition to the erection of a school 

house, but with relentless energy on his part a school house was built. He was not a man of great education, as 

we understand it, but he did all within his power to advance the cause of education at a time when it was hard 

to accomplish anything along that line. Mr. Powell had the true genius of a pioneer. He was steady of purpose, 

strong in attachments, unyielding in his positions, ready to assume responsibility, brave and fearless in his 

friendships as well as in his antagonisms, quite such a man in intellectual and physical hardihood as is most 

useful in reducing heterogeneous social and political elements into order and stability and forming them into a 

stable commonwealth. With these natural elements within him, and with a mind well stored by varied reading, 

it was only natural that he should become one of the most influential citizens of his community and state. He 

had the honor of representing one of the strongest and most cultivated constituencies of the state in the highest 

branch of its legislative body, and did his work conscientiously. Mr. Powell was a generous, open-handed friend 

to all that were in need or suffering. His heart was stout to do and dare, but tender and sympathetic, and unable 

to close itself against any appeal that want or woe made at its door.”23 A lifelong Farmer, David served four 

terms (1866-1874) as a Republican State Senator for his district in Multnomah County. 

 
22 Morning Oregonian Tues. April 12, 1887 page 5 
23 Ibid 



“The funeral of David Powell took place Sunday at his 

home, where he has resided for forty years. There was a 

large concourse of people in attendance, the funeral 

discourse being preached by Rev. H. K. Hines. With his 

death another link has been dropped from the chain that 

binds us to the primitive scenes and hardships incident 

to the early settlement of this country… As the head of 

a family, Mr. Powell filed an honorable place in the 

fatherhood of life. His name and memory will be ever 

green and fragrant in the hears of his children, while his 

now widowed wife will think and speak of his strong and 

tender and manly love with grateful remembrance. He 

was the father of eleven children, six of whom survive 

him, five being present at his burial. His son, Rev. L. J. 

Powell, A. M., president of the territorial university at 

Seattle, and late superintendent of schools for the state 

of Oregon, was unable to be present on account of 

personal illness. And so they pass away, these pioneers, 

leaving lives worthy of imitation along the line of self-

sacrifice and devotion to the right.”24 

 

Masonic History of David Powell 

David first appears on the roster of Harmony Lodge No. 12 in 1868. By this time, he had been in the area for 

over twenty years, so there is little reason to assume he was already a Mason. If that is so, then he would have 

been Raised a Master Mason in that Lodge in 1867. The 1871 Proceedings show that he demitted from 

Harmony Lodge in 1870 and affiliated with Columbia Lodge No. 42. He was elected Treasurer of that Lodge 

in 1873 and 1874. He was dropped NPD in 1881 and reinstated the next year. He was a member in good 

standing when he died on April 8, 1887. He was buried at Powell Grove Cemetery. His son Professor 

Leonard J. Powell sickened and died of cholera four months later, on August 17, 1887. He was a professor of 

mathematics at Willamette University, and then President of Albany University. In 1878 he was elected 

Superintendent of public instruction in Oregon, and when that term expired, he was chosen President of the 

Washington Territorial University in Seattle. There was no sign that the younger Powell was a Mason. 
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John Parker Powell 1822-1909 

John Parker Powell was born in Gatesville, Gates, North Carolina on October 4, 

1822. He was the son of James Powell and Nancy Swan Parker. His great-

grandfather, Jacob Powell was born in about 1718 in Nansemond, Virginia or 

Chowan County, North Carolina. John grew up in North Carolina and went to 

Macon County, Missouri in the 1840’s. There he married Adeline Duvall on April 1, 

1847. John studied Medicine and in 1852 he came to Oregon, by the overland route, 

with his wife and two young children; arriving on November 1, 1852. He came to 

Powell’s Valley, having been preceded by the brothers James and Jackson Powell, 

who named the area. There John took up a donation land claim working as a Farmer 

and Physician. Although it appears on the surface that John was not related to the 

other Powell brothers in the area, as was stated in his obituary. Evidence shows they had the same origins. 

