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AND PACIFIC R'Y
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PBelng the Great Centrdl Line, affords (o t
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‘Le West, Northwesi and Southwest,
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GREAT ROCK ISLAND AHA, |
Aot is familiarly called, offers to travelers all the advantazes and comforis Incident to a MLPNBDYg‘B‘gG_QLSrTQ ?g?gms
vuooth track, aafe bridges, Union Depots st all connecting points, Fast Express Tralas, ! )
somposed of COMMODIOUS, WELL VENTILATED, WELL HEATED, FINELY UFP
HOILSTERED and ELEGANT DAY OCOACHES, a ling of the MOST MAGNIFICENT
HORTON RECLINING CHAIR ("ARS ever bLuilt; PULLMAN'S latest designed and
nandsomest PALACE SLEEFPING CARS, and DINING CARS, that are acknowledged by
press and people 1o be the FINEST EUN UPON ANY ROAD IN THE COUNTRY, and in
which superior méals are served Lo Lravelers at the low rale of SEVENTY-FIVE CENTS
EACH.

THREE TRAINS each way bhetwecn CIIICAGO and the MISSOURI RIVER.

TWO TRAINS each way between CHICAGU and MINNEAI'OLIS and ST. PAUL

via the famous

AT BIERT I A T2OUTE.
January 1332, a new line will be opened, via Seneca and Kankakee, between Newport
News, Richmond, Cincinnat!, Indianapolis and Ia Fayeite, and Councl! Elaffs, St. Paul,
d:nneapolis and intermediate points.
All Through Passengers earried on Fast Kxpress Trains.
&7 For more detailed iInformation see Maps and Folders, which may Lo wbtained, as
well a8 Tickets, at all principal Ticket offices in Lhe Uniled Siates and Canada, or of

R. R. CABLE, E. 8T. JOMXN,
Fice: Pres't and General Manager. Gen'l Ticket and Pass'r dgent.
OHFHICAGO:
Utah Centr iroad.
®
n Central Railroad.
|
————————
INEW TIME CARD, MAR. 29, ims5.
= ' ——
PASSENGER TRAINS LEAVE SALT LAKE DAILY, AS FOLLOWS:
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EVENING NEWS.

esday .’;? $ June 30, 1883
OPINION OFASSOCIATE JUS-
TICH,POWERS,

Delivered June 27, 18835, on the caze of
A, M. Cannun on appeal before the
Supremme Conrt the Territury, in
which he takes erzeptions Lo the wmeth-
ods cwployed in convicting fiim bt
gprees ak to the resudlt.

I

of

(e T i

.\'upra-mr: Conrt ot
tory or Utal.

THE T'NITED BTATES,
Res Lu_:ll.l'lt'lﬂ '
VA,
ANaus M., Casxoxn,
Appellan!
Opiolon by Powers, J.

Althouuli T agree with the majority ol
the Court 1n the construction of i
word “cohabit’ as used in tbhe **Fil-
winads Act," so-called; and also I The
resualt reached, [ am unable to condul
in the conciusion that there is 0O errot
In the record, and [ bave therelor
deciped itproper to cxpress My views
as to the whole case.

I he indictment charged that the de-
fendant “*Angus M. Canoon, lite ol
said Distriet (the Third) in the Terri-
tory atoresaid, to wit: oo L st da)
of June, inthe year of our Lord om
thousund eight hundred and cighiy-
twir, alid on divers other duys and con
tinuously bétween the tlrst day
June, AL DL 182 nd the iirst day ol
Febrogry, A. 1,188, at the Coungy o1

salt Lake und Territory of Utul, dia
minawfally cohalat with moere tha
Ve wolnaiy to wit: one dsada Can
non, Al one Clara (. Mason, soie-
thnes known as Clara €. LCannon,
wyainst  the forin of the staluls
ol g Unllel  States e sae)
case wide aud provided, and acains
the peace and digaity ol the sime.

The maia contrmversy arises aver t
coustruclion of the sword “eommife’
'l prosecution conteod ikt it iean:
i dbwell together as his ol
wife, thiat it et 134 T
eclndte yulercolrse hoefween 1hie sieXies
i) that the L cleardy DSt ilstes
parrimoenisl coinnlpat o'’ fro
sSmatrimosial intercaarse.!

