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]
wonths on each of the irst three)
counts,ooe mouth on the fourth, and

av o ine'of ¥ on cach count, aud:
the costs, aud atand comroitted until ;
the flue and costs are paid.

TRIAL OF CARL JENSEN.

T4E JORY RENDER A YERDICT OQF
1 GUILTY.

The case of the (Jnited States vs.
Carl Jensen was tried n the Third
Distriet Court this aftermoon. "The
jodictment in this case charges unlaw-
tu] cohabitatlon with Betsey Jensen
and Anva Jacobsen. There were tive
connts, from Sept. 1, 1883, to Dec, 81,
1883; Jun: 1, 1834, to Jnue 80, 1884; July
1, 1884, to Dec. 381, 1834; Jan. 1, 1883, to
July 8, 1885; July 1, 1885, to Dec. 81,
1885; Jan, 1, 188G, to July 1, 1856.

‘the fotlowing jury was Impaneled:
Grorge Morrison, James Winchester,
8. C. Urnderhill, Georze Mulictt, Louls
Bamberger, Alfred Thompson, 8. C.
#ocake, R. P. Martin, J. B.> Wilson,
Almert Fischer, Joseph Foster, E. M.
Bynou.

Anpa Jucobsen Jensen was called.
Spe testifled that she was arried to
the defendant in 1881, since which time
hts first wife bad not lHved him.
They bad mutually agreed to separate,
and be had not lived with her since
or recognized her as his wife. He hu
Jived with the witness -during the
period named Ia jthe indictment.

Magnus Qlsen corroborated the first
witue:8' testimony. He bhuad seen de-
fendant going L0 Betsey’s house, taking
wood ang other sapplies, aboot once
io three months.

Mr. Dickson asked that the last
count be dismissed, and anhnounced
that his case was finished.

Mr. Rawlins asked that the Conre in-
struct the jory that the law did not
presume more thap one colabitation
where he had sepurated from the first
wile; that under the circomstances of
this vase there conld be only one of-
fense.

Mr. Dickson opposged this view of the
ase.

The Court refused to charge the jary
ssrequested, and a verdict of gullty
was rendered on four couuts.

Se%ence will be passed Thursday,

t. 30, 2

THE HIGGINS TRIAL. |

THE DEFENDANT BEPAKATED FROM !
HIS PLURAL WIFE AND LIVED
WITH THE LAWFUL OXNE.

1 7
TIE JURY RENDERED A VERDICT OF
GUILTY JUET THE BAME,

To-day the case of the United States
va. James ngzgins. of West Jordan,
came up in the Third Distriét Court.
Ttie indictient churges the Jefendant
with uwnlawfully cobabiting pwith his

two wives, Mahela B. Higgins and
Mary B. l'iigglns. and contuins flve
ocounts, embraciog the following

periods: SBeptember 1, 1883, to Marca
51, 18%4; Aprill, 1884 to May 31, 1885,
June 1, 1585, to December 31, 1885;
Jan.1, 1886, to July 31, 1854,

The followlng jurors were called:
George Schlll, J. M. Harvey, Joseph
Foremuan, W. McRay, R. W.Crane,
Wells Clark, Thomas Davis, Challes
Shiells, Edward Berry, Frank Mc-
Lauvgoliu, I. L. Osborne and E. M.
'Bynon.

Joseph Foreman, Thomas Davis and
E. M. Bynon wer: peremptorily chal-
lenged by the d=fense.

Bowman Cannon, Joseph Foster and
M. Dusseldorf were called tofill the
vacancies, and accepted, ”

Mary Foremen Higgine was the first
witness, and testiled—1 was wmarried
to the defendant 12 or 18 years apo, in
this ¢ity; have llved, since Sept. 1st
1833, at Wert Jordan, in bis bhonse; t
have net been away froth homwe an
leugth of time duiiog that period;
know Mahela B. Higgins: she bas lived |
at West Jordan; notin the same house
with me: the houses are hnt & few feet
apart; we lived in the same house 2
few weeks when ]| was first married;
the defendant has llved in the brick
house since Sept. 1, 18:3; he was away
from home from Japunary of this yeur
until some time in July, 1 thiok; I[do
not kpow where he was; we separated
abont four years ago; he has not been
to stop in my house since; he nsed o
stay with me 4 portion of the time be-
fora the separation; I did. not say to
the grand jury that this continued nntil
3 yeuTl ugo; told thew four or tive
years ago; this was o few mooths ago,
{Mr. Dickson read from the grand jary
notes, and the witness denied muk-
ing 1he gtatements therein contained.}
I have supportgd  myself; the

SENT TO THE ‘‘PEN.”

