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LOCAL NEWS,
FROM SATURDAY'E DAILY QCT. 9,

Arrests In Caclic Valley.—News
reaches us of the urrest ot IDishep
Ncile Hansen, of Provideuce, Cuache |
County, on a charge of unlawful co-
habitation, who gave bonds in the sum
of $1,500; and ol Thomus Kirby, of
Hyde Park, who walved examination
aud furnished bouds in the same 3um.

The *‘Health Ifints.” — The
‘‘Health Hints” m to-duy's Nows are
fully 48 good us usual: ¥e recomneundd
all our readers to perus¢ them. Those
who suffer from any of the mgpy forms |
of sickoess arisini.' frow f[udirestion,
ot dyspepsia, will be benclitted by
adopting the suggesiions giver, and
the few who are fortunute:-epough Lo
have escaped snch ilis will learu some-
thing about how they may continue io
chjoy mood health.  The sybject of
bow to keep beslthy s an impurtunt
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] THE JOHN Q. CANNON CASE.

He 18 Arrcsted on Another Charge
and Pliced Under Bonds.

The Exauminntion Closed.

Ahout 10 o'clock last night Deputy
Marsbal Gleason and 10 or 12 sssist-
ants surrounded the residence of John
. Cannor, southwest of the city and
made a search. Mr, Cannon was
uot there, 8o thq' repaired te
the “Capnorn ¥arm,” farther rsouth,
where ne was found uand served
with u warrant of arrest
on the charge of wuoulawiul co-
habitation. Mrs. Louie W. Cunoon
wus also arrested us a wltness. The
defendant way taken to his house, and
there guarded until this morning, when
he was brought before Commisstouer
McKay and plended not fuiit, w0 n
complaint signed by D, W. Rench, and
charging blm with unlawfal cohabite-
tion from Juanuary 1st to September

one, and persons tuterested init would
do well t obtain some of the books
for which Brother blcailister 1s ugent. |

District Court. — This forecoon
Chartea Shields, a petit juror, was ex-
cused.

The Uuited States va. Neri Butler et
al., a prosecution for violation of the
timber lauws. Declcndanis given till
Nov. 1st, to answer. .

Frank ‘Treseder, charged with at-
tempt tolnarder, ssked for more time.

Case noLset vet.

Hinmﬁ's. Hintze, Tcstimony of

luintiff®nd Kllen- Goodwin wulen.

ecree of divorce granted.

Sult Lake County vs. D. Boclholt.
De!gurrcr to amended compleint ar-
gued.

2 p.n.—A. C. Standard vs. 5. 0. L.
Potter. Case settled and dismigsed.

Court adjourned till Monduy.

Acquitted. — The trial of Charles
Neilsen, on the charge of inanslacehter,
closed yesterday afternoon, 1n the
Third District Court. The ucfendant
waa accused of haviog, on Dec. 18th,
1884, fatally kicked Heory Garduer,
and on eachof the former trials the
ury failed to ugree. In the lnst one,

owever, the defencuut himseif went
ou the stand aud depied haviog given
the fatal hlow. The jury, ajter belny
out but a short time, rclurneda verdict
of not guilty.

Ruapist Sentenced.—In the case of
the People vs. Frank Sioddard, cou-
victed of rape, the defendant’s atiorn-
ey, E. B, Cri*chlow, moved for a new
trial on the ground’ that the verdict of
the jury was countrury to the evidence.
The ntotlon was arzned, and was
overraled by the Court.

Stoddard, when calicd for sentende

|

*said he wus nearly sixtecn yeurs o
age; Lie bad been before convicted of |
oune offense—petit Jarceny—committed i
In Qrden.

The Courtremarked that owing to his
youth ke would receive some lenlency
and have an opportuulty of reforning
hus life. Ilad he been of wore mature |
years, hc would receive & very severe |
penalty. The prisoner was then sent-
euced to flve yearsin the penmiteotiary
and was remanded 10 the custody oI|
the Murshal.

