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THE DESERET INEWS.

Gorvrespondence,

Great Britain—St. Helena—Cape of
Good Hope—Adelalde — Melbourne
and Sydney.

SYDNEY, Austrailia,
April 4, 15874,

President Greo. A. Smith:

Dear Brother—While passing the
coast of Spain I thought I would
address a few lines to you. After
receiving my appointment to Aus-
tralia, I hurried up my little mis-
sion in Scotland and sailed on board
the Cyphrenes, January 10th, from
Londen. The second day out,
while going down the Channel, the
Captain got drowned. We put in
to Plymouth, where we stayed two
days, waiting for a Captain to come
from Scotland,

We started from the above place
onthe 13th, and went along all right
till February 12th, at half past 10,

. m., where we ran ashore in St.
Elelﬁna. bay. It was a very dark
night, and things Jooked rather bil-
ious. - Seme were crying, others
were praying. I bad preached the

ospel to them previous to this.
Sowe of them asked me to pray
with them. I told them that 1 had
no time just then, for I had done
my praying in fair weather. I was
going to help the Captain te get cur
vessel off the sand bank. They
said that was mno use, for she never
would come off, as we were running
at the rate of 11 knots per hour
when we went on. 1 felt that it
would beall right and that the Lord
would deliver me. So I told the
Captain if he would de what I told
him e would get his vessel off the
next tide. Ile asked me what that
was. I told him to put all his hands
to work throwing coal out of his
vessel, and the freight into his
small boats. He laughed at the
idea, but he eame to me in about
an hour and said he would try it.
So I pulled off my coat and we went
at it, but were rather late to get her
off the first tide. When we got out
about 200 tons, the next tide that
came she came right off. We then
reshipped our freight and started
out' for the Cape of Good Hope,

elled a great deal since 1 left home,
and have found a great many
friends, T have preached the Gospel
to the rich and to the poor, and in
all my travels I have n treated
with kindness and respect. When
[ have told them that I have been
personally acquainted with the
lL.eaders of the Church for 20 years,
they have sought my soeciety, and
on many occasions have invited me
to their houses. Three individuals
bave come and told me that they
saw me in a vision since I left
home. I have not felt ashamed to
represent our people upon all occa-
sions.

I left Melbourne on Thursday at
4 p. m., arrived at Sydney on Fri-
day, March 27th, at5 p. m. I had
the address of Brother Regg, and [
found him three miles from the
dock. He is a good and faithful
old Latter-day Saint of 78 years of
age. I put my things in his house,
and then went to hunt tor Elder
Besuchamp. Hereis a branch of
about twelve members, among are
Elder Beauchamp and his two
counselors, the President of the con-
ference and the President of the
branch.

Just previousto my arrival Mr. C,
W. Wandell and Mr. Glaud Rogers
had just anived from California,
aud had tried to pass themselves off’
as Elders belonging to the Church.
Since my arrival they have paid me
a visit and requested me to hold
discussion with them. I told them
we never made a practice of dis-
cussing with men who had been
cut off from the Church. That was
not my mission to these lands, I
told them it would not be economy
to do so with them when I could
have dene so close to home. My
pelicy will be to severely let them
alone.

The Saints here are generally

oor. 1 feel very sorry for Brother

uchamp, as he is an old man,
and can’t get around much. I visi-
ted Mr. Hall, the American Consul,
who made me very welcome. He
talked very highly of our ecountry
and the good treatment he received

where we arrived all right, got a
fresh supply of coal, and had the
Government divers go down and
examine our vessel, They reported
her all right.

Cape Town

has a population of
30,000, I distributed quite a few

pamphlets of L. Saow, on “The|

Only Way tobe Saved.” We stayed
there four days, then started out
for Adelaide, arrived there on the
16th of March and stayed there two
days. I enquired for the Latter-day
Saiuts, but could not find any. I
distributed a number of tracts and
visited a large farm seven miles in
length. This farm isall in one field
and is worked with oxen.
go round and plough the whole

piece with a plough that turns over

a double furrow. The round is a
little over 20 miles in length. The

plaughman makeshis one trip round

inaday. That is somewhat difler-

ent to running round a five acre lot.

