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LOCAL NEWS,
FRGM THMIIRSDAY'S DAILY, JAN. 21

Fire —At % o'clock this afternoon
the alurm of fire wus sounded, the
cause bejog at the D. & R. G.W. llotel,
on Fifth Wess Sereet. The daumage
done was slight.

. Narrow Escape.—Tiris aftertioon 2
pentlemaly was watering  his. tewn gt
the troush near the southeast coyper
of the Temple Block, whea the hofses
heeame frichtened and started to run

away. When they reached tbe!
corner one zuimal  ran each side
of the telegraph pole, aod

the wagon came in colllsign with the
curbstone. A gentleman pessing res-
cuced the driver, who had 7ol between
the horses aud become fastened in the
barngss, lad the animals not met
With the obstruction they did,the driver
would certainly have met with a fear-
ful death. As it was, he escaped witi a |
few slight bruises.

Death of un 01d Cltizen.—As will
be seen by i notice pubiished clse-
where, Father John Dees, pf e 19th
Ward of this city, dcpurteé this lifeto-
day st the advauced age of;xlmost 56
vears. lle was a modest, unpreten-,
tious eld man, whose true worth’
while liring was but little kyown
beyond his finmediate, circle of
acquaiutences, hut whose reward here—
after will doubtless eclipse that ol
many 8 4nau who kag been' monre re-
nowned in Hfe for his good deeds. He
was an bouest, faithful, consistent
Latter-day BSaint, and +hia numerous
}n'oﬁeny will bave no cause to hlush
Jdor his memory, but much to be proud
8{ in cotinection with it»

, Wire Fences.—There 18 reason for
regret that bur, ‘Territorial la¥%-makers
could not agrec bn the passage of some

Jaw for the protection of stock from
injury by that rearfnlwcnrse e caftle
koown as the baroed wire fence, Dif-
ficulu 43 it i8 to obtain fencing material
of & less dunpbrous nature in this

region, It Wwould ‘have been in-
finitely Dettér for wire fenclng
never to hive been Imported
to this country than that so

anny vuluable anjinils should bave
gen ruined by L. It isquestiopable
egonomy even for farmers to build
wire fences withoul a bodid or pole to
.indicate its presence to snimals, which
are othepwisé linble to run againgt
uind be iojured Dy it, for thelr own an-
Imals are 1lmost sure to suffer from it
and any manywhe bullds sueb g fedee
shows a reckless
neighbor’s interesfs it not for his owa,

Convigis Paq-dqué'd’. — Governor
Murray has exergiyed cxecutive clem-
.ency jo the matter of fdur of the con-
victs in the Penitentiary by grunting
them full and complete‘rurcloun.

=The first- was John Brimball,whowas
sentenced in the IMirst District Court
Qct. 4, 1884} for grand larceny, of
twhich it seciig there are reasons for
believiog he was pot guiltg, the
sjudpe und prosecuting nttorney before
whom he was convieted having recom-
mended his pardon.

Thomas Murrey, the second on the
list, is au cx-soldier who was canvict-
ed in'the Third District Court Aujch
6, 1883, and sentenced 10 four yeavs im-
}Iy‘risonm,ent on the charge of rohbery.

his was rather au agravated case, it
having been'proven that be assaalted

-4 maM ou the street and robbed him of
his watcliand money by.cutting open
his pockets with a knife. However,
hls ~pardon was recommended by
General MeCook and other ofticers
of Ft. Douglas, and the proseccut-
ing attorney endorsed it, and sceord-
ingly Murray is turned loose upon the
community—it 13 to,be boped & re-
Iol?uo;d mad,

The other two snbjects of elozency
%re Charllfs w. Bea$sicy"aancld T. t.g

W, were each sgntanced in the
T B sﬂ'{(j.t Cotit, Nov. 15‘&., 1855
Lo, one year 1f the Penitentlary pn con
viction for burglary, Ja

%t_anZalxe and
‘assistant prosecuting attorney Varian
.have recommended their, pardon from
a bellef that they were wrongfully con:
¥ic‘ted' - a ¥ ot

