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guitar, which he did. Then, when they
got ready to go, thoy took a young man
‘who was working for uncle, and told the
rent to stay in the houss, which we all
did. Thoy next took the yonng man Lo
a honse where they Lhought they could
get some whisky., They ordered him to
ocall up the man, which be did. The
man came to the door in hisnight clothes,
«nd they told him tn come out. He
paid he wonld am woon ne he got
bis pnnts on. He had no sconer
tnrned than they commenced to shoot,
They shot the man in the left atm and
bis wife in tha right arm, tearing the
whole of her elbow off. They next shot
n young girl while she lay in bed. They
atruck het three times, onee in the log,
once in the bip, and oul Lhe flesh in the
rmall of the back, They then told the
young man to geat & paddie which was
lying near. He got the saddle—and pat it
on top of another which was already on
the back of &« horse. Next Lhoy made
him dianes by abhonling at his feat. Then
they got on their bhorses and rode away.
The next day I went over 1o 1he house.
It waus s fearful sight—hlood over every-
thing. The marshale bhave been after
them ever since; there are four here now,
ocating diuner.

Kverybocy sceme ‘lo obey oruers
promptiy down Lthere on occasions of
tbie kind; and doubtlesr everybody who
loves peasce and good order will Le
grateful when the usy cemes that Lthe
Iaw cau beeo vigorously euiorced that
white renegeades fnon as form the
Cook gang nou othur comuinations of
outiawe in [ndian Territory will ind
it imipossihle to engaye In Auch terror-
jzlog proceedings wilh impunity.
Meunwhile there will be no sympathy
wasted upon the repeipt of news from
time to lime that one or another of the
depperndoes has fallen in u quarrel
with bis compuniens or through the
‘well-directed alm of the officers.

FOR! “HIGHER CRITICS.”?

Prof, E. J. Wolf, vt the Theologion)
‘eemicary, Qeuseburg, Pennsylvania,
In a recent article in the Independent

draws s parallel that ie caloulated t)
throw light on the controversy
tuiged by 1he modern sdvocrtes of the
so-called “‘higher oritliclam’’ of tne
Bible.

Opne of the mort important :zt-te
papers to which Presider t QCievelano
has eet nie signature is his mersuge to
Copgrese on the Hawailan sffajr.
Ope would naturally suppose that s

conipoeftion of that Dasture, writlen
an 1t were but yesterdsy, could
dct give rise ts different

opinions as to the nutborsbip, among
oritice well acqualnted with the atrong
peouliaritier  f the distlnguisbhed gen-
tlemen whose name it bears, und com-
petent, one would think, to judge of
such matterr, The fact is all the more
remarkable thot widely diflerent opin-
fone on this subject do exiet and bave
been freely publisned.

Han. Edward MePherson In the
Geltyrhurg Star and Sentinel aaye: “'As
nmetter of rtyle 1t e a vrev t Jmprove-
mwopt on any « ther o1 Mr. Clevetand’s
messager, baving evldently been pre-
pared by Mr, Gresbum.”” Mr, Dana,
of the New York Sun, takes unother
view apd +tates hlupt y: “Five-sixthe
of the message s n rertaiement in Mr,
Cleveland?’s ow n lsnousge of lbhe argo-
meptfor the polloy « £ it famy.?? Mr. Mi-
Phereon hes fer more than thirly years

Ao

been closely affiliated with the political
leandera of the gountry, well conver-
aant with their oharat teristtes of alyle
in epeech and writing. Anpd Mr,
Dspa’s qualifipations se a judge of the
autborship of an official document
will oct be questioned, How, then, 18
the fapt apcounted for thal one of these
wble oritichsees in the Hawailan mee-
sage the ‘‘improved’? sty le of Hecrelary
Gresunm, while to the otber L Is
almret entirely the Presldent’s own
language?

‘With this contradlition of each
other by expert oritice, in the case of &
modern document, the ‘thigher
oritios?’ of the Bible wlll find it
a difficult tapk to reconcile

their cisim that they can essily pilok
outl what paragrapbe authors thoueands
of yeara ago wrote and spoke. They
tell ue that Moser wrote this and some
editor of Mosnlo writinge Lbhat; they
¢laim to be able to recognize the poeli-
cal compositiona of David as distinot
from those of Ezra, and aseert that
leniah could not have written pwurtain
portions of the book that bears bhis
name. And so positive are they that
Lthey refuse Lo recogulze as a gobolar
anybody who dares to question the
solidity of thelr argcumentr. When it
is demopatrated,bowe ver, as jn the case
of the Prestdent’s letter to Congreas,
that mistakes s to the aulborehip are
popaible, when the gnestlou seemp to
be an exceedingly simple one, bow
much rueliability is to he placed orn the
statements of critice who undertake to
declde u problem, the coirect solution
of whioch depunds oo n number of
facts, many of which are no lunger to
he asceltsined by the ordioary
me¢thode of 1nve:tigetion? Ewi-
deptly, *“‘higher eritigiem,? whet-
evar jty  value may be, Ir
prt entitled to the infulBbil'ty that
apm® of ftandvoeostes olalm for it.