Accldent. — Sister Fleldsted and
Sister Fawdon, of the Mirst Ward,

were ridiag in a light wagon, drawe by [ b

one bhorse, yesterday, onjthe bench east
of the Tenth Ward, roiog home, when
Sister Fjeldsted, who was driving, ac-
cidenially droEpcd ithe lines. ‘She
stepped on to the sbaft to recover the
lines,- while the horse was roing at a
rapid rate, but fell to the rround and

oo

(U0, 1886, with Anpic W. Cannon and
| Louie M. Wells as his wives.

. Tiue bonds in this case were placed
at $3,000, making s total of $8,000 under
which the defendant is placed. T'hat
of the witnesses is nlso fncreased to
1,000. The suretics uccepted were
rancis Armstrong and James Jack.

Aftgr the conclusion of this proceed-
ing the examination ob the polyzamy
churge waus continued before Cominijs-
sjoner Melkay. Mr. Dickson and his
assistant, Mr. Varian, were both pres-
ent. ‘I'be rooms werc again filed with
a matiey crowd of spectators, but as
the experience of the day betore had
colvioced the Commissioner that his
carpets were not bLenefited by the
Presence of loafers, he ordered all 1o
eave except those juterested iu
the case an<l oflicers and reporters.
The first witness called was Geo.
M. Cannon. Mr. Dickson, however,
soon chunged bis wind andjsubstituted,
Mrs, Annle W. Cannou, who testitled
—Siuce 1 was diverced 1 huve lived in
defendant's house; Loufe bus not
lived there, but hias been tneve nearly
every niglt, at my request, because ol
the sickness of my child; the defend-

unt does not live there; he has not|

made 1t home sinee the
divoree; I reiuember, when the oflicers
came, 1hat there was u gentleman's
shirt in my chiidren’s hedroom; it be-
longed to the defendant. Mr. Dickson
—How did it come there?
Mr. Richards—We object to that
question as immaterial. (Overruled.)
_Witvess—W¥r. Cunoon hud not taken
hisgtothes uway; be asked me to fx
tem up but had not done so,
4pd the day before he came
and chanred his wnite snirt for
colered one, #8 he intended
to work in the Iiefd; it was in the mid-
dle of the duy; Loute was not there; I
tirst conzluded to upply for a divorce
the sunday afternooa before I pot it;
1 spoke 0f it as soon as [ learned ol
the confession; spoke to my hrother-
ip-ldw Abram, and asked bis help; bé
referred me 10 Judge Smith, whotn I
seft {for; the Judge cume down on Lihe
Sth; Abram also cume there; Itcld the
Judge what I wanted,and he told me I
woitld have to wake compiaint; bie
asked me & few questions; did not ask
who the offense was committed with,
or when dr where; I told him it had
een committed; I also talked with
Abram, who was not ju the room while
the Judpe was there; 1 snid I wanted
the custody of the ehildreu asd 1o be
rovided for; I wanted it kept
n the efternocn Abram and Judge
Smith came down with the complaiut,
which had been 1made out

THRE DEZSE
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delivered to the Judge by 2 or 4 0’clock;
could not be positive; it took about
!5 winutes to write it; a8 soonasl
saw the Judge I Landec it to him, witn
a request thut he attend to it.

lo Mr. Dickson—1 do nut remember
the Bour I completed the paper; 1 did
copsiderable work in the office after
piving the paper to the Jadge; I close
the oltice at 5 p.m.; 1 may bave coin-
E]ewd the docutneat au bonr and 1

all before; could not state positively.

Judze E. A, Smith testified—1 re-
ceived the cotaplaint frow George M.