Fiendish Crimes.—An.account is]
givenn the Provo Englirer of ohé of
the most revolting and sickening oc-
currences that has ever been recorded
in this reriop having taken place at
“Provo, Utzh Coulhty, last month, the
lacts, which huve just come to Iight,

beingL as followss *= ¢ 1

Opl Sunday afterigos last, ‘two
girls; ohmed ” fespédtively - Mary “H,
Adams and M ceford, ap-

h¥a B Lun
peatéd beford Jﬁtlce IWI.,"H.BI'OWI]
and Deputy County Attoraey D. Evans,
and swore out complaint seainst Geo.
Shurtliff and Isaac Clark—a couple of
notoriously bad characters. Mary H.
Adamg’ complaing, al]eged that on the
*18th ¥ of Decetfibat last Geo.Shurt-
Iiff, "*iu and npon onejMary H, Adams,
violently and feloniously did make an
asssult unpon her, the szid Mary H.
Adams then and there violuntly against
her will and without her consent, felo-
nlously did ravish ber at a time wh
she, the sald Mary H, Adems, was no-
conscious of the nature of sald acts,
‘ said Mary H. Adams beinz then and
ihére prevented from resistine said
aesault and ravishment, teing intoxi-
cated with intoxicetlng liquors admin-
jstered to her, the suid Mary H.
Adums, by tim, said George Shnrtlisf,’
sald noconsciousness being then and
theraknown to suid George Shurtliff.’
Tn Martha E. Lunceford's complaint,
%ilmt{:ar charges are made against Isaac
Ure.
‘It appears that the glri Adams, who
i8 about 17 years of ape, had been liv-
iny 10 Shartliff's houseas **hired help.”
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ball at $7,000, and being unsble to
Igragar¢t for his p

bpizent-ithe Territorial Sopreme Coort
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iJ)ueim:ss connected with ler restﬂ.u-'
rontsand told the kirl before leaving to
IIget the Luuceford girl (who was slni- |
larlywemplayed in & family residing on
thessame block) to stay with her at
nights, while she (Mra. 8.) was awuy.
During the day Shurtliff is reported to
nave.intimited his purpose to oue or
two friends who wurned lnm agziost
attempting such an outrage.  Anyhow
that evening Shurtliff and Clark pro- |
pesed to the two girds to actowpany
them to a party, fromi which thev re-
turned shorily after midnizht. Woen
in the house, the giris were linduced to
join them in agame of cards. After
Bluyioy awhile_the mea
tuking o drivk, and the girls con- |
sented to drink sowe wine, which the
¥irls are now satisfled was druggeed.
Some time afterward snother driuk .
was proposed, znd this thne a hittle
;vtl:llsky W{;s udd@mm; wine. L-]Mt:cr
3ilpe this gecoand drink-the ipls, be-
cumc'nlll]ftcr]ywuncousclogg %u;d re-
muined in, that goadition, for nesrly
twelte hours. When they regained
conscigusress theif

stripped of their cio

ol Adams
Lunceford. The detatls of this das-
dardly outrage are too revolting for
publlcation. Suiltice to say, the nufor
tunatyyoung ladies, though conpletely
feartbroken nod erashed wilh shamg,
soughbt for several days 10 kevp even|
from the knowledyge ‘of their parents
wont had occarred. At Jaust, how-|
ever, they concludeil to contde ull to
their mothers, and throdgh them the
facts were mpude known 1o U, 8. Com-
inissiongr Smoot. Justice Brown and
Depuly County Attorney Evans. -The
dather of the Luneetord §irl was also
informed, 80 we learn, of the outrage,
Lut the father of the Adams gitl bas
not yet beeu made acguajuted with
what hns trapspired, be beiny em-
ioyed in the coul wines of Pleasant |
Valiey.
Warrants for the arrest of Shuortliff
abd Clark were placed in the bhands of
Shexiff Torner on:Sunday evenlng and
that officer.accompanied by Policemen
sirong, Wilkios and Chesley,proceeded
immedisately Lo Vineent & Shurtliff's
drup store where they found -Shortlif
and condacted him tothe Couit lonse.
Clark was afterwards found and ar-
rested at Hines® drug store, and taken
also to the Court House, Shurtliff sent
fordMr. A. G. Butheriand, Jr.,, who
sourtit to have his . eilent adioitted to
«batil. ‘The justice fixed the areount of

