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“THE MORMON QUESTION.”

Uxper the ahove heading the National
| Republican of May 15th publishes in
'full the argamént of Hon. Jeff Chand-

[ ler before the Jadiciary Committee of

f 1he House of Representatives, on the
new Edmunds bill referred to that
committee, It occupies nearly nine
columns of #mall type, and is an ex-
haua®ive criticism on the chlef sections
of that inlquitons measure. The whole
address, with the discussion that oc-
‘curred with members of the com-nittee
duaring its delivery, gré worth repro-
ducing In full, but it 1s s0 voluminous
that we believe oar readers will prefer
a synopsis with some ljiteral quota-
tions.

The.celebrated lawyer commences by
drawing attention to the Edmunds law
as it now Stands and refuting the
slatement, believed by mawny, that a
man in Ttuh with flve wives can’cast
six voles. Heguotes the law to prove
that sudh d man has uo vote at all, that
he and his wives are prohibited from
voting and hghkiing office,and that they
are simply permitted by the law to ex-
ist.  He pusses on o consider the ab-
surd exgitement o©yver the polygamy
question, relerring to the statcment of

" Mr. Baskin that only two convictions
for polygamy Lad|.been securcd, one
before and one siuge the passage of the

1 BEdwunds law, and intimates that If
spuch convictions had been had In Ver-
mont instead of Utah, the couptry
would not have been so shocked, and
that it s difficalt to distinguish be-
tween the moral perifidy of such ge-
currences in Vermont and in Utab.
The statement of fact is not exactly
correct, but that |is the tault of Mr.
Baskin, not Mr, Chandler. There have
beeu a few more comvictions, but the
gentleman’s remagks are just as ap-
plicable to the point.

iIe then asks what grievances the
Geutiles urging this new legislation
have Lo complain Gfsgnd says: .

“The Gentiles come here with a rep-
resentative who télls you that he
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and thit
tuh; "they

«laring the three hours which be occu-
pied in his argumeént before this com-

mittee, he could pot or did mnot
recollect a single Instance where
the (entile populatiou, thougl

fn a smail minority,have beenunequal-
1y or upjustly treatid by this lezislation.
Now, so fur as they present themselves
here s o cidss, they stal: no grievance
+ agaiost thsmselves. They do not comne
here aud say that the polivical wer of
Utah ouxht o be taken out of the hands
of this majority bgeadse the majority
,mse that power pppressively against
them. Notatall. |[Tneydo notsaythat
taxatio:n i unegqugl or unjust, or that
any priyvileges are| denied them which
are cpjoyed by the wajority, or that
there is anything ih the exercise of do-
mestie goverumeut  which gives them
toe sligntest canse to complain. Do
they suy that they reccive unfair treat-
ment o the courtg of Uah? Not at all.
Do tiaey show youja siogle instauce in
the adjudication of that Tervitory,from
its creation dowa be this hour,wuerein
the Gentiles have not been fairly and
justly treated hy Lie courts? Not st
all. Then what dg¢ they complain of?
1t is that the mujoirity does not deport
jtself lo u maopnef 1o ¢xcite the ap-
proval of’ the minority. A population
of 150,000 does notin all things conduact
itself 50 as o moept the absolute and
nnqualited apprgval of 30,000, and
therefore they. ask that tue political
power of the majority shall be taken
away irom thos¢ 150,000 and be left
with the minority."”

That stales Llul case of the con-
gpirators exactly. It is thelr whole
question, concisely putl. Mr. Chaundier
1hen sttacks the grovision in the new

. pill compelling the legal wife to testify
against the husba d, and remarks:

wOur civilization protests against the
jntroduction of hysband and wife as
witnesses uazalnsy each other, The
sanctity of the marriage relation is so

reat in the estecm of our civilization,
that it is believed mo discord should be

spmitted or fpromoted between hus-

and and wile by bringing them into
conilictinyg rclations with each other in
the cuourt, 2, theréfore, 1L wWas not
within the sthoueht of the framers of
the Constitution that the wife or hus-
bangl would-ever be compelled to testi-
iy azaigst cach other.”:

He then nssails the inequality of
anti-**Mormon” ' legislation, becaunse
it acts specially on the “*Mormons’
and not on the **(entiles.'"” A colloquy
between Lhe gentlemsn and members
of the committee results in the de-
monstration of the sccuracy of his
ptrictares, andtbe freedom permitted
1o *‘Gentile’ illicit relations while
ssMormon'' plurdl marriage is pun-
jshed with beartless severitp.

