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Restaurant, XKennedy & Guthrie,
Weight, Sperry & Co., Burton, Groes-
beck & Co.,8barp & Younger, Tullidge
& Co., Martin Lannan, Heury Sadler,
Utah Poultry Co.,People’s Forwarding
Co., Blackliurst Bros., Bang & Myers,
Q B. Durst, Daugertield & Co., Webb
& Olsen, Thomas Aubrey, C. W. Hall-
berg, J. W. West, Andrew Gebhardt,
Keutueky Ligquor Co., A €. Smith &
Co., Harvey, Neff & Cr., 8am Levy,
Browning Brothers, 0. B. Brown, E.5.
Foote, Henry Cohn & Co,,Davidson &
Nampson, W. £. D. Barnatt,agent, 8. 8.
Dickinson & Co., H. Denhalter & Son,
A. B. Brixen, George A. Lowe, O
Connor & Shafer. F.E, 8nhopje & Co.,
Bailey & Son,Arbogast & Trumbe Co.,
Muin Street, Arbogast & Trumbo Co.,
Firat South. George Arbogast, B. K.
Bloch & Co., P. T. Nyatrom.

—

TARIFF QUESTION SETTLED.

A crowded houss attended the
debate held in  the Fourteenth
Wanl assembly rooms March 28th,
betweet: represeutatives of the Halt
Lake Lyecum aud the Ogden Lit-
wrary & Debaling Society. [he sub-
Ject wasas follows:

Rescived. that free trade is u bet-
ter poliey for this country than pro-
tection.

Mr. D. R. Lyonu, of the Balt
Lake Lyceum, presided, nod ux-
pluiped that the champious would
first pceupy twenty miuutes each,
then thelr colleagues fifteen min-
utes vach, then the champions ten
minutes each to cluse.

erof. J. H. Paul vpened in behall
of the 8alt Luke Lyceum, in the af-
firmative. His speech was written,
but was admirably delivered, and
was an able effort. The strongest
arguments in favor of free trade
were arrnnged and presenied In a
concise and logicu! manner, svine-
ing the ability of the speaker and
his thorough familiarity with his
subjeet.

Mr. T. D. Johnson of Ogden ﬂ)-
ened in belialf of the negative. u
took issue lirst with the previous
apeaker’s portrnyal of the oppressed
condition uf the Awerican farmer,
claimiug that the latter was prosper-
Ing. He next referred to Jifferent
periods in the history of the United
Btates, for the purpose of showing
that n protuctive taritl had always
heen attende.i by national prosper-
ity. He bheld that competition at
hume would put prices as lew as the
woods coudd e hought abroad. His
apecch waz a good one, hut his
reasoniug was less exact than thal
of his predecessor. This 1does pot
pecessarily imply, however, {hat it
was less sound. He wns liberally
upplanded, ‘

Mr. Josiah Burrows, for the af-
firmntive, was the uextespeaker. He
dwelt upon the guestion of wages,
ang by means of tigures ou a blaek-
board clnimed toshow the suurmous
wuros stolen by manufacturers frfem
their cmgluyus_. under a protective
tariff. Thisspenker entered the lista
wellj)repared, and was warmly np-
plauded.

Mr. F. R. Christiansen of Ogden
next apoke, in favor of protection.
He disputed Mr. Burrows’ figures
and beld that protection was fou nded
on the first law of nature, self-preser-
vation. He claimed that the low
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prices of farm preducts was due to
their over-production, nnd tliut the
remedy lay in stimulating manufne-
tures.

Mr. Peter Elijott of Salt Luke
folipwed  for the  affirmative.
He digplayed a blackboard cuvered
with figures, te refute-the theory
that the country had not prospered
under a low tariff.

Mr. Hayden, or Ogilen, character-
ized Mr. Lilliott’s blackboard as the
hatdest logking one he ever saw,
but predicted that there wauldn’t be
much Jeft of it when he got through
with it. With extraordiusry vigor
he proceeded to fay before Lie hear-
cre figures which overwhelmed (he
blackbuard he was attacking.

i’ruf! Paul made «xcellent use of
the ten minutes allowed him in
which to cluse his side, and was
followed by Mr. Johuson,who spoke
the same length of time. Hisspeech
closed the debate.

The judges vonfermd together,
and while they weresoengaged Mr.
MeDanisly, of Ogdeny responded to
n call and made some humorous
remarks, which were recelved with
laughter and applause. The decision
was that the affirmati ve had the best
of the argurent.

The meeting adjourned, when the
meinbs rs of the reapective societics.
with iuvited friends, fo the number
of about forty, repaired to the Bad-
dle Ruek restanrant where au ex-
cellent repast was spreaul. Toasts
were given and responded Lo, and

the oceasion was thuroughly enjoyed |

hy all purticipants, [

LETTER FROM EGYPT.