You can make a calculation how

much more ploughing a man can

do on this system.

The season here has been very
drﬂ. The average yield per acre|
this season is from six to ten bush-
els, and some of them can make it
pay very well at that., A man and
boy here will attend to 300 or 400
acres, excepting in harvest time,
and that is done altogether on a
cheaper scale than we do it. They
have a machine that cuts and
threshes at the same time.

I had no time to stay here very
long, as our vessel only stayed here
two days. I couid de a little visit-
ing and preach the Gospel at the
same time.

We arrived at Melboarne on Sat-
urday, the 2ist, at 7 p. m. and cast
anchor a mile out. 1 took a small
boat and went ashoreand took train
to Footseray, a distance of four
miles from Melbourne. Melbourne
is 580 miles from Adelaide, and a
very finely laid out city, with wide
streets that come as near like our
streets in Salt Lake Cily as those of
any city I have seen. I found bro-
ther Cant, There are ten members
of the Church in and around Mel-
bourne.
champ. The Saints teld me he had
not been there for a year and a half.
I beld meeting in Melbourne on
Sunday at one of the Saints’ houses.
They felt rather afraid for us to
sing a hymn, but finally we got
a hymn sung and they began to feel
a little better., We held another
meeting on Monday evening. I got
the few Baints to feel tolerably
well. I feel to thank God that this

They |

I enquired for IElder Beau- | pa

there last winter. He is the agent
for the Australian and American
M. S. 8. Co.

Sydney is aboutsix hundred miles
from Melbourne, and the colony
had a population of 539,190 at the
end of 1872. I have held some
meetings on Sundays here, snd a
good few strangers have been pre-
sent. I have also distributed some
pamphlets, but there is a strong
spirit of persecution here, and it
costs a great deal to travel. The
fare is £6 from Melbourne to Syd-
ney. 'There are six colonies in this
land, and the principal towns are a
long way apart. The railwaysonly
extend in two directions, The dis-
tance is 131 South and 140 miles
West, and the fare is £1 10s,

Bro. Beauchamp has gone to Mel-
bourne to lecture, preparatory to re-
turning home, Wm. Geddes.

Address, Mr. Wm, Geuades, No. 9
Denham Street, Glebe, Sydney,
New South Wales, Australia.
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Poland More Ornamental than
Useaful.

1t isnot at allimprobable that the
people of Vermont will pass the
verdict upon Judge Poland that
he has been more ornamental than
useful in his Congressional services,
and elect him to stay at home
when the next deal is effected. A
shapely white head and a grandilo-
quence that awes the timorous are
nof to besneered at in the com
sition of a participator in the Na-
tional Counecils, but they cannot
win eontinued respect for their
possessor unless accompanied by
dignity and consistency of official
conduct. Judge Poland has exhib-
ited none of the qualities that go
to make a statesman. Having the
good or ill fortune to lead in several
important investigations, he has
seemed to forget that he was a
judge and only remember that he
was & Republican appointed to pass
upon the eharacter and conduct of
other Republicans. The Wood-
stock Standard, which is a loyal
Republican journal, says his back-
y and kindred performances have
disgusted the voters in his District.
What those Kkindred performances
are it is bhardly necs--:ry to enu-
merate. Judge Pol i, as Chair-
man of the Commii.ee appointed
to investigate the Credit Mobilier
scandal, presented a record of con-
spicuous inability to ex the of-
fences of his personal and political
friends, though severe enough with
his enemies. A greater stultifica-

is the only place I have found whkere
the Elders are looked upon with a
feeling of animosity, for 1 have trav-

1

tion, if possible, was the fulsome
and ridiculous defence of Judge
Durell, which teuched even Gen.
Butler’s usual serenity and moved
him to a profane expression of dis-
gust sotto voce. Asa popular rep-
resentative Judge Poland cannot
be said to have succeeded. It may

s0, the ple can easily remedy
their mistake by taking the adviece
of the Woodstock Standard.—Bos-
ton Statesman, July 8.
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POMPOUS POLAND.

