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THE DESERET WEFKLY.

THE EDITOR’S COMMENTS.

A HISTORIC PRESS.

Ip Rose, Wayne county, New York,
is publlabed a large.sjzed 4-page newe-
paper made Up prinoipally of patent
plate matter, but devotiog a few col-
umons ln eaoh {ssue to the local news
of the vicioity, and rejolcing in the
abundant ttle of The Furmers’ Counacl
and Times, The nesme of Wayne
county will arouse interesting recollec-
tlons in veteram 1memhbers of the
Church aa well as io those wbo by
reading are (amiliar with early events
in Cburch bistory. All such will he
still more interested in learniog that

the old press upon which the first
edition of the Book of Mor-
mon was printed is  still in
existence; furthermore, that it

ies stiil in serviceable conditiou; sod
that the very paper to which we have
Just referred Is regularly printed upon
it. The jesue for July 12 is bLefore us,
and the most valuuble urticle in It ls &
historical sketch of the piece of old
machinery.

Major Johr: H. Qflbert, who at last
reports wus atill alive and residlng at
Palmyra, N. Y., at the age of 92 years,
worked in the office of the Wayne
Sentine! (E. B. Grandin, proprieter,)
during the months from Bepiember,

1828, to March,t 1830, the time
during which the Book of M.r-
mon was printed, He was a

composltor and aleo a dancing master,
and bis dutles in the latter calling taok
bim away from his ‘‘case’’ so frequent-
ly, that Wm, VenCamp (deceased),
another employe in the office, ‘*diatrlb-
uted’’ the type, in order to give G-
pert a chance to work the next day.
He relstes that the **copy? from whioh
Le set was oo rujed paper—an expen-
sive article in those daye—and ‘‘the
letters wereso closely crowded together
that words like ‘apd’ and ‘the’ were
divided at the end of the line. The
copy was in a Mr. Cowdery’shapnd-
writing, but it wsasas produced from
a tightly buttoned coat each meorniog
by Hyrum Bmith., Oneday’ssupply
poly war given at a time, anDy
even thie was carefully tsken
away at night, there belnyg but one
occasion when Gilbert wap allowed to
take It away from the office. There
Wwere oo matks of punctUsiiou in the
copy—3 great bather to Gilbert in
*reading proof.’
ocoaslonally ‘held the copy.” The
matter’ was "paged’ so that thirty-two
‘pages could be printed at time on
one of Robert Hoe & Co.’s ‘Bmith’ six-
golumo hand-presses, After the abheets
had been run through once and prop-
erly dried, they were reversed anod
prioted oo tbe other side. The Look-
binder then folded them by hand, and
severed the leaves with an jvory paper
cutter. The result was that the 2,600
large sheets made 5,000 smail sheeots,
with sixteen pages printed upon each
side, ”

The ldentical press that printed these
gheets is now owned, the article con-
tinuee, hy Barless Broe., of Rose, N,
Y., upon 1t “the Furmers’ Uounsel and
Times jn at present prioted, and ars
rangements were completed for ite
exhibition at the World’s Columbjsin

At times Qowdery’

Exposltion at Ohlcago Jast year by the
state bowrd of managers on exhbibits.??
Apeiablishiog the correctness of the
agsertion, the following affidavil, pre-
pared two years ago, ls submitted:

STATE oF NEW YOBRK, o
CoUNTY OF WAYNE, '

John H, Gilbert, a resident of Palmyra,
said county apnd state, came before the
undersigoed, and being duly sworn, says
that his age is 80 years; that be was born
oo the 13th day ot April, 1802; that he is
well aequaintad with the printing press
owned by Barless Bros., of Rose, said
connty and state; tbat he knows that
said printing press is tbhe identical priot-
ing presa upoD which the original Mor-
mon Bible was prioted; that bhe knows
said prioting press to-be whal is known
as the Mormon printing press; that be
was & compositor on the eald original
Mormon Bible; said Mormon Bible
baving been printed in Palmyra, said
ocounty and state; that there can be no
queation as to the identification ot satd
prioting presso--wned by Barless Bros.—
as to its beiDg theldentical printing press
upon which afflant worked upen ip the
printiog of the original Mormon Bible.

[Signed] Jogx H. GILBEKT.

Sworp to and esubscribed before me
this 8th dav of Julv, 1892. And I
bereby certify that affiant fs known to
me to be the identical Jotru H. Gilbert
that he represents bimself to be.