Upon the pabt of toe sleleindant i s
contendead that all cohabitation wine
thie Inw deals witlhids sexnal enlihita

i, Thiat thesvand as usod Divads o
dwelling toxether by mule sad Lo
adyle persons, in tiwe inthnavy of fis-
aand and wite amd that sexual inter-
course is necessurily bauplivd,

Fopinent conusel have aegmod
ciase with marked: abalive, sl des fin-
portance, not osily to the defendany,
UL s LD Lhe people, e i

<hould peecive the (iost ca
sideration of thls court.

L. L onuer to conreotly undersian
what |

it

ives CA*SSUTILY

Bl

Is meant by the statute whewn L
=uys, Il any waic person 1w Lerr
oy * * % herealter cokabits wilh
msre than one wowman, he shall be
deetned guilty of & wmilsdetscauor,' L
U endedvor Lo aacertaio whnt was L
wuject tuat Cougleas U d i view iu Ll
pas=sguee o the uet, what swas thie evi
U sought to remedy aod winb was Lhie
iniscuiel 1t almed O Ssuppress.

If we consider Uiy evidews purposd
of the “Edmunds Act,” aud view il 1,
Lne light of the exigency whlen vausca
jis cuuctwent, the conclusiva sceuns
inevitwble that its purpose aud Intedt
i Lo protect wopogemic warcitge. 1L
idous not appear that s al:u 15 o pun-
il mere sexual crimes, This secius Lo
hiave been the view taken by Congress,
See Congressivnal fecped, Marci 15,
18832, p. 84, but; however that may be,
it seems to be the view toat 1s support-
¢l by reasou and authority. )

Marriage, as understood in Chris-
tendon), ineaus the “voluntary uwaoion
Of OoDe man ﬂl]d oue wowau, tu the ex-
clusion of otbers." The teruw, Lthere-
fore, 13 not correctly applicd to the
gnlon of vue roan with more than cue
woman, Story on Conflictof Laws,
Sth Ed. 184, note,  [UIs the parcut aud
uot the cbild of soclety, for It is the
very basis of the whole Iabric of civil-
society.  Storv on Confliot of
It is something mwore than
a mers contract, It Is rather to be
deemed an lnstitution of  sodiety,
founded upon theconsent and contract
of Lhe parcies; and o this view 1t has
some pecaliaritdies o its pature, char-
geter, operation gad extent ol obliva-
tion, different from what belongs to

Laws, 183,

ordivary contracts, oStory, 1%, No
legislation can be supposerd, more
wholesome and  necessary, i1 the

founding of afree, self-governing com-
monwealth, Ht to take rank as one of
the co-ordinate States of the Union,
than that wiich sceks to establish 1
npon the basis of the ldea of the fam-
ily, us consisting In and springing
frown the union for life ot one man and
one woman iu the holy estate of mat-
rimany; the sure foundation of all that
i< srtable and npoble o our clviliza-
tlin; the best pguaranty of that ves-
erent worality which 12 the source of
&ll benetficent progress lu soclal aud
solitical improvewsent.  Muorphy vs,
L’u:nm-\', 114 1°. 8. 45, Marrisge is the
foundation ot the home aud upon it is
builded the entireé superstructurg ot
socicty, [t findsits delense o every
hawan heart, which jealously guards
thie one object of Its affection. [t
the outerowth of progress il en-
Helhitenipent, for ltrecognizes thist Lhe
wite sl uother Is the equal of the
husband and father. )

There Is far more to the marriage re-
lation thau the were gratlllcation of
passion, or the procreation of cinlidren,
The wife, taking her place by her hus-
band's side, bis egual, his couunsalor,
Wis friend, makes him a perfect man.
Together they share the sorrows ol
life: togetlisr they enjoy s blessings.
When cach s true to the other, thes

I

| irlng this relation

present i dsion not made by pean, and
as they pass alone Hle's pathway, their
very example 15 of inflaite henefit to
mankimd,  Anvthing which tewls o
tuto disropate i= un
Anything which

injury 1o the world,

| lowers the popular appreciation of the
*relationand destross the good thatnar-

| T fovemded o

P rlght for 4 man o0 take and
Cinore than oue

riage does the world by mere exampli,
i< an evilpwhilch the law should correect

Society with all its ramifleations be-
onmarelaze, it s weon
srounts of pnblic policy that it 18 reu-
ulatedband pretected. When the act
i iestion was passed, Congress was
aware that insomie- of the Territorles,
there are people who belleve that It 1s
live with
That there are

wife.