It is gratifying to learn that the
people of Vermont are likely to
show a just a{npreciatiun of the pub.
lie servieces o
by giving him an o
rest from his labors w
ent Congress goes out. His return
to Washington for another term
will be bitterly opposed. The Wood-
stock Standard, a staunch Repub-
lican Journal, says that the voters
in his distriet are utterly disgusted
with his back-pay and kindred per-
formance. It would speak poorly
for their intelligence if they were
not. -

Judge Poland, to sum up his
character briefly, is a pompous
fraud. As chairman of the Credit
Mobilier committee he was chiefly
responsible for the lJame and im
tent ending of an investigation
whiech, in spite of a manifest dispo-
sition to shield the friends of the
Administration, develo an
amount of immorality and dishon-
esty among lights of the dominant
party which shocked the whole
country, and he has generally been
found the eager supporter of all the
particularly objectionable meaures
of this and the preceding Con-
gress,

Oneof his last performances gain-
ed for him the undisguised con-
tempt even of the most unserupul-
ous of his own associates. This was
his defence of the notorious Jud
Durell of Liouisiana, The majority
of the Judiciary Committee had re-
ported resolutions of im hment
against the drunken and knavish
functionary who has so long dis-
graced the Uniled States Judiciary
In New Orleans, while a minority

|

Eportunity to
en the pres-

tnat while there had been gross ir-
regularities theydid not believe the
evidence sufficient to convicet him.
When both these reports had been
received and dis of, Poland
obtained the floor and sent up stil)
another report, which was read amid
general derision, and in which Pu-
rell was eulogized asa high-toned
Christian statesman who had done
nothing but what was perfectly
right. Even Ben Butler was as-
tounded at the effrontery of this,
and ex his surprise and dis-
gust by ejaculating the word
“Lord Almighty!” in tones lou
enough to be distinetly heard all
over the chamber.—New Yok Sun.
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Newspapers and Mails.

Mr. George S. Bangs, the Gener-
al Superinteudent of the Railway
Mail service has prepared an article
containing a statement from seven
of the largest post offices in the
United States, giving the numbe
of pieces and weight of each c¢lass
of matter mailed at those offices for
a period of thirty days, show
what it is that constitutes the bul
of mails. This article is in answex
to the charges made by the rail-
road companies, through the Presi-
dent of the Philadelphia, Wilming-
ton and Baltimore railroad com-
pany that the mails were overload-
ed with merchaadise, which the
Post Office Departioent forced
them to carry for little or nothing,
{.Eus depriving them of the revenue

ey would derive if carried by ex-
press companijes. It is also intend-
ed as an answer to the assertion
made by the railway companies
that all newspapers should be ex-
cluded from the mails, being in re-
ality freight.,

By a tabular statement giving
the number of pieces and weight of
matter of each class at the offices
alluded to during the time men-
tioned, Mr. Bangs shows that, in
| every 100 pounds of mail forwarded
there is about 1 pound of bound
books, 1 und of merchandise,
seeds, bulbs, ete., 12 pounds of
transient newsﬁ‘pera, circulas, and
other articles besides those men-
tioned above, which constitute the
third class of mail matter, or about
14 pounds in all of this eclass,
77 pounds of second class mat-
ter, or of periodicals sent to
regular subscribers, and 9 pounds of
lettess or matter under letter post-

o

i

be that he is simply out of place; if| clud

Congressman Poland |

of four had offered a report saying|agai

=

|

not merchandise that is overload-
ing the mails.

compa
other

says:—*‘The prineipal object of t
Post Office department

cult to understand. :
presumed for one moment that

mails would be suecessful.”