. W. GALBRAITH TRIED TO FOLLOW

YRIE RULINGS OF THE DISTRICT
WRURTS, BUT GETS TIHE FULL PEN-
ALTY JUST THE SAME.

Jx the Third District Court this
morging, Wm. W. Galbraith wus ar-
raigeed on aun indictment, con?ﬁming
one connt, and ebargiog him with un-
laswwful cohabitation with his three
wives. A plea of guilty was enlered to
the accnsation. - i

Court — Are you resdy to receive
judgment, or do you wish some tigie?

Mr. Galbrajth—1 mayjust us well be
sentenced now.

Court—Well, I'll give you the same
opportunity that I give to others. The
offense you are charged with consiste
of a series of acts extended oversa
long perlod of tiwe, and your conduct
bas been uniawful. I donot know the
particulars of your case. The court
wishes to know whether you propose
1o ohey the law or intend to violate it.
1 therefore ssk you whether you pro-
pose to coptinne to break the law or to
obey it in the future?

Mr. Galbraithb—Yonr bonor, I sm a
member of the Ghurch of Jesus Chrlsy
of Latter-day Salats. I huave tried to
6o my dut* honestly,to my country and
my family. Ibave watched the ruliogs
of the counrts, aud cannot consistently
make the required promise, I -haye
tried to follow your honor's ralings,
and flod that it isimpossible for me to
conform thereto.

(‘ourt—Have you been llvinz with
yoor lawful wife?

Mr. Galbraith—Not ail the time. I
‘understood from this Court that 4 man
conld live with which wife he choae,
it he only fived with onc, I then went
to Weber County, and lived with my
third: wife. \When the ruling in ti
Soow case wis given, I' chauged and
wenit tolllve with my lawful wife. This
was las tspring.

Mr. Dickson—You say you lived with
‘your third wile?

Mr. Galbraith—Yes, sir.

Mr. Dickson—Has not your wifela
‘thild sbout two months old?

Mr. Galbraith—Yes, sir.

Court—Yoo stated you had Ived
with your third wife and then with
Your first. Yet yonr sccond wife hasja
young child, s ityonrs? v

Mr. Galbraith—Yes, sir; but I have
10t made my avme there,

Court—That |5 not necessary.

Ar, Galbraith ‘Thatis my ignorance.

‘Court—Do you propose to obey the
law in the future,as interpreted by the
<ourts, and live with {your lawiul wife
alone?.

Mr. Gailbraitb—Under the rallnes
that have been made, I don’t think I
€a1, your htonor, sod satisly my con-
‘science.

Court—Well, yon will be sentenced
1o gix months' Imprisonmentin the peu-
ltentlary, and to pay a tine of $300 and
the costs of the proseention, und stand
';Dlllamitted until the fine agd costs are

ald.

.

Summer cougbs and colds ﬁsnerany
tome to stay, but ihe use of Red Star
Couph Cure invariably drlves them
4wiy, Safe, prompt, aure.

cause of the scparalion was the pass-
age of the Edmunds bill; be has pot
visited me as his wife siunce then; he
may have been in the - house several
times; I was sick on ooe or two occa.-
sfons uod be ingnired after myv hesalth;
I have taken mexnis in his other house;
wy relations with his other wife ary
Heasant; I visit bher; could not say
how often; it might be once a month;
1 huve taken dioner there a few times;
the defendant was at work; may have

seen Lim .there, but do not
know; 1 bave been there in
the eveniog, a2 few thmes, but

very seldom; I do not knew whether
defendant was there or not; he may
hive been therc ou soime occasions;
there hasbeena chauupein our rela-
tions; selther Mrs. Riggina nor myself
have bad suy children By the defend-
ant; during the past three years. the
defencdapt came to oy honse Loionguire
after my health; this was when 1 was
sick; 1 was quite illtwo or three times;
my health is not very good; I do not
remember the dates when I was sick;
it was in tbe summer time; 1 don't
think defendant was in my house In
1885 ; do not remember hig coming there
1284 or 1886; he muy have been there In
1884; [ do not remember any occasion;
[ know be called when | was sick,

The cross-cxaminstion of the wit-
ness by Mr. Dickson was ‘objected to
by the defense,and the former declared
that fie exercised us wuch patlence as,
he could. .