John’s great-grandfather was of similar age and came from the same area as the great-grandfather of James, 

David and Jackson. John was in District 52 in Macon, Missouri in 1850, living near James Powell, and they 

came at nearly the same time to the same part of Oregon. They were likely cousins, and probably knew it. Dr. 

Powell was the first Physician in the eastern part of Multnomah County, and also served as the County 

Coroner for a number of years. He appears to be the same as John Powell who served in the 3rd Assembly of 

the state legislature, being a Republican member of the State House representing District 30 in Multnomah 

County from 1864-66. He was present at a special session December 5-15, 1865, to adopt the 13th 

Amendment to the U.S. Constitution abolishing slavery. He lived in Powell’s Valley through 1870, and by 

1880 he moved across the river to Multnomah Precinct in southwest Portland. By 1900 he and his wife 

moved back to Gresham to live with their daughter Ann, her husband John Miller and their children. Dr. J.P. 

Powell died on October 30, 1909 in Gresham; he was cremated and the ashes scattered. His wife died in 

1913; they had been married 62 years when he died. 

Masonic History of J.P. Powell 

J.P. Powell appeared on the first roster of Columbia Lodge No. 42 in the Columbia Slough. He was a Charter 

member, but whether affiliated or Raised is not known. He was a member until 1878, and after that he was 

not found again as a Mason. His daughter Sarah Francis, who was born in Missouri in 1848, married Samuel 

Wishard on December 27, 1870 in East Portland. Samuel Wishard was the first Master Mason Raised in 

Washington Lodge U.D., later No. 46 on June 2, 1869.  

It was noted as research was winding down that there were two James Powell’s in East Portland in 1889, who 

could have been the juror. James, who we already discussed, and James N. who appeared in about 1885. 

James N. Powell or J.N. was the son of Dr. John P. Powell. Dr. James N. Powell was a Dentist in East 

Portland for several years, befoe going to San Francisco. If the juror had been Dr. James, his initial and his 

occupation would have been included. The men who did not have an occupation listed in the jury, also did 

not have any listed in the City Directory. The older James Powell had no known occupation at this time, and 

none was included for him on the list of jurors. The evidence suggests that the older James is the correct man 

who served as juror for the first Olds trial. 

 

 

 

 



John DeNormandy Biles 1827-1890 

John DeNormandy Biles was born in Attleboro, Bucks County, Pennsylvania on January 10, 1827.25 He came 

to Oregon via Cape Horn, arriving on May 15, 1849.26 He first located at Fort Vancouver, where he was a 

U.S. Artilleryman. He was very prominent in the early history of this region, having participated in the 

defense of the old block house at the time of the historic massacre at the Cascades, when General Phil 

Sheridan (then Lieutenant) was stationed there. He was also a member of the first territorial legislature of 

Washington, and he represented this county in the legislature about twenty years ago (1870). At the time of 

his death he belonged to the Oregon Indian War Veteran Association and to the Oregon Pioneers.”27  

In the Archives at Yale is a collection of letters. “The Malick Family Papers consist of 147 letters written by 

family members in Washington Territory to Mary Ann Malick Albright, the eldest daughter of Homer and 

Abigail Malick. The principal correspondents are Abigail J. Malick and her second daughter, Rachel Malick 

Biles, but there are also letters by the younger Malicks and by Rachel's husband John Denormandie Biles. The 

letters span the dates 1848-1869, and the majority date from between 1851 and 1857…The letters of John 

Biles often comment on both national and territorial politics… A May 1852 letter by John Biles describes the 

Indian attack on Port Orford and includes a sketch of the battle. Many letters from 1855 and 1856 contain 

information on the current Indian wars, including descriptions of Snake Indian attacks on emigrants; fighting 

in the Rogue River Valley, Cascades and the Dalles; and the reactions of the settlers to the news of the 

conflict. In addition, there are frequent references to Indian servants and farmhands… The papers also amply 

document the reactions of family members to their changed surroundings and circumstances. Apparently 

neither wealthy nor well-educated, the Malicks were initially delighted by the new territory. Many early letters 

urge the Albrights to emigrate, pointing out that "you could make ten dolers whare you can not make one 

thare, and not frees nor shiver." Rachel Malick Biles wrote in 1854 that "we have plenty to eat, drink, and 