Egrypt presents itaelf to the eyes of
a traveler as nn immense alluvial
busin or valley of mud, extending be-
tween latitude 2478 and absut 317°40°
pnorth. The minin breadth of this
valley has been estimated at nine
miles; in other words, as s land
whose rlver aud ouly source of
drinking or irrigating water, the
Nile, winds slowly in a serpentine
channel of pearly 1000 meles, bav-
ing banks on eilther gide of an aver
age breadth of less than four and a
half miles. Beyond this are hlufli.
whers the huot, shiniu,\,rl satids nf
the degerts shift around in drifis,
and whieh during the simoon apd
piroeco, piay behind the hills in
cinudy masses, us do snow flakes in
a Wasatch blizzarnd. The arable or

cultivable epil of Egypt ' has
been reckoned at  ten  mil-
lion square acres. Its fertility

in entirely due to the Nile; eonse-
quently where irrigation is suspenii-
ed a yearurtwo the laud appears
liken barren waste covered with
sand, which, otherwise, in the regu-
lar course of hushandry, is turned
under by the plow, furming with
the tanacious alluvium (clay) n rich
and friable enrth. Vast tracts in
the Liyblan desert were formerly fer-
tile lands, aud are today true Innde
of desalation, whers nothing exisis
but heat. magpificent ruins. a few
islands or onses In $he midst of an
ocean of sind, and immense chan-
nels, designated now in Arabic by a
terns whicli means waterless rivers,
in which uges sgo the opalesceut

but life-giving ripples of the mighty .
Nile, languidly flowed.

The game ¢an be sald of the desert
to the east of the Nile, aulled both
the Arabinu Desert and Awsiutic
Egy pt.

lKxecept n smaal]l town at the ex-
treme south, Miniet ol Hubeseh, or
Miniet of Sthiophy, no partof Egypt
extlends gouth of the Tropic of Can-
our, an! yel, because of the glowing
mands wihieh surround it, Egypt
must be looked upon as though of
the torrid zone.

The antiguity of Exyypt vies with
the number of conjectures e tertain-
I by anclent smges, historians,
pouts and mediseval geographers as
to thie- sowice of the Nile, or with the
theories snd heated discussions of
modern linguists, grammurians and

phitologists  with regard to  the
origin  of the name by which
Egypt is known ioourday. If we

acrept the assurances which the wiaw
of old make converning Egypt’s re-
mote antiquity,and folivw them step
by step, We Aare unceremoniously
hustled past numerous deni-gods,
and soon find ourselves in the
polemn midst of those majestic deities
who are supreme, Dot only in the
great Pantheon of Egypt,bul whom
we meet under similar or differ-
ant names, seated bigh up in the
heavenly councilsof Greek, Roman,
Hindoo and Barbarian mythology.

Gevlogigts and philosopliers ¢laim
the prerogntive of deciding  the
date at which Egypt had assumel
the form of a centralized goverp-
ment. Some French scientists of |
the class named - have hazarded the
following conjectures: According
to observations and meansurements
mnade in the whole valley it is esti-
mated that the increase of the depth
of the soil goes on at the rate of
about four mehes a century {from
0.106 to 0.126 of a metre) through
the anuual overflow of the Nile,
and using thege four inches oy a di-
visor of the ganutity of goil depogit-
ed above the level of the orig-
inal founudations of certain monu-
ments, temples. ete., they ubtained
the gquotient 4760, the number of
years since the foundation of Thebes
was laid. This date cariies
the origin of that colebrated me-
trovolia 612 yenrs heyond the flood,
according to the reckonlng of mod-
ern Jews; bLul the numbers they
claim difler considerably from those
of the Samaritan text and the Bep-
tuagint version, which carry the
deluge back to 3718 B. C., leaving
peven and ooe half centuries L
tween the flood and the foundation
of Thelwen. .

¥ typt, in the languuge of the
Ethiopinps. menns the ¢land of
canals.”? That ¥ Gypt and ““land of
canals?” should have beeconic syp-
ooymous terms in Ethiopia is not
strange.  All nations have uot used
the pnme Eg}ﬁ)t when referring to
this Iand. 1e ancient Greeks
ealled it first A Erim, i. ©. heat, black-
pess.  The Jews, in Seripture,ealled
it Mizraim, which is the plural form
of the uld Aralic pame Mizr, nud
todny Egypt is called by the Arabs
Masr. (The sound =’ in Maer Is not
a dental asibilant as our English ‘s,’
but is spoken with the tip of the
tougue agalnst the palate, o that it