secure it, Shortlif bas thus far heen
compelled to content htmself with soch
accommodations as the Hotel de Tur-
ner sfforded.  His motber und brother
Vincent, arived from Salt Lake this
wormng,and are endeavaring to secare
the necessary bouds for his temporary
release. - The examination " is Lo take
place on Tharsday moralng. » Clark 1a
in jail nlso, with very little prospect of
his securing his freedom until, at lesst,
Lhe examinationtake place,

The Snow, Case.—The appeal from
the dectzion of Judge Powers, in thef
cuse of the United States vs. Lorenzo
Snow, convicted in the First District
of violating the Edmunds law by liv-
ing witiyhis wives, came up for argu-

to-day. _District Attgroey -Dickson
uppeared for the prosecution, and
Judge Harkness and ilon. }'. 8. Rich-
arda for Apostle Snow. -

. Judge Harkness woccupied the time
in an exhusaklive argument coveriny
tha case, 'ilerroviewed thestestiinouy
ziven, to show thai it was wholily Ju-
suflicient to d4uostify  the
lo  reference "to the charge
the jory, the defense
error the refonsal of instructious re-

quested:by the defendext, in regard to |
the definivion of *‘cohabit'® These

instructions asked that theterm *'co-

babit” be iptcrpreted to **live with,’

and pot simply to visit. The ecoart ha&

said ta the juryrthat *‘the offense of |
cohabitation iscomplets when a man,
to ail outward appearances,is living
and. associaticg  with two or more
women &5 wives.” Judese Harkness
insisted that the “'outwaird. appear-
ances’ of living together was an in-
Btroction such as wouid misiesd the
jury; it pnve them a way to escape
-from the fact io 1ssue. **And,' said
he, **we all know bowapt a jury of this
kind are to catch ab an opportanity to
convict an Apostle of the Eord e

Judge Powers (interrupting)—*We
-don!t kuow how apt they uve, us they
'nave onl{‘had a chance at one.”

Judge Harkpess—'We may judge by
the zeal theyshowed in that onecpse
what they would de with the others .’
Anotber error of the court below was
in refusing to charge the jory that ‘‘the
defeadant,though living with one wife,
could lawfully visit anotner and her
children at reasobanle times and for
Jaw{ul purposes; and the porposes of
inguiriny concerning the health and
welfore of such:other wife and his
children by ber, of providing for their
aupport and the education, employ-
ment and bbsiness of the children,
would be lawful.”’

‘Judge Fowers (interrupting)—**The
evidencetwent o show thut he viaited
tlhe children, and got the wives.

Jndge Harkness—“I remember it

that he'vigsited the chlidren and aiso
the wives; at any rate the wives weie
there.”?
i Judge Powers referriug fo the testi-
mony—*"*There is no evidenee shosving
thot he even visited his wives; it was
thg children.”

Judge Harkness—"T|
cution hadino case.”?

Judge Powers:(nonplussed)—Weli, I
that is the evidence.”

Judge Harkness continued his argu-

|
|

hen the prose-

Mrs. Sburtliff had gone o SaltLakeon

ment that the expressien “agsociates

| complete, and vou will find the defend-

tve

Ver: ct,|slade came down, barely missing thd
to |Jiead team, whieb was driven by a
clafined as [jnan

with them a3 a husbaod® was too In-
definite tor the jury to determine what
was meadt under the indtructions. The
couit belgw had also stated, *The Kd-
Jnunds juiv says there must be an end
to the relztionship previously existing
between polygainists. Lt says that re-
lationship must ceage,” To this fn-
struction Judre Harkaess sald: “The
Edmunds law does no such
thing. It  says that - polyg-
amous JowrTidges mMUSt  cease, by
prohibiting those marriagzes. Section
J says that cohabitution must cesse,
by prohibiting that cobabiiation. But
it unwhere says that the relationship

proposed | of marrisge must cease, bul on the)

contrary, permits it w continue, sud
excludes lrom voting those remalpioy
therein,?