T men who not U'ﬂ_\‘ marry more than one

waoinan, but who say to the world hy
comluct and by words, that two
or more women with whom they are
living are their wives, The lnwmaking
power saww that the mere fact of a4
siural marriage s 8n evil example,
That the living and assoclating with
two or more women A8 1f mwarried to
all, tends to wesken the popular ap-
preciation of true marriage, and thus
is detrimental to soclety. Therefore,
for the purpose of protecting the mar-
rlage relation, the law under dlscus-
slon was passed. It s directly almed
at the suppression of polygamy and
the polygamous household 3s an eyl
example, dangerous in its teudenci' to
the famiiy reiulun 88 recognized by
this nation. It wasy not the offense
against chastity merely, but the of-
fense against the family, which Con-
gr~ss lntended td" suppress. To ac-
compllsh Its objeet the law has seversl

rovisions. It provides for the pun-
shment of offenders by the eourts, and
by restricting their political privileges.
It will be necessary to refer totwo or
three of its sections.

“Sec 1. Every person who has a
bhusbaod or wife living who, In 8 Ter-
ritory or other place over which the
United States have excluslve jurisdic-
tion, hereafter marries another,
whether married or sinele, and any
man who hereafter slmultaneously, or
on the same aay, marries more than
one woman, In & Territo or other
place over which the United States
nave exclusive Jurisdiction, Is gullty
of polyiamy, and shall be punished by
a fine of not more than five hundred
dollars and by imprisonmentfor a term
of not more than five years; but this
section shall not extend to any person
by reason of any former mmiqu.

¥

whose husband or wife
sw ngge shall pgve been
absent ar ye sucgessive

yOars, sr}d is not known to such person
to be living, and |a belleved by such
reon to be dead, nor to any person
y reason of any former marriage
which shall have been dissclved by a
valid decree of & competent court, on
the groand of nullity of the marriage
contract.
nder tbis sectiop, *‘the crime ot

bigamy or wlrml copsjsts Ip ppter-

i : Iy gaimous
iﬁ - E‘«Onﬂhu?ugglmﬁ that
state erds is not an o « al-

' an we see later on, ‘‘co-
on with more than one wWoman

Murphy vs. Ramsey, 114 U. 8. 42,
As will be seen from the con-

g n placed upon this section by
gum"&'ﬁgs R

wi
S
first s of the Act

thon

.rebut. it.

The third sectionr of the Act reads as
follows: .

fSec. . That If any male persoa, in
a Territory or other place over which
the United States have exclusive juris-
diction, herealter cohabits with more
than oaoe wowan, he shall be deemed
gullty of 4 wisdemeanor, and on con-
viction thereof sball be punished by a
fine of not more than three hundred
dollars, or by imprisomment for not
more than six months, or by both said
punishiments in the discretion of the
Court.”

When  these
read together they seem
()1ie mukes the fact of wmarriace
au  offense, without reference o
cohabitation or sexual intercourse.
The other inakes unlawful the cohabi-
tation, or appearance of marriage,
Previous to the sct becoming u law
many had coantracted bigsmous or
polygamous marriages and were hving
with thelr wives, The object of the
third section obviouasly, is 1o put an
“ud o polyegamons establishments. 1t
was designed to meet cases which the
first section evuld not Muny prose-
cutions [ur polygumny might be barred
by the lapse of three vears by '§ 1,044,
o the Revised Statutes of the United
States, aud yet a man micht be living
with more than one woman as & huas-
band lives with his wife,and,by his ex-
smple pe doing the public positive in-
jurv. The fact whether he does or
Jdoes not have sexual Intercourse with
Choe women with whoin he Is ga=sociat-
Ingasa husband associates with nis
atfe, 5 a matter of but little moment
whien compared with the sr. ater wrong
dune tu soctety

two sections Are

plain,

Another section of the Statute 1
quote: _
“Usei. 70 That the issue of bigamouns

known as
In which

op polyvedinons marridses,

Moo marriages, in cases
~uch inarriages Live Deen solemnized
wenrdineg to the cercmonies of  the
Movinion =ect, ag any Territory  Of the
[Tiitedd  States, wnd <uch Issie ahall
vitve been born bhefore the lieal day of
Janusry, Aono Dominl, eighteen ouo

lreyland elehty -threr, are hereby legit-
imuted."