The Court instructed the wituess to
ftutc orly facts which she could recol~
ect. .

Witnesas, to Mr. Dickson—} was sick
in 18%5; I remember that the defend-
ant called at the house duoring that
year; he may have called when [ was
not 8ick.

Mr. Dickson, in a severe tone, com-
manded the-wltness Lo look at him,but
the defcnse 1nsisted that she conld
look in what directlon she pleased, so
long as sle answered his questions.

- Witness, to Mr. Dickson—The de-

pussdge-way I8 covered with partof
tbe rouf.

Mr. Dickson axnounced that the
prosecutiou rested,

James Winchester was called for the
detense and testiled—1 know the de-
fenciant's houses; they were built sep-
arately, the log one first; the brick
house was built five or slx years after,
Tour or flve feet distant; the slleyway
was also roofed over.

Witness, to Mr. Dickson—Tbe alley-
way was covered after the roof was
put on the new hullding.

Mr. Winchester was then called for
the prosecution. The defense objected
to the reopening of the case. OUbjec-
tion overruled. Witness testiied—I
am acquainted with defendant and his
wives; I live quarter of 4 mile distant;
I was &t the house last fall; the de-
{fendant and both wives were iu the
brick house when I called.

The case was then submitted to the
jary without argument.

Up motion of Mr. Dickson, the fifth
count in the indictment was dis-
missed.

The Court charged the jury that if
the defendaut associuted with nis plu-
rul wife as a wife, 2 verdict of guilty
should be rendered. If the circumm-
stances bore a semblance of the asso-
ciation being in the marrlage relatiou,
the verdict siould be gullty, He must
be acquitied untess proven guilty be-
yood a reasonsble doubt.

The jury then retired, and the Court
took & recess untii 2 p, m.

Atthal bour the jury returned and
gave a verdict of guity on all four
counts.

‘Thursday, September 30, was named
asthe day for passing sentence,

-
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The “Exponent.”—The last nom-
ber of the Woman's Exponend contalns
some fine articles. Amoug them are
“Declive of Ptﬂmlation iu Rural Mas-
sachnsetty,” “*Essay on Utah,” anda
number of communications. The
number is a good one.

Btack Burned.—J. A. Marchant,
writing from.Peoa, Bummit County,
suys that on the 20th ipnst., a little son
ol G. J. Marchant set #ire to bis
father's hay stack. Ina few moments
a crowd of womebn and girls had gath-
ered at the tire, with buckets, and they
soon extipguished the flames. ‘I'he
damage was not great. 1

Information Wanted. — Informa-
tion is desired that will lead to
knowledge of the whereabouts of Miss
Eva Elizabeth A)mguist, who came
with the last compuny of immigrants
from Sweden. Sheisabout ten years
of uge. The lagt hesrd-of her she
pusscd Nephi goinﬁ_south on the Utah
Central ratlroad. The information will
be thankfully received by Jobn Green
of Fountain Greepn, Sanpete County,
Utab.

The Jones-Trescder Case.—In the
Third District Court to-day, Arthnr
Brown, counsel for N. V. Jones and
Frauk Trescder, asked thatun order be
made by the Court directing Marshal
Dyerto gring Treseder in from the
penitentiary und permithin to consult
with bis attorney and co-defendant.

Mr. Dickseu objected 1o allowing
Treseder to copverse with Jones with-
out the officer being present.

The Court suid an order would be
made Lo huve Treseder brouzbt jn and
allowed to consult with lis counsel,
but Le could Dot permit auy conversa-
tiou with Jobhes without an officer being
present.

Mr. Brown took an exception to this
order, remarking **Tbhat s the tirst
time I ever heard of "2 caugse where two
defendauts who were jointly indlcted
were refused the opportunity of
colu,ultlng together with their coun-
sel.