District Attorsey Dickson—**If that
i3 a proper ¢construciion of the words
of the court, I admit that it is error.”

Judge Harkness further srgued tha}
the Counrt erred in not instructing the
jury that **having more thao one wife

raeda

have disaygreed apd separated.

cOuplés were npited in the bonds of
matrimony in Logan Junuary 27th, 1886,
and campe down on last mieht’s train:
Mr. . H. Weight and Miss Huttie
Whittaiker, daughter of Mr. George
Whittaker, of this city: Mrv. James N,
Haslem, of the 19th .Ward, and Miss
M. E. Eardley, of the 6th Wiurd of this
city:and Mr. J. I{. Bosshardt and Miss
Sarah Merriderh, both of Provo,

We wish Lhe yonug peopie a pleasant
voyage through life.

Siguiicaut. —Fred Sontham, oue of
the witnesses who testified in the Col-
lin exarminatipn, was not allowed to
tell ull he kpew invarard to the case
wheu before

that wien e and the boys of Collin

and, ciulming apd introducing more

time statediin the indictment.’”” Also, |
inn charging the juryin thespcond case, |
4hat, **If yon tind beyontl 4 reasonuble
doubt, that the defeudunt bad, during
the year 1884, a leval wife lHvine, lu
Brighum City, Box Llilder County, Utah
Territory, from whom he was undi-
vorced, that he recognjzed her as his
wife, held ber ont as such, and con-
tributed to her ~uppert as such wife,
and that during the same year he lived
iu the same house with the wouan
Minoie, recosuizing her as his wite,
assogiated wiih her as =uch, and sup-
ported and held her out as a4 wife, theo
the offense of unlauwful cp bitatiop is

ant guilty.y The defens: maintalued
that theve was no theory upoa which
this proposition could be sustained,
especially_n8 any such presumption
wias  rebotied by the testimony off
the supposed legal  wife, and |
iu effeer such u  preszmption
would pake the polygainous status
necessarily crimioal, which would be
giving to the law an ugconstitutionsl
consiruction.

This ufternoon Mr. Dickson com-
menced hix arpument, He claimed
that the interpretation of the law cou-
tended for by the ~delense, thal non-
cohabitation gould be proven by show- l
ing the defeudant had not lived with
his lepal wife during the thine speciiled,
would shock the inoral sensibilitles of |
the whole civilized world. The Ed- |
munds law was iantended to prolect
the mouogamons bhouschold and exgir-*
pate the polygamons family, wnd no
zonstruction which would tall in «ihat
snould he applied.

The Court wil] adjourn this after-|
noon, Lo Satordsy, Feb. 6, whep, a
declsion will probably be reudered.

ANOTHER PARK CITY HOR- |
ROR.

1 \
FOUR MORE VICTIM3 OF THE FATAL

SNQWSLIDE. |

Another frightfel avalanche occurred
nesr Park City last evening, the lucala
ity this time being Thayne's Cuafion, the
gulchin which the Cregcent mine 13 lo-
cated. Threeteams Joaded with ore
from the mine mebtioned, were on ,
their way dowa thy gulchr,shortly after

o'cloek, und had  reached |
point  about  three miles

the town, when the

i
from

unaitled Nicbols, o4 resident ,of
Awerican Fork, and sweeping awa
the other two Leams, Logether wit
therr drivers, Lon Gailan and Williain
Sessions, together with two miners
named Wm. Backnsand Frank O'Hara,
who bad taken passage with them
down the cafou,und & man nained
J. €. Cleveluand, all of the men beiug
fatally buried in the avalanche except
the jagt inentioned, who was carried
on top of it and escaped
with a “brokem legz. A rescuy
ing party from the Crescent mine
were 8000 at the scene of the slide aud
succeeded in 2 short time in (digging
out the eight horses nljve and unhurt,
and the four men dead. Sessions was
# resident of Snmmit County, gnd not,
as ling been reported, a reiative of the
ryessions family at Bountiful. He an
Backus and (O’Hara are szid to be
young und single meu, but Gallan was
recently married. Mr. Frank H. Dyer!
in whose employ Sessious aud Gallan
ware at the time of the fatdl ogowr-
ronce, spesks in high pruise of their
characier. !
$nowslides bave not been ubcor;
mon in Thayne’s Cafion in the past,but
none are kuown to liave ever occurred