R. C. BARLESS,
Notary Public.

THE SPRINKLING TAX.

The appoouncement made in the
News lIast evening that the Terrl-
torlal supreme court bad decided the
sprinkling tax ordinance of Balt Lake
Clty to be invalld was recelved with
patlafactlion by the people generally,
who bave felt thet the manner fio
whigh the (sx was levied wae a
grievous {njustice to most of the
property owners affected. The ordl-
pance proviied for special tax of
seven cente per foot frontage oo ali
strevts sprinkled. When the levy wae
made io 1891 it wae protested agajost

by a number o!f taxpayers. Aseipnall
Instancee of this . kind, where
resistance f§s to be made to an
unjust epactment, ft f§s Deces-

wary lor rome one to take the initialory
step. The contest agalpet the special
vprinkllog tix was headed by O. H.
Pettit, Eeq., who held tne position of
city councilor for a term previous to
the time of the psasage of the
ordinance, nnd who in that capacity
bad glven attention te the street
sprinkling rubfect. He took up the
fight in earnest, and notwithetanding
that the case went agalpst his side in
the district court, he persisted in carry-
ing onthe struggle, and through the
able presentation by his attorveys of
of the cause fo the bhigher court has
secured a great trinmpb on bebalf of
the people.

To the court Mr. Pettit and hls con-
freres set out that the city had
lJavled a tsx wupon their prop-
erty to pay for spriokliog, aod threat.
ened to emforce the collection by sell-
ing the property if the tax was not
paid st once. They insisted that such
eale would be ap irreparable injury to

them, as the tax sought lo be enforged
was inequitable and illegal, and they
asked rellef from the court. Tuis gom-
plaint was demurred to in the district
court, the demurrer sustained and an
appeal taken, On the appeal the
supreme coutt, in {a] unanimous
opinfon, held that while the statute
gave the city power lolevy taxen by
Inca) asgecement for eewerage, paving
and other like purposes, including
street improvements and repairs,
wtbority to levy such tax for street
sprinkling had oot been granted
in express terms; and further, that as
atreet sptinkling was bot a8 permapent
improvement, the clause empowering
the corporation to levy a tax for im.
vrovemeunts did not upply lo sprinkling,
therefore the ordinance passed hy the
ity Council was without authority of
law, and vold.

A the mutter now stands, thoss who
pald the tax under protest must be re-
imbursed by the city; a few who per-
-nitted their preperty to be sold rather
than pay the tax also must have their
property title cleated by the munici.
pality. Aps for those Who paid the tax
withont protesting,shonldthey entersuit
tor ite recovery becsuse of wrongful col-
lectlon, the value of their claimy ynust
ve determined by the courts, In any
event the city must refund a consider-
able pum which it has coliected.

For the unpleasant predicament in
which the municipality finds fteslf ip
regard to the aprinkling budiness, the
blame belonge to the city counciiors
who, elected in February, 1890, pessed
the ordinance, and their advisers §n
the pramisea. It wau urged ag a S‘proe
gressive’® measure by lla advocates, but
in fact the ordinance was outrageously
unjust in its deslgn, nd a Councl
which pussessed due regard for the
rights of the taxpayer never would
have enacted 1t. Ttse unfairpess has
been patent from the first, and
it is oot to be wondesed
that the people feel relieved hy |ts
being ewept away. Lf{ the ordipance
hed oot been so grossly oppressive in
ite distribution of bur jens as compared
with the benefits reuesived, it s fm-
probable that there would have been
any contention agelnst it. The city
was-empowered to *“levy and collect
local laxes, in proportion te benefits,”
in districts areated, bul the aprinkliog
tex levy was out of all proportion t»
benedts for the greater part of those
who had to pay the tax, hence the
figbt against it.

The street sprinkling, bhowever, isa
necensily. Not that Its omia-
sion would be the moopstrous wrong
that some would bava it appear,
but still it i8 a necessity to the gom-
fort and bealth of the Iohabitants,
ag well aa to the gnod condition of the
streels in thoere sections of town where
there in considerable amount of traffic.
The question of how to carry it on
presents iteelr, therefore, before the
city administration, and oo doubt the
present City Council will find » way
out of tbe dliemma, notwithstanding
the handicapped position in which it
finde itself by reason of the policy of
ita predecessors. It is suggented that
the expense must De et out of the.
geueral tax. But this will be a mani-
fest injustice to some unless the whole
city can be spriokled--a contract thath
s too large to underinke at present;
so if plan can be formulsted by