wear and everything in plenty," while her new husband referred to Washington Territory as "This enterprising 

country."… The letters of the mid-1850s document a series of difficulties for the family, including the deaths 

of George Malick and Rachel Malick Biles and John Biles' departure from the Territory. Abigail's letters 

vividly describe the problems she faced in attempting to farm their claim alone, and a prolonged legal dispute 

with an employee of the Hudson's Bay Company who claimed title to the Malick's homestead. She comments 

continually on the scarcity of money, the high prices, and the bad market for grain… Abigail's final letters 

describe her ill-health, her desire to sell the claim and move back to Illinois, and her poverty. She died in 

October 1865. The final letters in the collection are from the younger children and are mostly concerned with 

personal news and allegations that Shindel mishandled the estate and retained all of the funds.”28 

In Vancouver Mr. Biles held the offices of justice of the peace, city auditor, and county treasurer. John D. 

Biles married Rachel Henrietta Malick in Clark County, Washington in 1852 and had their first child, Charles, 

November 10, 1852. Rachel died in July of 1855 and he remarried to Mary Elizabeth Kelly September 3, 

1860. He had six children by his 2nd wife. They were located in Vancouver until about 1863 when they came 

over to Portland. 

 
25 Scottish Rite Member Record Book page 194 
26 Oregon, Biographical Card Biles, and the Scottish Rite member record. 
27 The Oregonian, 14 Sep 1890, p4 Findagrave.com John DeNormandy Biles 
28 Introduction to the Malick Family Papers https://archives.yale.edu/repositories/11/resources/1207 The Malick 
Family Papers are the physical property of the Beinecke Rare Book and Manuscript Library, Yale University. 
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The People’s Transportation Company 

John Biles superintended the 

building of the old steamer E. 

D. Baker in March of 1863 

and was purser of her on the 

run between Portland and the 

Cascades.29 The Steamer was built for the People’s Transportation Co. which was organized in 1862 to 

compete with the Oregon Steam Navigation Co. In 1864 his family relocated to 172 Second in Portland and 

he was working as a Purser on the Steamer Senator. This company was operated by Asa McCully and Stephen 

Church, both Masons at Thurston Lodge No. 28 in Harrisburg, Oregon. WB McCully was also a Charter 

member of Eugene City Lodge No. 11. John Biles was working as purser on the Rival in 1866, and back on 

the Senator from 1866 to 1868, he then worked the Steamer Alert from 1870 to 1872. 

John, his wife and six children were living at 4th and C. in Portland in 1870, when the U.S. Census recorded 

that he was a Steam Purser with $10,000 in Real Estate and $13,000 in personal assets. When the Company 

sold to Ben Holladay he went to work as Secretary of the newly organized Willamette Transportation 

Company, which took its place. 
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29 A purser was an officer on a ship who keeps the accounts, handles the money and is head steward. 
30 People’s Transportation Ad. Portland City Directory 1866, and Stock Certificate 1865 

Asa McCully 1818-1886 



 
Portland City Directory 1872 

The Willamette Transportation Company 

 In September, 1871 the empire-building 

stage coach businessman Ben Holladay 

incorporated a company with the 

objective of acquiring the People's 

Transportation Company. The officers 

of the new company were Ben Holladay, 

president; Ben Holladay, Jr., vice-

president; John D. Biles, secretary and 

treasurer, and George Pease, 

superintendent. Holladay wanted to 

acquire the Peoples Transportation 

Company to prevent its steamboats from 

completing with a railroad he was 

building south through the Willamette 

Valley, with the objective of reaching California. 

On September 6, 1871, the People's Transportation Company, 

apprehensive that the pending completion of the locks at Oregon City would bring a new challenge to its near 

ten-year monopoly, voted to dissolve the corporation and sell all its assets to Holladay’s company, the 

Oregon and California Railroad, for $200,000. These included the following steamers: Albany, Alert, Alice, 

Dayton, Fanny Patton, Reliance, Senator, Shoo Fly, and Success.31 

 
31 Wright, E.W., ed. (1895). "Chapter 9: Remarkable Trip of the "Shoshone," Willamette and Columbia Transportation 
Enterprises". Lewis & Dryden's Marine History of the Pacific Northwest. Portland, OR: Lewis and Dryden Printing Co. 
196. Wikipedia. 