Searching for Preafdent Taylor.—
About seven o'clock this morniog
Marsihal Dyer and a couple of his
deputies visited the Gardo House.
The Marshal stationed himself |nside
the building close to the door, while
one of his alds cuarded the rear.
Deputy Smith then made a careful
search of the house, entering every
apartment from roof to cellar, looking
Into every noek, corpner, cupboard,
under beds and every place in which it
was possible for the smallest **huwan,’’
from a hoy toa full prown man, to

fendant may have been ix* my hounse
during the pust three years whenl
wag not iil; e has not beeu therga!
dozen times; there 1nuy have [been six r
months between his visits; I have pot
snstained the relation of wife to him at
any time during the laststhree years.
glr. Dickson held a short consglta-
tion with Depaty Marshal Swith, and
then called Wim. Dowden.
Mr. Dowden testifled—I know Mr.
Higgins and his two wives; I live
about half & mjle from them; I don't
0 to their bouse once a month; I have
een to Mury's house rhaps once a
yeur; I bave been twice within the
past month; may have been there in
1885; have mot seen defendant
in "her bouse for several years;®
never saw  him there o H
do not remember seeing bim in
1884; 1 have omnly beeu there in
threshing time;I don't remember meet-
i ing him there 10 1884,
Deputy Marabal Smith was sworn

| and testifled—I arrested the defendunt;
[he was in the fle}d; when he saw us

coming he hid in the gruss; I found him
and tos k him to his liouse; there are
twe rooms M Mury's hoase; fthmmk
there ure threc in the other; both
houses are under the same roof.

Witpess, to Mr. Richards-—Qne house
ls of brick, the other frume, I think; it
i one building; therc-is s space be-
tween; the roef covers ihe spice; (toe

be sccreted. President John Taylor
was the object of solicitude,
but 1t 1s scarcely needful to state that
hc was not found. The oflicers were
quite gentlemanly in their deportment.

Shortly before the same hour the
residence of Mrs. M. Barratt, in
the 12th Ward, was visited by four
deputies, and subjected to a simi-
lur process. This asparch was also
conducted In the hope of findlng Presi-
dent Taylor. This search was like-
wise futlie.

T- F. H. MORTON

PLEADS GUILTY TO AN INDICTMENT
WITH ONE COUNT.

The first case called in the Third
Diatrict Conrt to-day wus that of the
United States va..Toomas F. H. Mor-
ton, of Sult Lake City. The indictment
charged the defendunt with living,
from Qctober 1st, 1882, to Jauuary 1st,
1884, with his wives Mary A. Morten
and Jolin Conoeliv Morton, contrary
to the provisions of the Ed4munda law.

In sapswer to lhe questiou of the
clerk, Whbat s your plea to this®uodict-
ment? Mr. Morton replied, If 1t please
the Court, I plesad gullty.

Court—You bave two days before
pasaing judgment, if you wish. Ordo
you desire to bc sentenced now?

Mr. Mortou—If the Court plesse, I
would llke svntence deferred to the
first of next wonth.

Court—Weil, let jt be fixed for a
week from to-morrow, Qct. 1st.

ONE YEAR IN THE “PEN.”

THAT 18 TEE BENTENCE JAMES DUKN
GET8, IN ADDITION TO §H0
FINE AND COSTS.

Two ¢'clock this afternoon was the
hoar set for passing judgment on Jumes
Dunyn, of Tooele, who pleaded gulity
t0 a three-conat indictment charging
bim with unlawfuol cohabitation.

Mr. Dunonp _was ‘called, and the
Court sald: You have ]iplemed guilty
to the offense of unlawful cohabitaton
and to-day was the date Hxed for sen-
tence?

Mr. Duno—Yes, sir.

Coart—Is it your Intention to obey
the law io the future?

Mr. Dunp—Your honor, I would
rather not make gny promnlses. [ leave
it to the mercy of the court.

Court—The court has no right to as-
inme that you will obey the law un-
88 you say you wlill.

Mr. Dicksen—Your honor, I desire’

:0 sy that Captain Greenmun uforms
me that at no tlme has the
defendant Jthrowu any obstacle in the
way of the prosecution, by concesling
@vidence, or In any other way. When
be was wanted he was notified and
cafue.

In view of the fact that you have not
sought to evade the consequeuces of
your conduct, you ure entitled to some
counsideration. I regret that you will

| uot say you will obey the law, which all

good citizens should do. In view of
the circumstances, I will fix your term
of conflpement at six months on the
first count and three mmonths on each of
e otheprtwo counts; you will paya
ine of ¥100 on each count, and the
costs of prosecution and stand com-
mitted until the fine and costs are paid.
Your entire terw of imprisonment will
be 12 months and the total ine $300 and
costs.
Mr. Dunn—Thank you.