Cannon, in the afternoon. after 1
o'c]o:k,é)erhups an hour later; Abraw
came and asked me to go down aad

have it veritied; we wentto Mr. Can-
nou's (Ptace- Abram went with me; we
started not iut.er thup 3 p. m.; alto-
Eether I was gone from the office an

ourj .I saw Jobhn Q. Canuon
after Annle W. Canpon signed
the complaint; conversed  with
hjin shout the divorce in the 1norning;
I then sald to him i1t was a sad case,
for a young couple to part, and for bis
wife to get a divoreey he sald theall-
mony was arranged fer; I had told
Mrs. Cannon what to doj; t did not see
the defendant between ‘that time and
when 1 saw Mrs. Caonnon; ot the re-

ucst of Abram, I took the waiver

own for tha defendant to sign; Join
(3. did not request me to mike it cut;
ABram took iv to him; I saw Mrs.Can-
non sign the {)Bpﬁl‘, but did not sce
John . sfgn; 1 know bis signature; in
the afternoon 1 told Mre.Cannon, as 1
was leaviog, to come up in the wora-
lngz; | did uot spesk to the defendant,
but 1 had received the waiver from
Abramil do cot remewber telling Mrs.
Cuannon to wuit a few days; I muy have
guid so before 1 got. the waiver; next
moruing she came to the court; camne
alone; she Was S5WOrn aud
testilled that the {aets iy the
complalut were true; [ asked aslo her
resicence, etc.y I b in the bahit of
granting divorces without clerical at-
tendupee on the court; Abrawn sugges-
ted the prl.‘})umtion of the waiver alter
I received the cownplaint, and we
walted for it to be written out.

To the Commissioner—1 asked Mes.
Cannon a8 te her residence, the ages of
her children, and the confessiops ot the
defendunt; she did not know wlho, or
witi whomn the defendant had commit-
ted aduoltery; I. usked tbe questions
when she swore in court; she was
mistaken it she szid I did not; 1 huve
granted other divorces under similar
c¢ircumstances for different causes; [
had po information as 1o when the
aduoltery was committed, except that it
weis subsequent 10 the marriage; I did
not know waether {t was within the
jurisdiction of the United States.

To Mr. Dickson —1 did pot
ask whether she had condobed the
offense; did not ask whether she
hud alept in the house since she knew
itor not; I do not know that if shedid
80, she coudoned the offense; under
the circumetances stated I granted the
decree.

Mrs. Anpie W, Capnon recalled by
Mr. Dickson—The defendsov and I
reinained in the same louse nantl 1
received the divorce; we did oot sleep
jn the same bed. .

To Mr. Richards—There has been
no milrimmouial intercounrse since his
confession.

W.W.Woods testified—I have known

| defendunt since his marriage to Annie

W. Canpnon; Annle aud Loufe are
cousius of mine; my wife is their half-

uiet j | 8ister; lhave never been intimate with
| the defendant, but have peea with

his  family; Apnie and Lonie
have visited 1y house as relatives; 1

two wheels of the vehicle pasced over | George M: Canuon; they cams abous | have felt o peci:liar interest in Louje

her head. Sister Fawglon, who j8 aped
shout 73 vears,lfearing rthat if she
remained in the vehicle =he would be
killed, leaped from it, sostalning
severe Injurles. One of her legs
is hurt and she is injured internally.
Sister Fjeldsted's head was bruised,
making it necessary for her to wear
bapdages around it, but she Is able to
be aphout.

Brother 1I. ¥. I"'. Thorup, who was
followivg the ledies in hiz wugon,
,picked themr both up und conveved
ithem Lo thelr respective homes. The
runaway horse went 1o its home and
stopped, dofng no damage to the ware-
an. Had both the ladies kept their
:lileatsm itthey would Layve been un-

urt

ISAAC W. PIERCE

BENTENCED ON IFlvE COENTS.

This morning Isazc W ree, of the
Tenth Ward, wasa cellegl for scntepce
ju the Third Districr Conrt. Iic had!
entered a plea of gniity 10, an indict-
ment charging him with livisg with |
two wives, and divided inow live
conats.