Ben Holladay 1819-1887 



 
The Enterprise built by Captain and Mason George A. Pease for the People’s Transportation Co. 1863 

 

 
Oregon Steamship Co. Portland City Directory 1874 

 



The company changed the name 

to the Oregon Steamship Co. in 

1873 and John Biles worked as 

an Agent from 1873 to 1874. He 

was Secretary in 1875 and 

Secretary and Agent in 1876. He 

was the company Secretary from 

1877 to 1880. By 1878 Holladay 

had sold out to Henry Villard, as 

shown in the Portland City 

Directory advertisement from 

1878. 

In 1881 John Biles made a career 

change, he left the Oregon 

Steamship Co. and went to work 

as a Tax Agent for the Oregon 

Rail & Navigation Co. Called 

Capt. J.D. Biles in the 1881 City 

Directory, John was Tax Agent 

from 1881 to 1884. In 1885 he 

had the same job, but also was 

working for NP Term Co. In 

1887 his job was described as 

Claim & Tax Agent Comptroller 

for the O.R.&N. Co. In all he was a Tax Agent from 1881 to 1888. He was simply listed as an Accountant by 

the Directory as well as the Court in 1889. 

Henry Villard 1835-1900 

Portland City Directory 1878 



 
Portland City Directory 1882 

 

At the death of Justice Phelan, in March of 1889, he was appointed by the county judge to fill the position, 

and at the June election was chosen to the office, which he held at the time of his demise. John D. Biles died 

in Portland on September 13, 1890 and was buried in River View Cemetery. 

 

 



“Death of Justice J.D. Biles. 

He Passed Away at St. Vincent Hospital at an Early Hour Yesterday Morning. 

Mr. John D. Biles, Justice of the peace of North Portland precinct, died suddenly at St. Vincent hospital at 1 

o'clock yesterday morning. About a week ago he was taken sick, during the absence of his family from the 

city, and was conveyed to the hospital, where his case was pronounced inflammatory rheumatism. It soon 

developed into paralysis, but this soon passed away, and he seemed to be improving rapidly. 

Hopes were entertained by his family and physicians that it would be but a few days before he could with 

safety be removed to his home. His wife left his bedside at 7 o'clock the evening before, and he rested well 

during the night, until a few minutes before his death, when he was stricken with rheumatism of the heart. 

The remains were removed yesterday to his home, No. 350 C street, from which the funeral will take place. 

The time has not been set owing to the absence of his oldest son, Norman, from the city. He has been 

telegraphed for at Clatsop and will arrive here today… Besides his widow, he leaves five children to mourn 

his death.”32 
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Masonic History of John D. Biles 

John was Raised a Master Mason in Harmony Lodge No. 12 on May 12, 1864. He demitted from Harmony 

Lodge after March 1872 to become a Charter member of Portland No. 55 on June 24, 1872. He was a 

member of the Lodge for the rest of his life, but he never took an office. In 1873 he was accidently recorded 

as a member of both Lodges. 

He received the Scottish Rite degrees by communication from E. H. Shaw 33º, Active Inspector in California 

about January 1870, this was the first group of men to receive the degrees in Oregon. John was among the 

Charter members of the Lodge of Perfection on February 3, 1870, Chapter Rose Croix on November 19, 

1871 and the Council of Kadosh on January 11, 1872. He was Guardian of the Temple for the Ainsworth 

Chapter of Rose Croix in 1872, 1873 and 1875-1877, and Illustrious Master of the Entrances for the Albert 

G. Mackey Council of Princes of Jerusalem 16º in 1873-1877. Lt. of the Guard in the Council in 1874-1877 

and Master of Ceremonies for the Lodge of Perfection in 1874-76, and served the Council of Kadosh as 1st 

Deacon from 1879-1881. His obituary said he was a 33º Mason, but this was not so. John was also an 

Oddfellow. 

 
32 The Oregonian, 14 Sep 1890, p4 
33 Findagrave.com John Biles 


