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A HISTORIC PRESS

inIB rose wayne county nownew york
to published a large sized 4 page newsnewe
paper made up principally of patent
plate matter but devoting a few col-
umns

co-
lmusu in each issue to the local news
of the vicinity and rejoicing in the
abundant title of the farmers9 counsel
and times the name of wayne
county will arouse interesting recollec-
tions in veteran members of the
church as well as in those who by
reading arNare familiar with early events
in church history all such will be
tillstill more interested in learning that

the old press upon which the first
edition of the book of mor-
mon was printed tois still in
existence furthermore that it
is still in serviceable condition and
thathat the very paper to which we have
just referred Is regularly printed upon
it the issue for july 12 is before usua
and the most valuable article in it is a
historical sketch of the piece of old
embimachinerynery

major john H gilbert who at last
reports wswoo still alive and residing at
palmyra N Y at the age of 92 years
worked in the office of the wayne
sentinel E B grabrandindin proprietoreter
during the months iromfrom septaseptemberaber
1829 to march 18301880 the time
during which the book of mor-
mon was printed he was a
compositor and also a dancing maftei I1

and hisbis duties in the latter calling took
him away from hishia casegoso frequent-
ly that wm deceased
another employs in the office

1 the type in order to give gil-
bert a chance to work the next day
he relatesrelate that the coopy from which
he set waswag on ruled paper an eapen
siveire article in those daye and thothe
lettersletter were so closely crowded together
that words like landland and the were
divided at the end of the line the
copy was in a mr Cowder yd hand-
writing but it was produced from
a titightlyatly buttoned costcoat each morning
by arumhyrum smith one daysdayla supply
only was given at a time and
yeneven thisthin was carefully taken
away at night there beingbein but one
occasion when gilbert was allowed to
take it away from the office there
worewere no marksmarke of punctuation in the
copy a great bather to gilbert in
breadinggreareadingding proof at times cowdery
occasionally holdheld thehe copy the
mattevmatter was pagedl so that thirty two

pages could be printed at a time on
one of robertbobert hoe co Ise smith sixeix
column haudhand presses after the shootssheets
had been run through once and prop-
erly dried they were reversed and
printed on the other sideaide the book-
binder then folded them by hand and
severed the leaves with an ivory paper
cutter tile result was that the 2500
larielarge sheets made small sheets
with sixteen pages printed upon each
oldeaide 2

the identical presspresa that printed these
shootsbeets is now owned the article con

finues by barless bros of rose N
Y upon it the farmersfarmere bounsel and
timesneBiIs at present printed and ar-
rangementsrange ments were completed for its
exhibition at the worldsworldim columbian

expositionexpedition at chicago last year by the
state board of managers on exhibits
As eestablishing the correctnesscorrect nees otof the
assertion the following affidavit pre-
pared two years ago lais submitted
STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF WAYNEWATNE J

john H gilbert a resident of palmpalmyrayra
said county and state came before the
undersignedundersignerunder signed and being duly sworn sayspays
that his age is 90 years that he was born
on the day otof april 1802 that he is
well acquainted with the printing press
owned by earlessbarless bros of roae said
county and state that he knows that
said printing press is the identical print-
ing press upon which the original mor-
mon bible was printed that he knows
said printing presspresi to be whatwhal is known
as the mormon printing prosspress that he
was a compositor on the said originalorisinal
mormon bible said mormon bible
having been printed in palmyra said
county and state that there can be no
question as to the identification otof said
printing press owned by barlessbarlesi bros
as to0 its being the identical printing press
upon which affiant worked upon in the
printing of the original mormon bible

signed JOHN H GILBERT
sworn to and subscribed before me

this ath dav of guiv 1892 and I1
hereby certify that affiant is known to
me to be the identical john H gilbert