Mr. Bangs concludes with a re-
uest that the press who, with
their various editions, take up nine
ty per cent, of the mail facilities,
will give as wide a circulation of
the fact as of the fiction.— Wash-
ington Star, June 4. |
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SUPREME COURT DECISION.

Wives as Witnesses.

IN TIHHE SUPREME COURT OF UYTAH

TERRITORY.
Edward Friel, Ap- Oct. Term,
pellant, vs. 1873.
Lyman Wood, Ad- r
ministrator, . Junesession
Respondent. J 1874

Boreman, Justice, delivered the
opinion of the Court.

The plaintiff, in the trial below,
in the Fimst District Court, in order
to maintain the issue upon his part,
offered, as a witness, one M
Ann il
time, ““she is the plural or second
wife of the plaintiff, the first wife
being now living, and residi
with the plaintiff as his wife.”
Defendant thereupon objected to

_ argaret
arbel, and stated at the

E——— S e S

age. This plainly shows that it is

n answer to the assertion of the
president of the Philadelphia, Wil-
mington and Baltimore railroad|asks to take a new
13', that “periodicals and

nted matter should be ex-
from the mails,” Mr. Baugs

resuim- |

-

Court, after the opposite party has
acted upon the. formner ad-
mission, and after the Court below
acted upon the former ad-
mission, the plaintiff comes in and
ground dif-
ferent from that ocecupied helow—
and disclaim the woman as wife
land declare her to be his mistress
only. Buch a ‘‘fast and Joose”
ractice, such jugglery, should not

ed to be dissemination and inter-|be allowed. It would be unjust to
change of intelligence, If this|the Court below for the party to
is s0o, why papers, take one position in that mfv and

magazines, _
books and matter of this class do| then another in this Court and
"{not come within its scope is diffi- | thus succeed in echanging the judg-
Neor is it to be | ment. He must stand or fall by

his own words at the time of

effort to exclude these from the|offeringthe witness, If the party

claims the woman as wife below,
he must reap the consequences. It
was sufficient for the Court to

lkhow that he claimed her as his

wife, and as to whether she really

i

was his wife or not, is not the issue,
the defendant raising no question
thereon.

The ju;igment of the C'ourt below
is affirmed.

I concur in the above.

P. H. EMERSON, '
Associate Justice,

TERRITORY OF UTAH, SUPREME

- CouRrT.
Edward Friel, Appellant, vs.

4

e

1
Lyman S. Wood, Adminis- l
trator, ete., of Lambson,

deceased, respondent. J

MecKean, Ch. J., delivered the
following dissentin opiniofi:

The plaintiff sued the defendant,
in the First Distriet Court, on a
promissory note made by Lambson
during his life time. The defend-
ant pleaded payment by Lambson

before his decease. On the trial, be-

fore the court without ajury, there
was evidenece tending to show such
payment. The plaintiff then call-

ng|ed as a witness one Margaret Ann

Harbel, for the purpose of proving
that there ha been no ml::h pay-

said party beingsworn as witness, { ment, and further to establish ad-

and the
Court sus

ection being by the|missions and statements to the
ned, and the person}same end. The counsel for the

excluded as a witness, the case has| plaintiff, when producing the wit-
been brought to this Court upon| ness, stated, as the bill of excep-

that simple point.
The Territorial statute excludes

the wife from testifying for or{the
nst her husband except: when|ing
the action is between themselves. | with the
The exclusion applies te the law-|The defen

one.| to the witness being

ful wife, and not to ‘an

tions shows, that ‘‘she is the
plural wife or second wife - of
plaintiff—the first wife be-

now living and residing
lain as his ‘wife,”
nt’s counsel objected

sworn. The

But is this Court to decide upon|court sustained the objection, and

the ]

eg:llliy or illegality of the mar-|excluded the witness from
riage

the

tween the plaintifl and her | stand and from being sworn. The

who is offered as 2 witness? By no| plaintift’s counsel d
offering her as | the ruling.