Theeowmon idea being advanced by
& comipitteeman {hat the gravity of the
ssMormon'’ offense i3 In the acknow-
ledgment of tae plural reiation and the
claim that it 1s rigiat, Mr. Chandler

responds:

“Now, does it not resolve itself into
this: Here isaman who holds out by
Lis conduct that he is gullty of illicit
cohabitatioh. He does pot introduce
his partuer in the offense as bis wife,
but tie assumes this offensive relation
publicly and nolpriously, and that is
called notoribus! ‘sdaltery, end 13
deemed ®s such. /Now, bere is another
party who says [ claim a certala rela-
tion, leigal relation, with my partner
ig business; but the offense in. its
moral charucter, 50 the anti-Mormouns
say, 4 precisely similar in moral tur-
piiude to the offeuse uader the otner
pame. ‘The two transactidns differ
from each other oaly in this, in one no
preteuse of marrioge s made, there js
no pretense of hooesty, no pretense of
decency. 1o the otnerthere is a claim
of decéncy, and that is condemnea the
more severely of the two. Certalaly

there 18 mnot the moral state of
pollution in the one as lo
the otuer. In the one case there

is total depravity snd ahandonment
madepublic; 7in Lbe otheér there is a
clalm that it 18 hooest, and how the
transaction that is precisely the same
in its ountward features sbould be con-
demued more harshly because It is pre-
tended to be honest than the ome ad-

mitted to be dishooest, I do not see.
But it does seem to me tbat the con-
stituents of the two matters are differ-
ent inthis—one relation is sincere, the
other dishonest. Now, is it wtah Lo
gpake the husband or the wife & wit-
ness against each other in the cases
where the motives are good, aud notin
the othere lsthatan intelilgent, just,
humane proposition? Thoat it is pot
soch is conceded when it is made
specinl. If it werea wize, just rule of
evidence you would apply It to Lhe en-
tire United States. You would not

shrink it up, you would not restrict it

10 the meager dimensions of Utah, sad
tjpply it to a pacticular class only in
tah. !
yourseives when you limit it,and when
@ say that it is only jnteaded for a
ew people, thereby you dcc'liare that it
18 not suitable for the many.

The Chairman| objecting that Con-
gress cannol re ulate the laws of a
state, Mr. Chandler answersa:

" g not apply to all transactions
10 el‘:e({-‘;ghlng t!{"l:_‘.l‘ which the ‘egl'-ﬂ]
government Las jarisdiction. It only
spplies to cases of bigamy, polygauy,
158 anlawful cpbabitagion. hy'not
es of contract, and in

over

i :ﬁply ittoallc

cases where you want to

urt evidence? Why not
gﬁ?&alg cunuml? W hy not break down
this barrier agaligst the introduction of

in toto? W
tial? l{ ltﬁl a oo
thing uld he open to &

Seadt special linited to' 8 elass.
| (Congress ought not to be governed by
i unprbu‘oulho&nn of afew pecple

out to ; people who do
wgcmj
gommon with

ha no'inu'muln

busband and wif
1t limited and

z

ve
people, who know

country

has
lived in Laat ' Terrilory fortwenty years,
during tosl-thme iEiy so-
called Moroun 'eldiient beld absolute

olitical power within the Territory of
make all tbe laws that
affect the domestic welfare of all the
people Living in that Territory, and yet,

disfranchised and woman suffrage s

Ll

You express s distrust of It

Why make |

o POl
ity is going o recommend &
bill onght to stand & solid legal

and impartial basis. It ought not to
treat our whole political l;'i;llc:mwlu’

with contempt.

The next point discussed is the pro-
— | vision of the new bill authorizing the

arrest of witnesses *'if there is reason-
able ground to belleve that they will
not obey a subpeena.” The wrong and
illegality of such a measure are strong-
ly presented, and we make this extract
from thut part of the agreement:

**Any man who has administered law
knows thatan instruction to ‘a jury
which authorized the jury to flud u
verdict accordmg to their belief would
be held erroneous. They mnust belleve
from the evidence. You'do not submit
coplroversies in any shape to a mere
belief. You determine and adjudicats
the controversies that come before
courts on evidence, and any statuote
that dispenses with evidence in order
to come to amny conclusion is vicious
for that reason. ‘The Constitution for-
bids the arrestof a person except on
probable caase. Probable cause has
been deflped so often by our courts
that it Is anderstood to be composed of
evidence. There must be an aflidavit
of the party having some knowledge of
the subject, and then there can only be
an arrest preliminary to a hearing. The
party arrested on probable cayse s
entitled to a before commit-
ment. This statute does tolerate im-
prisonment without a hearing.””