I1 that hebe represents himself to be
BR C BARLESS

notary public

THE sprinkling TAX

the announcement made I1inD the
last evening that the territ-

orial supreme court bad decided the
sprinkling tax ordinance of saltbait lake
city to be invalid was received with
satisfaction by the people generally
who have felt that the manner in
which the tax was levied was a
grievous injustice to mostmoat of the
property owners affected the ordi-
nance providedprovi jediod for a special tax of
seveneven cents per foot frontage on all

streets sprinkled when the levy was
made in 1891 it was protestedprotected against
by a number of taxpayers aspinallAs in all
instances of this kind where
resistance is to be made to an
unjust enactment it is feces
sary for some one to take the initiatory
step the contest against the special
sprinkling uxtax was headed bybv 0 H
pettit esq who held toe position of
city councilor for a term previous to
the time of the passage of the
ordinance and who in that capacity
hadbad given attention to the street
sprinkling subject he took up the
fight in earnest and notwithstanding
that the case went against his side in
the district court he persisted in carry-
ing on the struggle and through the
able presentation by hisbis attorneys of
of the cause in the higher court has
secured a great triumph on behalf of
the people

to the court mr pettit findand his con
freres set out that the city had
levied a tax upon their prop
artyerty to pay for sprinkling and threat
ened to enforce the collection by sell-
ing the property if the tax was not
paid at once they insisted that such
sale would be an irreparable injury to

them soai the tax sought to be
was inequitable and illegal and chaa
asked relief from the court tills
plaint was demurred to in the this
court the demurrer sustained and
appeal taken on the appeal tw
supreme court in I1toa uunanimousnanime
opinion holdheld that whwalle tthehe etatt 0
navegave the city power to levy taxes acm

local assessment for sewerage pa ati
and other like purposes to lu
street improvements and repel

to levy such tax for aan
sprinkling had not been grangrant
in express terms and further ththat
street sprinkling was not a
improvement the clause empower leI

thebe corporation to levy a tax for isaialbiml
did not apply to sprinklesprinklingli rl

therefore the ordinance passed bbyy
clityity council was without authorauthority of
law and void

As the matter now stands those wate
paid the tax under protest must bebajcbeef

by the city a few who pet
knitted their property to be sold
than pay the tax also mustmost have ththeft ml

property title cleared by the
As for those who patipaid the fwithout protesting should they enter

for its recovery because of wrongwrongfulcol
lection the value of their claim moil
te determined by the courts in any
event the city must refund a consider
able sum which it has collected

for the unpleasant
which the municipality A ads itselfeuitt
regard to the sprinkling bastuesbus new afe
blame belinesbelones to the city bouno
who elected in february 1890 arlthe ordinance and their advisadviserseft hr
the pre miseR it waswaa urged asa a ot n

1 1 measure by itsite aavo
in fact the ordinance was outrage
unjust in itsite debIdeblan and ILa cottcoq
which puaausedaeed due regard for

1
I

rights of the taxpayer never wV
have 0enactedni eted it itsite unfair neM
been patent from the first
it Isi not to be woncwon
that the people feillfeel relieved by ki
being swept away itif the ordordinal
had not been soBO grossly oppre
itite distribution of bur lenajens asaa colmbomp
with the benefits roureceivedelved it tolg
probable that there would havebays 1

any contention against it the
was empoweredpow ered to levy and coool
local ioin proportion to beneditabenefita
in districts created but the
tax levy was out of all proportion0 te
benefits for the greater park of thola ij
who had to pay the tax hence the
fight against it

the street sprinkling however ani
necessitylaity not that its 010

sionion would be the
that someborne would hava it apapp
but still it isie a necessity to tbthe c
fort and health of the inhabitsinhabitai
asaa well as to the good condition of 1

streets toin those sections of town wabol
there tola considerable amount of t
the question of how to carry it olk
presentsprea ente itself therethereforefore bafobefore tiie
city administration and no doubt
present city council will fladfind hayi
out of the dilemma
the handicapped position in which ierW
finds itself by reason of the policy a
its predecessors it is suggested thal
the expense mustmuett be met out of tn
general tax but this will be a mans
testfeet injustice to some unless the w
city can be sprinkled a contract
is too large to undertake at p
so if a plan can be formulated fc
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