THE SECOND TRIAL.

THE DEAK CASE AGAIN BEFORK THL
COURT.

Jos. H.Dean was taken up in the Third
District Court this afternoon. Qn the
former trial the jury disagreed, stand-
ing four for sacquittul and eight for
conviction.

The following jutors were called:

E. M. Bynon, Louls Bamberger, 3.
E. Underhill, Geo. Morrison, M. Dus.
aeldorf, B. 2. Martln, Alired 'Chomp-
sop, Geo. Mullett, Jas. Winchester,

Wilsom

Louls Bamberger was challenged and
excused. f

5. C. Pancake and E. M. Byon were
perewnptorily chalienged by the de-
iense.

Jos. Foster, Geo. Schill and J. M.
Harvey were called.

Geo. Schill was peremptorily chail-
lenged by the defense.

J¢seph Foreman was called gnd took
hls place in the box. He was on the
grand jury which fndicted the defend-
ant and was excused.

Wm. McRuy was accepled, complet-
iny the jury.

aut with unlawial cohablistion with
sarab A, Denn and Floreoce Ridges

Dean, a8 his wives, from Janueary 1,
to April 1, 1886,

Mrs. 8arah A. Dean was the first
witness called.

The defense objected to her testi-
mony, Decause sbhe was defendant's
lawful wife. Objection overruled.

Witngess. Lo Mr. Dickson—I lived
the 19th Ward, Salt Luke City, from
Jaouary 1st to April 1st, 1886; I was

during the three monihs namcd my
husband has llved with me; Florence
Ridges bag Jived at my house; ehe
came In  Juwne or Jduly. 185,
aud left about the flrst of 1#84;
I saw ber laust in Kebruary, 18s6,
when she remalned at wy bouse two
Or three days; she visited my toose
before she came to 1ive there; f pever
retgroed the calls; my hushand lelt
home In June, 1885, and weut to Cache

County; be went oue day and returned
the pext; I have not beard of the
whereabonts of Florence Ridges since
I saw her in Fcbruar{.

To Mr. Rawling—My husband went
to attend to business for his fatner.

To Mr. Dickson—1I1 have not
known of bis going away on
business {or his fatbher before; be sald
nm.hlng‘about Templc work,

To Mpr. Rawlins— Florence Ridges
lived at my bouse and asssisted In
dressmakipg; that waa her business; [
employed her.

To Mr.Dickson—] suzgested the em-
ployment; she recelved one-kalf of
the gross proceeds; she boarded ang
lodged in |the honse; there was
no charge for roomy or bourd;
she did most of the dressmiakiug; [do
not know how Mucn a wonln wa
earped; 14 was perbaps between §20
and $30; I did not consult my hushand
about the arracgement; during the ten
years of iy marriage I do not remem-
per Florence ltidges belug in my house
before 1885; I was ut her homie several
Feuraago. .

Mra,. Agaths Ridges testified—Fior-
ence Ridges 18 my daughier; she was
19 fast December; sie 8 above
wmedlumm  heighd; welgdt about 120
pounds; blonde commplexion; large
brown eyes; hssa mole on her neck,

Tne case of the United States vs.

Albert Fischer, 8. C, Papeake, Jd. B.{

The lodictment charges the defend- |

marrted to the defendent 10 years ago; {

fnot more thun an eighth of arL inch
!acrosm she made u visit to Lowan o
June, 18%5; sud no relatives thure;
isne was goue several duys; she bad
| never been there hefore or since; sbe
lived ut homs hefore that time; she
bud gtudied dressmaking for several
years, but bad not goue out, us We look
in work; sbe went to Mr. leso’s
ubout & week afier she retnroed from
Logan, and remained nntil about Jun.
1; she came t0 my house snd stared &
day or two; next went to Mrs. Woods’,
ln Davis County; in February she made
another visit home, and returned to
Mrs. Woods’; I last saw her at my
house In_ June of 1his year, when she
remujned one da,

The trial was

{n Progress when we
wént to press.

THE U. 8. V8. JAMES EARD-
LHEY.

TRIAL YOI TNLAWFUL COHABITATION
—NO EVIDENCE AGAINST THE
DEFENDANT.