-cases showed conclosiver

and Mix picked up two huls in the lane

nrate beds, Shortliff l'ving by the ajde | find, to justily a conviction, that he hay | Tather und young Mix the other us the
snd Clark by the side of | lived owilh troore than one within-the | *'tile’” of bis,parent. The description

of the luplar ha
erly worn by deputy tpuarshal Mix.,

FThe Snow ' Cuse Submitted.—-After
we went to press Just eveniog, District
Attorney Dickson cootimied hig argu-
ment, Judge Powers occasionally en-
deavoriog to assist him. Hon F. 8.
Richuarda closed the case for Apostle
snow. He had supposed it settled by
the decigious of tbe Territorial Su-
sreate Court and of the Sopreme

Jourtof the ITnited States that enluw-
ful colizbitation consisted in the ljv-
ing or dwelling together of a mar and
more thsn onctwoman, and ihe hold-

g out by the maa of the women as his

wives. ut in the: case at bar it was
contended that the living with one

woman, and the acknowledrmont
and supporting of  another as
the  legal  wife, coostituted - the

offense, although tie appellunt had not
lived with the Icgal w%fe at all. He
lnsisted that this was not the law, If
Congress had inmtended to prohibit g
oD frown fiving with any other woman
thin his legal wife, it would have so
declured in uneqmivocsi terms. It was
not dificult to find languape to ex-
press that idea. Iad sach been t
Coogressional intentfon, it weuld have
said that *every maleé' person who co-
ha%its with nny other woman than his
legal wife shall be gulity,” instead of
‘saving toat “every male person who
cohabits with more than une woman
shull be guilty.”* Under the present
statute the offense was not in cohabit-
ing with some other woman besides
the legal wife, but in cobubiting with
more than one woman; and cohabit-
inz, ns construed by the Uuited States.
Supreme Court, menus living with as
wives. Lhe argument of counsel that
the presumption that the defendant
Hved witn his tegal wife was conelu-
sive, and that when it was proven that
he lived with one of his ploral wives
the offense is complete, was tallacious
and nnreasonuble; shere must be an
actual cohalitation orliving with more
than one wolnan, and 1f from the fact

t tallies with thutiorm-|

Hywmencal =~Three dond aud loving |

™

-

understood thiut the plural wife, Ala- "tive In that stute zfterwards 1s not ‘&ﬁ
Mitchell, 15 the complaining | offense, although colubitation with
wituess, and’that slg apd Chatterden | inore than ube Woman is, But 48 o

may be lIving ina bigmhzﬂs or polrg

amous #tate without cohrbization with
wmore than opeWoman, he is {o thal
sense o Gizagist or a polvgavist, and
yet Uttty of uo® crigiinei offense’

Certatoly this language of the ceurt Of
last resort does nut suy that the reld:
tionship must cease, and there are no
such words fn the low itself, henceit
was a maulfest error (6 g0 fnstruct thie
jury, Lt wus equivaledt to telling then
ufter the defendsnt had admitted thi
wouien 10 be his wives, that npon such
admission he wus guilty, and they mubt
50 find.- Such a comstruction made tifi
statug fof a polygunnst crimiual, ule
theuvh hexarried his wives beforo thié
Edmupds law wes passed, a3 did th

I

fournd themselves | thunone woman as wives, do not con- | shortly after the shopting, young Col- | ou the important points involved; b
thing and in sep- | #titute the oBense charred. You must | lin clzimed one as belonging to his | Inslsted-that thefevidence in each dase.

f

appelfant, and 1o 8o hold would be ¢

the Conimlssioner's | violate the constitutisuil prohibition:
court. Iad henot been stopped by | duainst thepussuxeoiapost;‘actoiawsﬁi
Mr. Rawlins be would have téstied | Such & construction eoaid not be upt

held and the supreme Conrt had so de-
ciared. Mr. Richards read a:.uthoricieul1
&

was insuflicient to jostify the verdict
unel that the court had 80 efred io hj
charge to the jury and {o his mfusal,
to rive the instructions usked for bY
the defendant, that thie judgments of,
the lower court must be riversed.

s

FROM SATURPAY'S DAILY,JAN.