[lius, by these provisions, Cougress
says in substauee, there must be uwo
ware plural warrisces, The chitlures
arn'or i ot tae thoe of L
padssuie of the act, are lepitimdte, b
iereslter e fleslthmarey and,
1O e persan can e with more than
s wotin s s wife, Lt woulld seem

Hfeohablt™  huplles o

FOLl

Akt

ad'e

AL e wornd
neans poomore than the outward ap-
pearance of living with two or wote
SOIen s a0 hasband ves whth bis
Wit

It Lhia s so, tuen the progsecutlon, In
spddel 1oy maKe 'ut n o case, are not ore-
qitlred 1o satisly the Jury that the par-
Pyladee on sexnal interconrse.
Neither would it be a defeuse for &
Jian accused of nanlawial conabitation
to pross tha! bie el oot lodulge (b
~exunl intercouarse with the womnen
wlionn e teldd out Lo the world aa ila
v o, 1o otber words, with woow
e i pits,

[T The defendant clalms that there
e two delects o the Indictment.

I, Tuut it fulls Lo show Lhat the de-
fendant is & “iaae person,”

2, I'ne indictment does oot allege
that the deteondunt put forth any pre-
tense of marital relation to the women
therein mentioned,

I agree witlh iny brethren, that the
wlictient i sullecivat, The sex is
suftleiently shown, U that |8 necessary,
iy he ppine Angus.  [thiok it wuufu
uobmisiead the defendant, and it 1s
uot clatipe] that he 18 not the man
named. Tiae priecise words of 4 stut-
te need ot be tollowed in order to
inuke an indictment valid

Tue indictiwent tollows the lnaguage
of the act in describing  tue offense.
This seeins e be suflicient, particu-
riy o sjat tory misdemeasnors, and
1t iy be Inid down #as o general rule
to: which there are few exceplions.
State va. Rust, 30 N, H.4358; U, S, vs.
Mills, 7 FPet. 135 (432); U. 5. vs. Good-
ing, 12 Woeat 460 (2¥1); 1 Wharton Cr,

Uit

Vives,

Law § 3i; Romp vs. State, 3 Grecn,
lowa, 276; Chambhers vs, I’;_’('I[JII', 4
Scan. 451; State vs, Rewan, 2 Mo,

459 State va, Mitchell, 6 Mo, 147; Slm-
wony va. State, 12 Mo, 265; Whiting vs.
State, 14 Coun. 487; People vs, Colton,
2 Utah 47; People vs. Thompson, 4
Cal. 234; People va, Savier, 14 Cal. 29;
People v, Martin, 32 Cal, 91; People
vs, Cronln, 4 Cal, 191, 208. Besldes,
the defendant failed to demur specially,
and if there was any defect It was
walved, trim. Prae. Act § 200, But
there (does not appear 1o be any defect,
as the indictment clearly mecety the re-
quiremeuts of the Criminal Practice
Act, Nee ('r, Prac, Act § 158,

LIT. ¢ the trial, Clara €. Cannon
Was NWorn us a witness for the prose-
cation. She testitied as follows: 1
know the defendant. I have been his
wife, I wasmparried to him about ten
vears ago aod have sionce lived at 248
First South Street, Salt Lake City. 1
live there now and bave llved ln the
samme house since shortly after [ was
muarried. The defendant has lived in
the same hiouse part of the time and In
the sawe house during the past three
vears. I have one living child which
was the child of that marriage, boru
Januury 11th, 1882, [ have had two
otlher chiliddren by that marrirge, both
horu bhefore the living one. [un thls
house [ cecupied two rooms on the
ground floor—a parler aod a diniog
room, on the east side. My kiwchen
13 buck, not attacned Lo my part of Lhe
house. 1 have oeeupled this part of
the ground Moor since [ flrst went to
Hvein the house, There is a hall run-
ning throuzh thie house on the grouund
fHoor, and the rooms [ occupy on that
Hoor are ou the east dlide of the hall.
I know Amanda O, Cannon. She hbas
lived in the same house that 1 live 1n
during the past three years. She has
occeupied on the ground tlaor, two
rooms on the west side of the hall, be-
side ber kKitchen which 13 attached to
tue back of the maio bailding, and 1s
nol the kKitchen 1 use. 1 suppose
Vmanua Canuon is defendant’s “Rre. 1
liave heard him speak of her gs hls
wifiy, 4+ Mrs, Cannon, gnd she has
lived Ty, the same house ever sincé 1
went Ly live there, She han nlne chil-
ifren, 1 think, lioring the pagrt throe
F“l“" I think oll her ¢mldren have
ween livingzthere st home,but not all the
time, My child lives with me in my part
of the house — 1 mean the child of 1his
marriase. The children of Amanda