means. The party
vitness, asserts that she is his wife,
and the defendant assents thereto—

so faras the case goes—and asks her |

exclusion under the statute exclud-
ing a wife, Butit is said that she
is the “‘plural wife” or ‘‘second
wife” of the plaintiff, and that the
first wife is still living with the
plaintiff as wife. The whole ad-
mission should be taken together,
yet this does not change the case,
Suppose she is the “plural wife” or
“second wife,” and that the first
wife is still living with the plain-
tiff as his wife, it does not  follow
that the Court is ing to decide
that the first marriage is valid and
the second one void, especiall
when no such case is presented.
such a case would have presented
itself to the Court below, had the
Smntiﬂ’s counsel then and there
isclaimed that said woman was
the plaintiff’s wife, but only a
mistress; yet this he did not do,but
stood by his statement that she was
a wife, Shall the Court go into the
question whether this woman was
a wife or not, when no one raised
E;leh a question? t]l?;ath par;
ties agree. upon e n
that she is a wife, but w'is
a “‘second wife” or “}l;tluml wife”
and the other still living with
plaintifl’as his wife. The presump-
tion is that the first wife is the le-

gal wife, and the second is an ille-

gal wife—a mere concubine. Yet
the first may be void as mnot
being between parties competent
to contract, or it may have been
dissolved by decree of Court and
the parties gone to live together
again. The Court must recognize
the fact that very little respeet is
paid to the marriage tie in this Ter-
ritory. And where in a civil case
the parties agree in the Court be-
low that the witness offered is a
wife—no matter whether the first
wife be living or not or whetherthe
person be the plural or second wife
or not, the Court will conclude that
she is, so far as the question of her
admission as a witness goes, the le-

gal wife of the party oflering her as | pose

a witness. In the case before us—
im the Courts below—the woman is

y excepted to
Judgment was render-
ed for the defendant for the costs.
The plaintiff appeals, =~

“Afhunhand sh:&t }Sﬂut bﬁ a wit-
ness for, or again is wife, nora
wife for, or against, her husband;
nor can either, during the m
or afterwards, be, without econsent
of the other, examined as to any
communication made by one to the
other during marriage. But this
exception shall not apply to an
action or proceeding by one against
the other.”” (Utah Praetice Act,
sec. 379.) Did the woman, Harbel,
come within the prohibition of th's
statute, and was she therefore pro-
perly rejected as a witness?

The %nt’n eounsel cited
Divoll va. L etter, (4, Pick. 220,)
which was a case of tres on the
freehold. The plain in that
case showed that about sixteen

before the fgrial, the bans of
matrimoiny between the defendant

and the woman, Abigail, were pub-

lished; that they had eohabited
with each other for many years;
that the said Abigail had bhad two
chil , of whom the defendant
was the reputed father; ard that
the defendant had alleged that he
had been lawfully married to her,
and had exhibited a certifi;ate of
the fact in due form,

It was held that the deiendant
could mnot avoid responsibility in
that case, by claiming that the
woman, Abigail, was his niece,
and that his marriage with her was
therefore void. The case did not
turn on the admission or reje
tion of a witness; and even if the
defendant’s marriage were voidable,
it could not be tolerated that he
should escape respounsibility by him-
self declaring it to be void, and
that too in a collateral proceeding.
It is unnecessary to inquire how
the court would have decided, bad
the marriage been absolutely void.

Let us suppose that John Dee
sues richard Dcoe, and on the trial
calls Mary Roe as'a witness,
at the smsame time saying—“She
is my wife;” .and let us sup-
bl jo b halng e
upon o 0 ng sworn .
or giving testimony in 110 case,

claimed as wifeand now in this|Now, it is clear that the Ceurt