That Rape Cuse.~—The examinatismg
of George Shurtiiff on a charge of rupé;
perferred by Mary H. Adams, took:
place'ut Provor before Justice W. I
Brown day belore yesterday, when thé
evidence went to show that tbere was:
not one mitigating circumstance con-~’
neécted with the affuir. There is ué‘lg
doubt that the crime was deliberauteryh
planped and diabolicslly executed hy
Liw g spie of the efforts of the #ir
to prevent, who at 1he time sas; nog
sixieen years of age. [n corroboration
of the giatements ade by the girlss
Josse  McCianslin, who lives io
house adjoining that occupied: b
the Shurtliff fumily testifled at the exl
amiuation that on the night ol thy{
offense ¢ heurd the party come loto:
the house at 12:30, and aiterwards ins
dulgé in boisterous langhter and talk,

he | as if engaged in drinking and cards

playing, heard the eirls called down;
stuirg, and subscquently, abont 2 or 3
o'¢lock In the morning, he beard u
female in the house screaming that she!
was being killed. Suurtliff was bound!
over to awuit the action of the grund
jury, and not beiag able 1o tind securi:
Lies, languisnes iojall.

Clark, the compauion flend of Shurt
1iff,; has not {et bacd apexaminatien and
is also in jail. - 3 J

Briberya -Mrg. Minulé
Shurlfjlsf:"yvi‘ﬂgl j € Bhurtliff, ang

rov
Geo

Hyrum Dalg,in employe of Shurshif's;

were urrested it Provo day before yes-
terday on 4 charge of hribery g.rowlSE
ont of Lhe other disbolical case, an

had a beariog belorerJostice \W. H'
Brown. The evidetice went to show,
that the colple called at the Adams
family resldence jate on the night af

of marriage & presumption is rajsed of Pthe 24th inst., and tried to  bribe

cobabitation with the legal wife, that
presymption is not conclosive, but
‘may be rebutted, and iu this'case had
been rebutted by positive testimony
showing that 1ihe defendant hu
not lved with ‘the legal wife,
bot bed lived exclosively with ane
of 'the  plural  wives, Minnie,
He claimed that the records in these
thut tbere
had been no acteal cohabitation with
more than oue woman, and safd the
jmdsineats ol ihe lower court could
not be upheld untess tnis court adopt-
ed the theory advanced by the counsel
for t.’ue‘l)rnsecuuon at the trial, that
the holding out or acknowledgment by
the defendunt of the women nus wives
was the gist of the offense, and that
such o construetion would do 2 way ¢n-
t.irel{ withthe necessity of cohabiting
or living together. Thiz bad never
been declared to be the law, und yet
the jurors who tried these cuses could
not  have foand the defendant
gallty on ang other possible
theory. Mr. Richards declared that
it was i pross error for the court to
refuse the dfth lustructlion asked by
defendunt, '*Having more than one
wife and claimioy and iotroducing
mote than one woman sy wives do not
constitnte the offense charged—""
Judege Fowers, who hud frequently
Iaterrugted the speaker, here chimed
fn wih, *Mr, Richards, thut cerlainly
svould De mislegding.”’
e Mres, Richards  guletly, | aetarked,
*¥our, Honor,if you will allow me to
fluish, yeu will see that "we have met
-the issbe squarely,and that our reques-
fully covers the case, Qur instruct
tian BAYS: Having more thaun

at this pluce before.