i Cadnon Jive with her In her part of the

== IYaring the past three years,
audd prior to the month ol Febroary in
this vear, the defendant hias been in
tlie habit of takipe his menls with me
In my part of the house a4 portion uf
Llie time, shout one third of the time,
There were stated Intervals: he took
his mesls with me every third day—
with me and my children. 1 have &
sonand davghter grown up and two
orphan children. e took his meals
with ine and the ehild of this marriage
and the other children every third day.
He wok his meals with Amanda Can-
non and her famlly one third of the
thiwe. He took ]l three of his meals
with me every third day—on week
days and on Sundsay morning he bad
brenkfast at my house—that s, he took
bis meals with me twe days of each
week, and ualso his breakfast Sunday
morning which made one third of the
tlme, OnsSundey he took hls dinnper
A&t Sarah’gand hls supper at Amanda’s.,

‘here are four rooms on the second

oor of the house, used as bed-rooms,
and a hail, with two of the rooms ou
either gld~ ol It. The rooms open in-
to the hall, Duﬂnﬁ the past ihree
years [ have occupled the . edroom in
sthe portheast corner 8nd Axapda has
oceupled the ope ln the southweast
coroper of the houase. The defendant
has occupled the bedroom in the soulh-
east corner. 1'he room occupled by
me a3 & bedroom, and the ome occu-
pied by defendant 4s & bedrogimp are on
the same aide of the hall, and there Is
no intervening room."

On cross examioation, the witness
was asked by counsel for defendant,
several aueatlonﬂ. the pu being,
as stated, a8 ‘‘tending to show wil
other evidence to be vaen. non-access
during the time charged in the indict-
ment, and as tending to disprove any
presumption of sexual Intercourse
which might be ralsed by the testimony
of the witness," '

The prosecutlon objected to each
‘question, on the ground that It was
immaterial, irrelevant and {pcompe-
tent. The court sustalned the objec-
tion and defendant excepted.

I think there can be no quu;‘:): byt
what this testipopy was admissible,
True, the fact that the defendent did
pot bave Intercourse with these women
would not be a defense, but inview of
the evidence eliciied by -the prosecu-
tion, it became J,nrc;per. The court in
his clurge couold have instructed Lhe
jury as te the weightto be given to this
evidence, We must remember that
these questions  were asked jucross
examination, and that great latj¢ 8
gllowed. We m(é_st m wmind also
thgt the prosecylion shown on the
direct gﬁsmlut on, that :ﬂ:l:’u endant
occupled a bedroom adj that of
the witness, there being mo interven-
ing room. fhe evident pluToo.. of
the proscution In eliciting this testi-
mony was to enable the jury to infer

ét;st ,:he Fﬁes eujoyed' sexual inter~
r ; Jufere
$hab wauld be drawn From buch testis

mony and the defense were entitled to
That the unt,

hﬂqég :
%‘ -

passage of the statute.'
abstract statcuent that the

general |
W pre- |

Na

sumes fnnocence s not equlvalent wo a |

apecitie instruction, tnat the law
sumes innoceuce oA particulgr pre-
dicament shown by Lhe ovl(l(-nuj.

bo, also, the lust hall of the thir-
teenth request should have been given.
I'bsat Instruction was: *“‘that all tne
delendant's social fumiharity with the
mothers of such faullies, estabiishen
prior to the passage of sald act, not
shown to inciude all the particulars of
cohabltation, as tue Couart has detlued
it, should be cousidered by the jury
with the legal presumption of luuo-
cence, and toe fsulure Lo establish sych
cohabitation, would eyiiiig tue defend-
an_to acquinal.”

Evideuce had been Introduced of
matters occurring prior 1o the passuge
of the law. The jary should theretore
have been told that 1o find the delenuant
gulity ey must 4od wnat be bad co-
pabited with tu» women pamed, witnin
the time stated intoe ladicument. The)
were told that the defeudsut was
charged with cobabiting with the wo-
wen, beiween cerisiu days, but they
were uot toid that they must conflue
their investigution of bis guilt or nuo-
cence to the proof of facts and cir-
cuipstances occurring between those
dutey. On the contrary, they were st
once Informed, that it they found be-
rond 8 reasonsble doubt, that the de-

endant Hved lo the sawe house with
the women, ate 8t theic tubles, snd held
them out to the worla as hils wives,they
sbhould flod bim gullty, More restric-
tion shoytd nave becu pluced upon the
Investigdtions of the jury, for no act
done prior to the passage of the act,
can be made by thatl uct, the basis of a
criminal charge. Nor can subsequunt
legisiation wake & prior act conduce Lo
& conviction, for it would then aiter the
situation of the defendant to his disad-
vanlage.