Mr. Dickson stated to the Conrt that
the defendaut had vot 1)irown soy ob-
stucles in the way of the brosecution,
and ke considered him enti:led {osome
leniency On thut score,

The Coaort, after ot
asked tiie defendant—\V¥1
tentiou as te the law agnin. t' polygamy
and uplawful cohabitation? Will you
continoe to do as you hive done?

Mrv. Pierce—] know not what L willl
do in the fnture.

Court—What are your means of pay=
ing a fine?
ﬁlr. Pierce—If Iae fined [ill bave |
to work it out, as 1 bave no meaps.

The Court then gald that o view of|
the District Attorney's stutement he
would be lenient vith the defeudansg, A
penalty of three months’ imprisen- |
ment ol each count was then intlicted—
tifteen months in 2)l—and a fine oL $100
and thc costs 0f the proseculion.

ing the case,
I8 yONT -

1 p.m.; the deiendant was out on the
farm: 1 never tiled but oue complaint;
did not 8ixn the papers st the same
time a8 tue defefidunt; took the com-
piaint inte another room and read jt,
tben reterned and signed it; I apuin
asked that the divorce be vranled im-
mediately; talked with the Judge,
Abram Cannon bavivg gone out; the
Judge told me to come o court next

day; had not talked with
the defendant after signing
the complaint; the Judge sais

he would have to see about it before
hie conid state wben the decree would
belzranted; I went toleonrt next day,
having recefved @ messige frowm 1he
Judge; Abram brought the message;
the defendant was notthere; 1 went
up next day, nlone; weat to the Coun-

Wells; sbe was albout 10 years old
whenlﬂrsl became acqoainted with
fer; I knew of the defendant’s mar-
rluge 1o Annie, and heard of his
murked sttention to Loule,

Mr. Dicksou—At uny time, did you
speak 10 John Q. Cantion of hig atten-
tion to Louie. .

Mr. Richards—] object to that as jm-
materlal.

Commissioner—Y»u muy answer,

Winess—I never bad any conversa-
tion with him asbout Lonie uatil re-
cently, about Sept. th, of this yeur;
waguit bis home shortly after nooa ;Sep.
Scars was preseut parl of the Lime; we
were convelsing ina building abjoin-
ing «defendant’s barn; 1 told him if he
tnade a deciuration I would consider it
confldential with the privilege of 1ell-

ty Cuouit llouse, to the court room; 1t | ing Wy wife.

wasabount 9u.wm.; Judge Smith was
there; tihe defendant was not, nor wazs
the clerk; I was sworn, and ihe Judge

Me. Dickson—I want the whole con-
versation.
Mr. Richards—It should be limited

usked some questions relative 1o the | witn reference to u narringe with

divorce; he did notask me what I | Louie.

ku::w ol the charge uguinst Lhe defend-
ant.

Mi. Dickson—I don’t wish to limi
1$, Iinsist uponhaving the conversa-

To Mr. Richards—When I met Judge | tion.

Bmith atibe Court House
e if I velleved the fucts alle
complaint 1o be true, aud I aoswered
{hat 1 dld; at the house the day before,
after the cownpluint was signed, Abram
took the popers and wept out immedi-
ately; he did not come back into the
room before the Judge left;
drove down together and went nway
together; lasked the Judge Swhen I
should come, and he sald he would Jet
me know; as the Judge was starting
away, be sald he thought 1 might cowe
up next day, but would lei me snow.
To Mr. Dickson—Abram came back
in a little wore thaaau hour, angd toid
g)e 1o come up next morniug; he was
ack and fortb a great deal.
George M. Counou testified—(Look-
ing at complaint) I drew Lhat paper on
Sept Bidi, at my oflice, about noon;
completed it during the afternoon;
Abram M, Caunon requested me to do
3(;; Il did_eu% ace mejdiezcndunt that
¥; av € complaint to Ju
Smith, befores p. . © "

he asked

{

Mr. Richards—It is eutirely incom-

ged inthe | petent without Hmitiug it in anw way.

