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FAITHFUL UNTO DEATH.

BY wintry sun’s deelining glow
A wanderer found

Modelled in freshly fallen snow
A curious mound.

Was it the humor of the storm,
Or Nature's jest,

To mimic thus a fowl’s plump form
And rounded nest?

Not s0,—for when the snowy mask
He brushed aside,

4 duck sat patient o’er her task
There—as she died.

Huddled heneath the downy breast
Sweet treasures lay,
hich she with anxious care had pressed
That cruel day;

And brayeq long hours the blinding flakes,
The wild wind’s moan,

And crushing cold,—all for their sakes,
Her nestling own.

No mate to cheer with voice or food,—
8 The last friend gone.—
9le guardian of & numerous breod,
Bhe still sat on:

Nor eyer in that bosom stirred
Of doubt a ghost,
W, mother-like, the simple bird
Died at her post.

Rest well, gond martyr, love-endowed,
’I‘ With love content;
he Whitest snow shall build thy shroud

And monument.
E E. 3.

. MR. BERGQUIST HELD.
J Peter Bergquist was arrested on
c&ly 10th, on a charge of unlawful
o labitation, and the preliminary
famination was held before Com-
lﬂsmner Greenman. The com-
Eaiﬂﬁ alleged that the defendant
ad lived with Mrs. Bergquist and
ma Hilberg as his wives. Deputy
arshal Springer was the prose-
Wing witness.
q Mrs, Bergquist testified that the
efendant lived in the Kighth ward.
h ma Hilberg Jived with them, and
A done so for over four
she was married and
children. Her husband’s
]:B'HB was Andersen; he was
& Uin the city in April, 1890; he
ey to see her once in a while;
Buess neverinterfered with their
Usinesg,
\Alma Hilberg Andersen testified
used to work for W. H. Sells; 1

€

Yearg:
E:“d t’wo

was married four years ago, January
3rd, to George Andersen; he is the
father of my children; the defend-
aut is not George Andersen; he was
af Grantsville last winter; he is now
in [daho; he is in the sheep busi-
ness; 1 have lived with no other
iman but my husband,

Mr. Critchlow—Are you a mem-
ber of the “*Mormon®’ Church?

Objected to by the defense; over-
ruled.

Mrs. Anderson—Yes, sir,

Mr. Critchlow — Are Mr.
Mrs. Bergquist ** Mormons???
" Mrs. Avpderson—Yes, sir.

Mrs, K. R. Gianville testified—I
live in part of Mr. Bergquist’s
house; have been there two years,
do not know the man Andersen;
never saw him there; Mrs. Berg-
quist has no chiliren; never saw
Mr. Bergquist with Alma Ander-
sen’s chiluren.

Mr. Critchlow  and  Depuly
Springer retired for a while to con-
sult over the case, and on their re-
turn Springer was sworn as a wit-
ness. He testificdl—L arrested the
defendant andexamined the house
he lives in; [ went into the room
oceupied by Mrs. Andersen, and
found her in bed with her baby; the
other ¢hild was in anotber bed in
the same room, and 1 went in and
looked at if.

Springer begau telling how he
had gone to the honse the day be-
fore, and asked for a lady named
Brown, as an excuse,

Mr. Moyle suggested to the com-
missioner that the deputy was relat-
ing astory that he had not been
asked about, and the over-anxious
witness was checked in his reeital.

Mrs. Anna Maria Christensen tes-
tified that she lived at Mr. Berg-
quist’s. and knew Alma Andersen
ever since she was born; understood
she was married, and that her
husband’s name was Andersen;
witness was not present at the mar-
riage; she did not know where An-
dersen was at present; the ¢hildren
were known by the name of An.der-
sen.

Mr. Critehlow asked that the de-
fendant be held for adultery. He
lived in the same house as Alma
Andersen, and they were all “Mor-
mons.”” Members in good standing
have a peculiar belief, as we all
knew. This man Andersen is a
myth; the story about him can’t be

and

true. This same story was told once
before. 1t does not seem possible
that these people, members of the
“Mormon? Church, would live
loose lives. There is no inference
that the woman is of loose character,
and living 1o the same house with
defendant; the inference is that she
is the defenvant’s plural wife. There
is no other explanation for the facts.

Mr. Moyle said the request that
the defendant be held in direct op=
positlon to the evidence was a most
peculiar rcquest. The prosecutor ask-
ed that the commissioner dishelieve
all the evidence, and belleve the re-
sult. The attorney says,““T'his man is
a Mormon, and he is guilty. 1f he
were not & Mormon he would be in-
nocent,”? [ have heard such an
idea advanesd, but there is no jus-
tice in it. The only e¢laim made on
which to hold this defendant is that

he Is a “Mormon.”” The prose-
cution should at least bring
some evidence. here is not

the sligtest hint that he has any re-
lations at all with the alleged plural
wife. Mr. Critchlow himself does
not believe that a judge would per-
mit & conviction on such evidence.
Either the witnesses are guilty of
perjury or thisman is innocent. The
prosecutor shiows a wonderful lack
of justicein making the request he
does.  The court ought to pay some
attention to theevidence. There ig
not a statement in the testiniony
that connects the detendant with
the charge.

Deputy Springer bobbed up again,
just as Mr. Critchlow was about to
speak, and another consultation was
had.

Mr. Critchlow went over to Mrs.
Glanville and asked her some ques-
tions in a lowtone., Then he re-
newed his request that the defend-
ant be held. The witnessess were
members of the same Church as the
defendant, and as such members bie-
lieved in ‘polygamy; their being
such members isan inference that
they are not loose charact rs, for the
members of the “*Mormon?? Church
are not given to such practices. 1
think he should be held.

(fommissioner Greenman said the
defendant had been up before, and
had been discharged. The evidence
differs in some respects,and the wit-
nesscs  either committed perjury
theu or now. [ discharged the de-
fendant then on the advice of the