Kriog vs. Missourl, 107 U. 8. 211,

U. 8. vs, Hall, ¥ Wash., 306

I have polated gut the foregolag er-
rors, in order that they may be avoided
la future trials ot like natare. | thigk,
however, that 1n the present @ they
are errors witho Qgro]udioe. or, after
most matape and oOnscienitous reflec-
tign, I am not convinced that they af-
fected the resuit. All of the testimon
taken upon the trial Is brought up wi
the record. After carefully considerin
It in all its bearings, I am persuad
that it clearly shows the defendant Lo
be gulity as cha in the indictment.
I am convinced that the verdict of the
{nry would not have been different than
t was, even had the errors not existed.
I therefore concyr {n the conclusion of
the Cagrt afirming the judgment of the

ocourt below,
OrLaNDO W. POWERS,

pre-
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the bed-chambera of the women, nud T W AR <
open doors afford ready and casy ac- SAM MD!'- S [-l h l‘( & CU
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inin thatXhe testimony s open to the -———-—I‘, ; -
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rect is proper, “A party always has | = CHICAGO.
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of the witness, which has a tendency = i ' Al swit
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jame clrcumstances about which he =4
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slded and partial view of The facts o '
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witbin  his  knowled.e concerning - f
the same transactiou, unless be sbag THE = | ) \ 4
make the wituess hls own, In which = <
case he ‘84 suppor=ed to vouch for bim B[sr To“lc. = e
as credible, uud has also A less privi- |7
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Court the ercor les pot so wges lo “Haring uned Arowy's Iron Bittars fue 1hvagee to ] | LA hb -
what the Judice did say us (o liis faijure | 24 doagetion. § ke emmal, ploasurs in o0, | . \
to-say what be ought, ‘This case be- | md invigomser and very ing ' A =l En AND
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.pr:r{‘.hll:':iq’r \“' 5 l;‘ 1: |1\‘“ '\luilrrl'l'-i‘;ll" ""."‘"'F wiven away by all r‘lulﬂ'-. n modi .:,.- o
M ¢ ol W RuUsban Yos ; el wd Lo any address ou receqpl of 30 samp
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fair, rl!\\'ﬂ_\ﬁ be cda m, apd no matter | " - P
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slways nete ont inparial and even- |
nanded justicy, <hunld carefuliv throw ) L
aboit 4 Jefeomdant the safeeusnds 1o |
whlch the lasy =ays he Is entithed,  The a F s
charge L0 the jury was reidurkably | I X P A
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that the defenaaut, on the Destidsy ol i il 11
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endivers other diays continuously be- EXTRA WID1 ]!'
tiween sald fhestday of Juoe, 1852, aod ) ~ -
the drst day of Foebruary, 1885, did un- | SUPERIOR QUALITY, \1
jwwinlly coliahiv withh more than o L
W, te wil Crie Mandd giuon rvas M X :
and one Clura O Muason, sometinlvs FINEST ( OLORS.

Known a5 Cllars ¢ 4 fapnon Il you g

beileve from the o T O IS T ,_lI'..l « - . CO. M. X.

mwen of th iy, Ted oid )

reasonanle  woubt, that 1he e =——— > :

fetuant dved 1 tiw suaee SGouse with v & FEY = X 'll'_ I At « (0 U asg,
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e women smed o the lndiciend, | g . - -
and gle at their respeciive tlded one l " tl 1 d I{ I | 1

e e T T i reno e, osa | Nonecutlers and buniders

that e el i out to the warkd hy Tombestones=, Monumenis, danmioie, Tron

bBils jansuaice or his cotdact,or hy hotn, Maulels, Grates sud Honyvth Siei

48 Bls wives, you should Ol hun -

gullty.™ ‘1273& 1250 BOUTH MEMPLE ST, oL T [‘ : ' ;\.H" CO

“ltis not necessary that the evidenc Opporite Assembly Hall viil | R O § h .
should show thal tae delendant g — o - .
these swosuen, or citner of thewm, occu-

Pl the o SULTER T tly O alepl In the samie ‘\‘ ‘

room; neitacr 15 11 pocosanry that tne i ?

evidence sliould show that withio the

time inentivuci, be had sexusl inter-

course withh either of them." : -

L wlll state, the law presawumea the
defeadant Iunocent  uutll  proven x
guilty, beyond s rvasonable doubt; , t
Lhatl you are Lhe judges of the credihifi- 1l
ty of the witnesses, the welght of the
evidence aund of the fuet, and i1 you
Hndd the defendant gulliy you will sny
mr_vnnr verdict, We, the jury, Hod the
defendant gullty, o insuver and fTormn b ] \ v Lo T BT BN i ¥

ST tha todt . . { 31 | | Y
a8 charged in Lhe l.zlhl‘_tuum ‘an'l 1? G. SUILEFFE) CO.. MANTFAC l ‘o L oo d v L O ’
vou find him pat guilty you wil' say .