Asto the subject of & marnuge, we
don't ohjecs.
d the ob-

T'he Commissioner overrule
jectlon.
Witness—Mr. Sears said to defend-

they | ant that we had come in view of his|

confersion of udultery; in view of his
attention to Louie, pzople, **Mormon!
and Gentile alike, said she was the
adulterous woman: we tilked to the
deicndant, and he said, ‘1 have sinned
agsinat voth my wives;” afterwards I
talked with him alone, and he suid he
would viodicate Louie a8 soon as he
counid, which would be In & short time;
he was acting under counse! then;
remarked the ooly vindication for ilter
would open the doors of the peniten-
tiary to him; [ told him he was outside
of the Church and bad no right to

ET INEWS.

suid he had sinned sgaingt both of his
| wivea; the next conversation wuas on
Monduy or T'aesday last, in this city;
I do not remember speuking of Loule;
I wue very indigoant at Bim, hecause
he hud uot vindicated her; he said that
under Lhe counsel he had received it
was 1ot yet time; I salid it it was not
{for Annle 1 would prosecute bim,
‘and he replied, *“just you iry
1t,” or words to that effect; he did not
speak of the divorce that I know of; I
thiuk 1 said to bim, “You have not

rocured divorces;’’ fle never told me
Euute was goiog to be divorced, but
sentme a Jetter with that informmation.

Mrs, Annie W. Canuon,who had been
taken guite ill, was recalled aud 1esti-
tied—T ke defendant had no wife wheu
1 married him, nor uni other until he
married Louie, that I know of.

W. W. Woods, continning—The
communication is fu answer to one I
senthim; I inve no copy of my letter.

The letter was withdrawn, with the
agreement on both sides that it shounld
notbe published. Mr. Dickson, how-
ever, took o copy of u portion of it.
Witness to Mr. Richards—The firat

To Mr, Richards—Itmigbt have been | days ngo; 1 know that on the 7th he | he was unworthy to be a probate:

conversntion must have been as early
ag ‘Tuesday, the 7th; I don't think it
was oo the 10th;
the Bah;

tthem;’ I aom not positive that be
said **wives,” but that is ny impres-
sion; 4e was very much agitated,
and sntfering egreat mental
distress: 1 was suffeniny keenl mortiti-
cation: { wuas uotexcited, but bad a
feeling of pitysod mortiled prige; I
I usked him the name of the woman
with whom 1ie bad been guoilty, and be
suid he did not think it would be made
poblic.

Mrs. Loale W. Cannon recalled hy
Mr. Dickson—{ am not the person al-
luded to iu the complaint of Annie W,
Canpou, asthe ooe with whom the
adultery was charged; the defendant
did not commit adultery with me.

Hecess was then tuken uutil 2 p, m.,
Mr. Dicksou reinarking that the cas
would probably reguire a week to be
finished. )

This afternoon the flrst witness was
W, W. Woods, who was recslled By
pr. Dickson apd said—In my first
couversstion with the defendant,when
he sald be had Injpred both bis wives,
he said‘vou should kaow that Louie is
my wife.'?

To Mr. Richards—He sad "*I have
sinped uguinst both my wives,”” or
in the other way: I s sure
he said she was his wite;
1 got that Impression from him; he
nawmed Looje as his wife in some wuy,
but I do not exasctly know fn whatcon-
nection; . Mr. Sears was present; 1
think he used wile in both expres-

sions,

To Mr. Dickson—He used both ex-
pressions, and used *‘wife” in the lat-
ter at least,

To Mr. Ricbards—I am quite sure he
said it.

To the Commissioner—Mr. Sears sald
kis confession inplicated Louje as the
aduiterous woman, and it was in an-
swer to that that the defendant made
the reply.