The Distriet Atlorncey Interposcs

and Obtatny n Verdlet of
Not Guiliy.

To-dey the case of the (Fnited States
vs. James kardley, of this ¢ity, was
tried ta the Third District Court, The
jndictment alleged thut, from Dee. 1,
1882, to Apriil, 184, the defendant
Hyed with bis wives, Zurvian G. and
Marthe Priest -Earclley, iu Salt Lake
County,

The defendant was arralgoed and
entered a plea of not guilty. The
names oI the witnesses were then
culled, the alleged secoud wife, Martha
Priest Eurdley, failing to respund.

After some little Lime was speut by
Mr. Dickson In looking for pupers in
the case, he annouunced tothe cours
that he felt sure the witness nad been
arrested and placed under bonds for
her appearance. He bad found the
warradt of arrest but could not find
the subpena which was served, or the
boads that hud been flled. Deputy
Smith remembered making the arrest,
and Clerk McMillan bad u distivet re-
collection of a boud having been given,
and that & man named Wayman had
been one of the sureties. Mr. Dickson
belleved the amonnt of the bond was

. ‘I'ne name of the witness was
then called threu times, and there be-

Ing no anawer, the District Atiorney
sald, **I usk tbut the bond be declared
forfeit." The Court lssued an order
forfeiting the mythical bond.

After ansther deluy Mr, Dickson an-
nounced his readiness to proceed with
the case, and the followling jurers were
valled: Bowman Cunncn, R.W. Crupe,
Frank McLaughlin, Wm. McRay, Ed-
ward Berry, Joseph Foremuu. Churles
Shlells, J, M. Harvey, Thywuas Davis,
George Schill, Wells Ciark, Joseph
Foster. .

i J. M. Harvey, Thomas Davis and
Joseph Forcmun were peremptoriiy
challenged by the defense.

J. B. Wilson, R. ¥. Martin and 8. C.
P;ucuke were then called and accept-

| ed,

Jawes W. Eardley was the first wit-
ness. He testiied—] am the defend-
ant’s sol; my mother's name 1 Zur-
viah; she lives at 631 Muin Strect; I

} buve oot Jived at home for six ur seven
| years; mother has seven living child-
ren, tive wf whon live with her now;

| they are ulso defendant’s children; I
1ave kesard my {father speak of his
marrisge with my wotber; durtoy the

{time named in the indictwent I often
: visited Iather's house; that was be-
ifore he went away; he was absent

| about two years: I nave knowuo Martha

FPriest about ten years; during the
‘time pimed 1in ~ the iwdictment

she lived avout a block from my

mother's; she bas four childreu, the
eldest ten, the youngest five or slx
| years old; I navenot seey the youngest

child for about slx onths; ne wus o
my mother’s store; loever saw uny of
Murtha's children at my father’s
house, but huve seen them at the store;
I have been to Martba's house, but

. Dever suw my father there; [ bave not
visited her house for three or four
Yeurs; never ezt there at my
father’s request; Martha’s children
bear the family name of Eardley; my
fatber lived at home; do aot know of

: bis living a part of his time elsewhere;
bave pnever heard him call Martha
bis wife; 1 do not know whetber or
not she padd for the goods she puar-
cbased in the store, I never heard her
talked of in the fumily us the defund-
ant’s plural wite; she was celjed
Murthi; I remember buving seen
Martha in inother's house three or four

Years ago.

Mr. Dickson—Was Martha undep-
stﬁog, in your father's fumily, to be his
wife

Objected to by the defense, for the
reasoa that no act of recognition was
asked for. Oycrruled.

Witness, to Mr. Dickson—There was
pothisg further thun jimaxination; we
knew notbing of 1t.

Mr. Dickson—Do yon recopnize Mar-
tha's cnild, Johnnie, as your balf
brother?

Objected to. Qbjestlon sustained.

Witness, 10 Mr. Dickson—I dou’t
know that he is; [ don't kuow whether
ber otber chjldren are my half brothers
ind sisters or not; the defendunt is
wy father.

I7. Dickson—Hdkw do

that!

Witness—He told me so; nobody
told me “Jolnoie Eurdley was my
father's son; I never heard Murthu
epoken of as my luiber’s wile; 1 do
not Lpoow whether or uot ghe
is reputed among the meighbors

Continucd on pege 589,
-
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