Ar ametter of fact, doubts ap to the

authorahip of tne DMosale writ-
Ings were not expressed by any
now known writar before the

thiiteerth cepntury uofter Christ and
pome 0! the early aubnetents uf the
theory of denial, Thomas Hobbes,
for inetance, can Dot be considered
competent judger. The bheal scholar-
shipof every age bas deoclared for the
genulnepess of the booke in dispute,

One of the maln argumeonts sgajnst
leainh, and sleo of Danle), reats chietly
on the assertion thalt certain portipus
of thelr books are too platn in the des-
cription of evente suppused ubt that
time to be future. They are written
alter those evenls, il is olaimed, and
not before. They are history nud not
ptophecy. To a desire to establish this
proposition msay be traced the efforte of
filading differences of style, eic. It is,
In other words,a piain attempt to deoy
tbe propbetlc gift as such, when
in the judement of the oritice the
prophetio language 18 ‘ftoo plain,”
thati is, giving unueniable svidence of
the Divine ipspiration of the Beers. No
unessiness, bowever, need be fell on
this point. Propbetic writiogs have

vindicated themselves all through the!

ages, ag history bue confirmed Lhe
predictinne made, and even in our
own age, NUmerous svents lranspire,
clearly foretold botbh by Ieslah aod
Daniel, Qthers are on the verge of
fulfilment, and when the closing chay-
ter of this dispensation shuill have heen
written, it will be found that the an-

olent pervanls of the Lorg,

as
those ia thin modern age, were
led by the Bpirit that pas
from the beginoing superintepge

the affaire of natlons. Toie tact will
be more and more apparent as the.
winding-up #Cenef approach, aud in
the meantime a criticiem tbit depends
moetly oo prejudice toward Lhe super-
natural element jn (be scriplurey wij|
probably sprume a mote ralional attl-
tude than it bas at present.

THE GATHERING OF STATISTICN,

Onpe of the deputy statistioinne for Salt
Lake ovunly bas polated out tp gya
thal people are seemingly very averze

to giviug the information which the
atatistioal schedules require,and do pot.
realize that the law makes the furnish-
ing otsuch informatiion compuleory, Ad
the same lime some: people Dave com-
plalned that the etatistiolans inquire
teo olosely into private aflalirs; the com-
plaivants aleo assert that if the Jaw
goes 8o far AR Is olaimed for it,thexn it s
aD unwuarrantable invuslon of the pep-
sonal rights aud liberty of the Oillien_
und iis eniofcement I8 "nDl‘Oper;'
therefore they sek (o7 information re-
garding it.

With reference to the firsl request
we  will eay  Lhat the law
direots toat statlstloiana be nppoigred-
for a stated purpoee, and aleo requires
toe people to glve them certaln jutgp-
mation whigh it is conridered wilj pe
of publio benefit. It is provided thag a
refuaal to conform to this requirement
shall subject the person refusiog to the
peusity tfa fine not less than flve gol-
Jure nor more than two hundred dol-
lure, The depuly atatisticlans in esgh
oounly must begin their work not later
than the firet of February in esch sta-
ttatical year {ihat ie, 1895, vnd trigpe
pially thereafier), and a faliure to
pelform their duty renders them ljaple
to fine snd imprisonment.

The information which the jJaw
requires that persons applled to wshall
furnlehh to the depuly statlstloiaps ja
aa to the number ¢f acres they bave of
fmproved land, uoimproved laud, apd
Iand under -cultivaticn during 1894 ua
farms; acres irrigated, and also upger
enplosure for pasture; acres of orope
and amount And value thereof; agres
of apple, peaoh, aprient, pear and pjum
treet; the number of busbels of gagh:
fruitl sold; the number of burbels and-
value of emall frult produued, inplud.
ing curranis, cherries and berries: the
number of pounds and value of grajes
sold; the number of gallons of wine,
olier, vipegar and sorghum; Number
of pounds of hutter, cheese, boney, and
of each kind of dried fruits; number
of hiven of bees, and pounus of wool
8ho1p; und the pumber of milob cowa,
onttle, borses, mules, msses, wheep,
goule, and swine over slX months ola,
owned on the 8lst day of Decembur of
the preceding year.

In addition to brocuring the data
mentioned in the foreguing enumera-
tion, the deputy etatisticlans are re-
guired to collect informasion as to the
wmount that bas been expended for
pubiic and private bulldinge, and on
puhlie works; the number of Induatrial
concerns and people employed, WhRges
paid, -value of plants, amount and
value of annual product and oapital,
number of stores, with their caplial;