FROM FRIDATY'S DAILY, JAN. 29

Placed Under Bonds.—Yesterday
afternean Deputy Yamdercook went b
Weat Jordan, and rytormed on las
cvemnf"‘s D. &£ R.G. W. train, brine-
ing withhin ¥.- A. Cooper, whoe was
arrested during the recent raid, on a
charge of unlzwiul cohubitation. Mrl
Cooper was iaken before Comuwmis-
Bloner MeKay and was admitted to
ball in the sum of $2,000, on an indict-
nent found against him, i

Arrested. —This moroing Deputy
Smith aprested, ch a chorege of nan\'—
ful cohabitation, Jonathan Chatter-
den, an engineer on the Utah & Nevada
Rafiway. He was brought beioge
Comissioner McKay, and bonds fixéd
at $1,000, the witnessed being required
to appesr betore the grand jury, It is

one wife aud claiming and intro-
docing wore thin one woman as
wives do Dot constitute the offense
charged. Yoo must find, to justify a
conviction, tbati he bas lived with more
thun one within the time stated in the
Indictment.” ‘Instead of this the jury

- were 1ld by his honor who presided

at the trials, that “'the Edmunds law
says there 1nust be an end to e reju-
tiouship previously, existing belween
poly gamists. Lt says that relationship
must cease.”’ This instruction was in
direct conflict with the declsion of the
Sopreme Court of the United States,
in the case of Murphy vs. Hzmsey.
That Court says, “the statute makesan
express distinction between bigamisty
and polygamists on the one hand, and

!

d |3

Mary II. Adams, the vieum of Shurt:
liff's beastly outrage, L0 testify Inlsehg
tqlscrecn him. BMrs. Saurt]iff effered,
ali the property she hud,. valyed at)
1,200,,if the zirl would only answer
the questions propounded to her in
court as she directed, that is, Lo adipi
that slie voluntarily submitted to tag
outrare. The offer was not enter:;
tained, but instead, complulat wus
made, zpon which the would-be brib-
era were atrested. It appearing that!
Mrs. Shurtliff did not kpow that she
was breaking any law in what she did;
but iperely acted from a desire toy
save ber husband from poiny to the
Penitentizry, which she declared her
intention of doing to the utwost; the
prusecuting attorney and {fustice werd
both disposed to take lepient view ofv
the case and accordingly only u uoms
inal fine—§F10—was imposed.

Judgment has not been vet passe
upon Dale, but he will doubtless b
subjected to 4 more severe penalty, i
he richly deserves.

Crusade Work.—Wilthin the .qt_:i
few days, £. W. Spell, 8. F. Ball, Isaac

Langton, Hyrum Goff, Wm. J. Jenkios;,
Clarles Ll\’!ngston and J. C. Ponlson}
were notified to be at the Federaj.
court room at 9:3) gharp thig morning;,
to e arriizned on intlictments fooud;,
againstthem by the grand jury. They
werc on hand at the appointed time;

{apd after being Kept 1o walting for aps

hour apnd a balf the conrt was opened,/

.Jno.W.Snell was the [irst one called.
Therejwere three mdictments against
hiin, {rom February 1, 1883, to Decem,
ber 31, 1883; Japoary 1, 1884, to De—

cember 31, 1884; and Junuary 1, 1885
to December 31, 18%. Bonds were
fixed at $1,000 1o each case—13,000 ip

ali—uhnd,. were given.
guiity to thut
ib each case.
8. F. Ball was the uext, with three;
indictroents. Ball was gft'en to the:
same amolnt, $3,000. Plea, not gnilty?
Isuac Langton had but two ‘ndjei-
ments 1ead’to him, tne last one bring.
1oy the date up to Dec. 51, 18588, g
gave hail in $2 000. Pleu, not guilty.
Hyrom Goff was considered worthyj
of three jndictments, and was admit;
ted to ball in the sum of $3,000. Tw
days taken In which to énter plea.
Wm.J, Jenkins was next, with {wo
indictments, 1833 having'been omitted;
Bail, $2,000, and two days in waich te

plead niog
,"" was Mr. Spell’s repl;

those-who cobabit with more than one | plead. — X
woisan on the other.”, = * | Charles Livingstonanswered to thres
"The crime and offensze of polygamy|indletments, *‘not guilty.” His ball

& +# * consistsin the fact of nn-
lawtul marriage. ¢ * Continuing to

was 3,000,

J. Q, Poulson was also indicted thref‘