The excess of power this would give
over ‘‘Mormon’ families is enlarged
upon, and the plea that this extraordi-
pary stretcin of authority is justifled by
the extraordioary nature of the case,
is ¢effectunally disposed of. Iu answer
to questions as to what would be Jastl-
flable in the case of & community that
recognized horse steallng as an instl
tution, Mr. Chandler says:

11 the organlzation include .ﬁamg
who take ngg;art in committing crime
then only those who commit crlmim.l
acts can be punished. If parties live
io & community and sympatbize with
others who violate the law, such sym-
pathy doos not render them criminally
l'mble. Persoas can only be punished
in this country for overt acts. You
cannot reach.and punish s;mpatnf.
opinion or feellng merely. * 1
may be conceded for the sake ol argu-
ment that sthelr beliefl that they are
right does not protect them from pros-
ecution, but does their sipcerity make
them worse & person dolog the
same act, knowing it to be wrong.
guonldb ttlllimlallu lnolf proce-

ure be ¢ against a peo-
ple and made hursher than
they otherwise ,would be, because
that people Is honest in doing the for-
bidden act? The differcnce between
bigamy in Utah and Vermeat ls this:
In Utah the parties belleve they are
right; in Vermont they know thery are
wrong. The ordinary methods of jus-
tice are sufficient to puhish the wan
who kpows he is wrong, but extraor-
dloary messures are pecessary against
the honest wrong doer. [s au error in
hellef more to be punished than inten-
tional wrong-dolog? kirror in belief
isnot criminal per 8e. 1f oue who does
a forbiddea act under a couviction
that it is morally rigist to do the act is

guisbhed in excess of the punishment
pficted upon a person doing a simular
act knowing the act Lo be wrong, such
excesss of punishment falls upon the
ﬂoiu;,st. transgressor because of his be-
ef.

The fallacy of the idea that & man
can be punished for advocating plural
marriage 18 thoronghly exposed ln ex-
tended remarks, and the speaker asks:

‘“Will any lawyer say that if I recom-
mend a man to commit bigamy that 1
could be joinulr Incdicted with him for
cowmitting bigamy? Can 1 partici-
pate with another man In blgamy? It
18 oot i the nature of a joint ofMfense,
There 13 no conspiracy which weuld
lie, nor would any court construe that
if [ reco:nmended & person to commit
bigamy, and he did commit bigamy,
that 1 conld be held for his higamlv.

. — *  Otherwise you would
condemun men for tbeir nEpmval, you
would condemn men for thelr sympa-
thy, you would condem them f=r thelr
intent, and uander our system of crim-
inal luw I defy any lawyer to present
any well-conslide case from any
court Lthat holds tbat pérsons are lia-
ble: fur sympathy wilh one who has
cowinitted a forbidden act. If yon
extend punishment to sympathy, what
becomes of ;onr principle of strict
coustruction? Can you convict s man
except for an act which he has com-
mitted? *‘‘*Act and intent,”” the Su-
preme Court of the United States has
repeatedly said, constitute a crime,
andl not intent, *ut the forbidden act
aod intent together are necessary,"’

Mr. Chandler, after some farther
discussion with the commiltee, ex-
plains that he 1s not asking for any re-
peal or change of existing laws, but
protesting azsainst the passage of the
bill in.the hands of the committee,
which, he says, *‘has not a provision
In it that does mnot violate settled and
accepted doctrines of our law.” He
admits that from the standpolng of the
Government, polygamy is assailed as a
crime. But remarks: S

“Now will you remove im the pun-
ishment of t crime all the safe-
guards to personal liberty? If we can
suppress and subdue other criminals
without doing anything but what Is in
perfect accord with the great princi-

les of personal safety, why not regu-
Pate this matter by the same rules? All
coercive process is naturally slow.
Youn cannot jat ooce expunge any
state of things from the face 5f the
carth. There have been established
great guides of procedure which will
not be departed from to punish mur-
der, larcemy or arson, Or aany other
crime. We bave adopted taese meth-
ods because of their supreme excel-
lence; becaase of the good which
they do to society in their careful, ju-
ﬂlicmus, wise and humane admdnistra-
tion,