We. the jury. find the deteadant n J‘ turers of Marhidizad Iron and S'ate \

utﬂ.[} € jary, tini 10 delendant not "”‘\"1‘131.3“ .'r!.. g;{:"{}l.jﬂ_ dealors 1o
Ku : . "ANCOY GRATE MINGS, TILES,

The forecoing comoprises the entire | BRASY GOODS, ete., Cincinuatt, 0. O A HOUSE
ch;l{‘rr'r f.r‘"”_l“"l“'““‘_‘i","' ln_';wi. _ WATSON BROS._, iinsels sar.d | /! v Pavlar
}lll"\']:h'itl;‘illlm '\\II.IJ.UII.‘ .1[:\1_. _.f'It-l:nml Lhe | Manufacturers' As;emn.koern completa bire | Ll ) ebiad B0 Sl bl I”{

) ¥ proscoution w.:..d‘ wrouglit | or the above goods constant!y vn hand 0 |
under the provisions of the “*Edmunds AND Cunmlk IONERY.
Act,"” 'and they should bave bevn in-
formmed whten that act took effect. They N & O H $

n ir VY

should have been vold that prior to the 4 - !
passage of that act, cobabitation was | . By 7 o p

- 5| The Brighton and North Poist Irrga- ' \ i ;
not an offease. The word *‘cobabit” E - v FRSE =TS PINING. ROOM,
snould have been deflned, and the Jurs ton Company W Vi Hisin T an
instructed that unles=s they foound be- . . x —
voud a reasvnable doubt tuat the de- “‘?f‘” gl "JBH' 5-;'}.‘".3!‘“;:‘ ?lf;:"‘l,'_""
fendant had cohabited with the women SRS iR g R L %
named In the [ndictment since the BALT LARKE CITY, May 24 14an .
“lamunds Act’ took effect, aad within - : Tyhe N LHAON T
Lhe time named (o the indictment, they R e  ar  enal LEREHER AT AL EENRN J

; " Stk A THE : . 2 following described Shares of Stok fu
should scquit. The defendant Irt'l[lh’.';l-‘ the above Company, on account of Rssess — - e ———s & \
ed instructions on &ll these points and | ment levied on January Ssth, 1886, and the
they were refused. Thls refusa] wwa~ | several mmounts set opposite the npames of
error, for It is the duty of the Judyge | the reapectise shareholders as follows, and
when reguested, to tnstruct the jury | 1B accordance with law. so mwany sbhares of
upon every poiot of law pertinent 1o ":'r:' ':'I']”;L":,,'{.‘{'3":,',’:.l,:'r:;;,'.E.,:";,l:.':.'l:',:H
!’h‘? issues. 'Co:['f-.‘ va. ?u'yf-)r, g4 ( 'EN' + | House, situsted in Brighton, Salt Laske
265 ; Haysrvs., awl, 61 Fenn., St; I34. County Ut®h, on Thursaday, June 2600, 1548
A purty hus the right 1o have the Jury | at 12 o'clock a. m, tq pay delinquent assesn
instructed upoa the law of t'ie casc | ment thereon, logether with the rost of ad
clearly and pointedly, 8o as to leave po | ¥eilising and expenses of tho sale -
reasonable ground i\!r rulsapprehen- 2l I;-:Ir“: g
sion or mistuke, and it is error to refus R YRCECIATY e :
toinstruct when requested, upon pajnts , _ _ Underiaker, Funeral Director and

ertinent to the issue. Muldowney c» Namsio -“(';r"’ :f" ‘“'f“ Fmbalmer.