Mr. Dicksonanneunced that tbat was
all the testimony the prosecution had
to offer. 3

Mr. Richards, for the defense, intro-
doced the record of the divorce pro-
ceedings, and rested his case,

Mr. Dickson asked that the defend-
ant be held to answer tothe grand jury,
There were but two conclosjoss conld
be arrived at, and that was teat either
the defendant bad committed adultery
with his wife's sister, Loule, or they
were both his wives, and the adultery.
was with some other woman, 7The
District Attorney would take the most
charitable view, which was the lubter
concluston. Noone would be guilty
of the eruelty of which the defendant,
his wother-in-law and her daughter
Lonule would be Iif the claiin made by

the defendant was  correct, 1f
he cominitted ndulter with
Louiec  WWells, wonld she have
the cruelty after the divoree,

of zoing under ber wronged sister’s
roof and marryiog the defendont?
Another renson Lo “believe thut Louie
was ionocent was that the defendant
had had opportupity 10 marry her. It
mugt be sowme other womuan, und Louie
must keve been bis wile prior to Sept-
tember 10th, 1886. Un the 5th of
the sxmme mouth tie defendant had
poblicly coufessed to adultery: on
the 88h 'he goes directly to Louie, and
has the effrontery to propose marrlage
to the wronged wifes’ sister. Nothing
-could be more improbable. Another
improbability was that bDis wife's
mother allowed him to marly another
of her duughters, duless she was the
one he had sinsed with or was alrendy
his  wite. That  the  defend-
ant had first asked Mrs. Wells
consent after his comfession of his
crime was pot worthy of credibility.
The whole story was go improbable as
to be unwortby of belief of any sane
| man. The divoree, too, was ilegal,;
and the only pity L
[ could not be punished for his part 1n
| the conspiracy. In the charge of adul-

tery there was no statement as
10 when it was committed, nor
where or with whom 11

i | was commltted, The divorae was void

because there was no court which de-
termined 1t, for ther¢ was no court
when the clerl was zot pregent. The
circumstances showed collusion be-
tween the defendant and his wife

Eolygnmous telutivns; 1 also spoke of i

is wife Annie: he said he had nut | Annie, und also on the part of ther
thouyht of what provision to make forlJud(.'e. If  Judige Smith  had
hers 1 also conversed with him a few gral}ted such divorces as this

|&

it was pot later than | fendant had confesskd thut both- were
the defepdant spoke of his|his wives.
two wives in answer to Mr. Seurs' to the letter, which stated ibat Louaie
questions to him a8 to who was the | intended to also procure a diverce,ana
adulterous woman; he did vot say | demanded that the defendant be seld
vhoth of the girls;" he inay have gaid toawait the grand jury’s actioa.

T wWas
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judge. If the defendant bad commit-
ted adujtery, the jnudge should have:
mwade furtbher inquiry and bad the de--
fendant testify of his guilt. No court-
should gran the divorce when the wife-
rewsined in the same house ‘vith her’
husbuaod four nighte.: The wife should

have Jeft the house. And the Judge

should be publicly condemned for his

course, C[Iimrc was oo divoree in the

case because there wal no eourt wheu

the clerk was absent. Anotber reuson
thatthe decree was void was thut the
court had no authority to bear the case
within ten days of service of
summons. Under these circumstances
Annie was still his wife, and by mar-
ryiug Lonie on September10th he com-
mitted polygamy. Louje stood in one
of two positions, either she was mar-

ried to ihe defendant prior to Septem-
ber 10th, or she was the guilly womaao.