. Cent. R. Co. V72 fewa, I 76; Car- . - g L= RCh .,
penter vs. State, 43 Ind., 371: Morris Cooler A. W oo f"m' e ah':‘;p- A S b L i SHoTS athling e
ru.?!‘lart,);';f;.' Conn., 75; Nels vs. dtate, | Cochrane G. M........ 17 B 19400 SR RE R R Mt e R RS
2 2., 250, Coclirane Frank....... 4i2 ) 4 20 A el leta staekict T Torlsove mned L7

As far as the evidence goes the judge . B e i i 40 e RERKP TS ks Ie 01 1V OER darser !.;._.l.. ;,,;,'.
should glve any pertiucnt Instructions | Cheeney Nathan........ L W B0 constaatly on b -

| asked for conformable to the layw, Glawsoniil B, 2 4 1 e ::‘1 kor White'llen ‘
T Tt R i Gt L ARAWROD 5. Id.ovae innan . i aN oilie Pairyd Wil Hinn r '

Ntate vs, “{ ilsop, 2 Scan., 28 Cobn Heury....... “n g 020 un .'._.”:1 11” s L 3 )

Davis vs, State, 10 GGa., 101, “ (et OSSR o9 12 G it ihiten. xis e

e need not adopt the langzuage of Huntington (. W.. 15 d 260" ok Irr et Aiten 0n .'I- ! o him b o
counsel asking the instruction, but if | Hanson Natban...... at 4 =~ Fola)img snd 1 I L Tty
the form and substauce is not objec- | Holt Charles....... ¢ ra (1] ¥ <0 lacilw nnd grmve i1 Yie ¥ o
tionable it 1s better so to do, Jack James...... “as 27 " 11 60 srery in the <y

Bish. Crim., Pro. 5.1081, 4 {inr}'m. Ellns.ici SRR - | 1*-3 :'.. 10 Al pders Loy totegraptl ortelephone, itny

Any explanation may be added, or, of i::’éd“.":,"j : s ?‘: 10 f ::: "'II“""’" will ""‘-'I' Copriompkaiteuiion
= G = < 1 d YURDssssonsnse - bl T O VoW vl Lerms peasonngld
course soy modification of 118 terms | gydeout K. N oo 2 A 200 OMeo Neyer | Tetepiy ey W)
ma}-Ll'ru. n'mdic, M Tavlor Stanley... .... i 4 | % i

ambeth vs. State, 23 Mlss., 322 Thomas James W (' id 6ao o .
e - P oty e P " 5 L rg §
S Bish. Crim., Pro. 5. 981 atid cases diva 23 8. West Temple Streef.
clted,

It is truc that the Court charged the | T ——————— ——
jury that *‘the luw presumes e de T
fendant innocent until proven gulity e
beyoud a reasvnable doubt,' but the
defendaut was entitled to have them
charged in the laoguage of his dftecenth
and sixteenth instructions which were
as follows:

15, "The law presumes |[nnocence,
and therelore that all persoas who were
cohahiting when the Edmunds law ook
eflvct, contrary to the provisions of
tuat uet, then c#ased to do s0.m

i, **No fact in the gonduct ol the
detendant, sthisequent to the passsie
of the Ldmunds Act, can he m*.:h-, mope
slgnidcant of gullt n violating Ve spe-

Livn agaiust cobabitation, by reason of |
the existence of the poliginous rela- |
Lion between him and the women joen- |
tioned in the Indictment, prior to tne | -
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MAMBRINO FLEET.

—e

EDIGREE_MAMBRINO FLEET WAS BIRED Y PORTION (STANDARD) DAM
Lucy by Kennobeeak, second dam, Kixy by Brookins Jack, ihird dam, A fne mars,
nght m Néew York to Minpesota and the properiy of My, Orrock, of Sharburne
unty, Minnesota. A duplicate of this pedigree, the pedigres of Wostoin Planet, (now
dead) a fall brother of Mambrino Fleet, (s 0u record o the third voinwe of **"Wallace's

American Trotng Register, page 060,
Will stand at Tithing Stables, Salt Lake U'ity, Thursday, Friday snd

till noon Saturday of each week.

8223 FOR THIE SICASON.
GEO. W. RIGGS.
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EXCELSIOR MANUFACTURING CO.,

Edward L. G
LT AR A
his shoulder, 50 that he could n:tnm
his ; he all remedies without
m":l?gnm 2- Ius.r'clhnd. ot
works wilh saw or spade ag m“n‘:

FLY DOORS
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TIN PLATE, SREET IRON, STAMPED WARE & TINNERS'T00LS,

€19-18 N. Main Street, St. Louis, Mo.

For Sale by 5. C. L. L.
.. Sale Agente In Nalt Lake City,