Under these latier clicumstances the
matriage claimed might bave been
allowed. Nothing else would have
induced the wouher or Louje to con-
sent to marriape, or caused Annie Lo
eacriice her happiness lo save ber
sister. Loule declared she was uot
uilty, and the latter portion conld not
e accepted. To Mu. Woods the de-

Mr, Dickson also referred

Mr. Richards culled attention to Mr.

icksou’s cluim that the stutemente of
ibe witnesses were tucredible. It wus
aiways fncredible to tue District Attor-
nuf that a man charged by bBim with
polygawy could ever be innocent. But
the facts were shown beyoud ail
"doubt. The District Attorney-was eu-
tirely off in saying the divorce

invalid. All the evi-
dence showed thut the defend~
ant had pot comwmitted polypamy.
This positive evidence was opposed Lo
the District Attorney’s incredulity, on
which he askert the defendant to he
comuiitied. bajor Woods’ testimony
was not suflicicut on his own state- .
ment. The defendant may cven huve:
snjd wbat was e¢lalibed, but in.
counection with  his  coodition,.
could not be taken aguinst-
the possitive testimony of three.
witnesses. The case should not be:
decided on the wishes of the Distrigt.
Attorney, but upon the evidence.
cause the facts did not agree \with his
idea, the prosecutor shouid not obtaln
the desire he bad cxpressed. Loule
Wells Cunnon, of all others, knew the
truth, and she had testified that she
was not marrjed until Sept.10,1888, The
intention ol Louie to apply lor a di-
vorce, as expressccl jn the letter, was
not based on the adultery committed
prior to th¢ marriage. The divorce
was valld on its face, and the District
Attoruey could not legully attack jt .as
he had done, and his courge was nov

bucked by a single aothoerity., If toe
shsence of  the clerk made
ft  iovalid, o  great part  of

the proceedings of the Third Dis-

trict Conrt were null and void. Bat
the clerk was no part of the Court. As
to the fusinuations against Judge
Smith, the honor, integrily and spoi-
less character of ihe latter was a suf-
ficient rcfutation of the unjustifiable
attack of tne District Attorney, IE
the defendant was to be held on the
ground that the decree of divorce
was invalid, if a short titne was glven
the defense, they would show that it
wag legal, The. facts of the divorce
and marriage as sworn to by the wit-
nesses were troe, notwithstanding the
Distriet Attoroey’s incredulity. The
defendant was inoocent of the charge
agaiost i, and should be discharged.

The defendant was beld in §8,000
bonds on the charge ol polygamy, and
$3,000 on that of untawful cohabitation.

FROM MONDAY'S DAILY. OOT. 11,

A Faliure of Crops.—We are jn-
formed thut in Grantsviile, Tooele
County, the poisto und frait crops
have almost entirely falied. The canse:
of this is not well understood.

Carp,—Will those who huve made:
a snecess in raising curp in Utah please
zive me & briel account of thelr spe-
cess in carp farmiog without delay.and.
oblige? Respectfully,

A, M, Mussrer.

Arm DBroken.—Some days ago, at.
Grantsville, T'ooele County, a youth,,
a§ea 13 or 16 years, a son of Jawmes.
Worthington of that place, was riding.
a wild horse, when the szddle turned:
aud the rider fell to the ground, break=
ing his arm.

0On A Business Trip-—Brother R.
G. Lumbert of this oflice i3 now oo 4.

trip terough Cache Coonty and South-
ern 1dsado, traveling in the interest ot
the NEws. He will solicit subscrip-
ifons und orders for job prindng,.
wruppiog paper, étc. We commend him.
to the people among whom he will
travel aud bespeak for huw Kind treat-

| fpent and liberal ,patronize.

Third Distriet Court.—TLis fore-

was that the Judge | paon the case ol Chus. Whitehead vs.

Eliza Nelson was glven to the jury.
After the noon recess the jury brought
in a4 verdict, finding the platetif en-
titled to the property In dispute, valued

ut §$83.

‘This afternoon the case of S. C. Pan-
cake vs. Charlotte Smith occupled
most of the time of the court.

[
Left a Horse and Cart.—On Satur-
day Just A stralye Wwan drove up to toe
premiges of Mr. lardy uat what is
kvown #s Hardy's Siation, in Parley's
Cufion, gud tied & horse attachedtca