“*Now, you have & crime which of-
fends a certain class of ple who
have worked themselves into a frenzy,
and who are pursuing the Mormons as
a calling, &lthoufq tneg have not sui-
fered a particle from them or anything
relating to polygamy. Theyouly know
of polygamy by hearsay; they have be-
come perfectly enraged at what they
call the terrible state of immorality in
Utah, and they come to this commlittee
and clamor that all the agrut principles
ol our law be suspended that we may
punish this onmg‘cous race of pol.fg-
amists In the Territory of Utah, e
:-emec,lfr is tenfold worse than the dis-
ed se,

The speaker then touches on the
project to disfranchise the women of
Utah. He thinks women have their
own way pretty well now, without the
ballot, and is not an advocate of
woman suffrage In general. DButas all
wlho practice polygamy are already

permitted in the Territory, he cannot
see why the principle of local self-
government which gives them the bak
1ot should be Interfered with. e then
takes np the Legislative Commission
scheme, advocated by Baskin, and the

following colloquy ensues. Mr, Chand-

ler remarks:

““Here is a proposition to give thir-
tesn men the rigiht to legislate.
““Mr., Stewart. That is mnot in this

1
“‘Mr. Chandler. Noj; but that was in
the propositionjof the gentieman who
came here to ask your help 1n hamili-
ating the Mormons, The proposition
is that the Mormons cannot be trusted
to govern themselves, and yon are
asked to send thirteen men out there to
govern this community. This Is his
proposition. Now I say either propo-
sitien is condemnned by the lghﬂo&ophy
of our system, [t was sald long ago
that taxation without representation
was tyranny. Thnat was our defini-
tion, 1 believe, and that is the standard
definition of tyranny—that  taxation
without representation is tyranny. You
are asked to disfranchise all the Mor-
ns and turn the government over to
,000 Gentlles, and allow the minority
to govern the majority, and to tax
them withont representation, or to
send thirteen -men out there,
who will make the minority still lessa,
to govern &l the oshers. You are
asked to put legislative authority in
the hands of these thirteen men with
power to tax those who will be with-
out zheﬁower of representation in that

body. that was ty when this
government was established, Is it less
50 now?

Mr. Stewart. 1 <o not think it is
worth while to spend apy time arguing
that point.

Mr. Chandler. I will leave it.

Mr. Btewart. It occurred to me indi-
vid that it was not worth while to
dwell further upon that polat. If the
with in that, you

_ mmﬁ save the

) . |

.the court I8 notcordiall

“The Chalrman. You are argulng, Mr.

T Chandler; the proposition ol commit-

ting the whole leg!siative power of the
Territory to a commission,
Mr. Chandler. Yes, sir. )
b 'lll‘lm Chairman. That is pot in the
all.

Mi. Chandler; No, siry but it is ia
the argument of the gontleman who ap-
peared here tue other day.

The Chsirmman. I thidk as 1t is not in
the bill that § may safely say to the
subcommittee that we (o not propose
to put it in.”

Mr. Baskin's Legislative Commisslon
schem+ bolmy thus satisfactorily sat
down upon, Mr. Chaodler pext takes
up the proposition to appoint fourteen
tgustees to sssume the mana gemeat of
tire property of the ““Mormon®’ Cuurch,
whereupon the Chajrman of the cowm-
mittee remarks:

] am authorlz el to say on bebaif of
the sub-committee that we do not
propose Lo hecowme partners in ruu-
ning the Mormon Church. The ques-
tion is= whal may be done, or what
shouldl be Jdoue, in reference to the lo-
corporation ol the Mormon Church,
and the amount of property It shall
hold is & quoestion: you may .discuss,
The committee does not mean to
“’"35" your line of argunment, Mr.
Chaundler, but simply say whercin we
agree, and save yeu discussion. We
accede to your proposition with refer-
ence to this cnurch government.”

Tuat disposes effectually of the
muin scheme in the bill, runs the saw-
dust out of the Edmunds doll, so tod
speak. The question of dissqlving the
corporation known as the Church of
Jesus Chrlst of Latter-day Salints
belog recognized as a proper subject
for discussion, Mr. Chandler vigorous-
ly assails the proposition and says:

‘I take it for granted that the State
caanot disestablish this church. In
the lirst place, while the Constitution
ol the United States does nol say that
the federal ruvernment shall not pass
4 law impairing the contract, that is a
law of the federal government withont
saying it, and If there is any doucbt
about these decisions I will huat them
up andfurnish them, to the effect that
a contract, so faras the treatment of it
by the federal government is con-
cerpned, isas sacred and as imviolable
by the federal government as it 18 in

12 hands of the State governments.

‘““Now, there is & faurther provision
that no law shall be passed for the es-
taulishment of religion
the free exercise thereof.

*“The Chalrmm—‘Raa?ec g an es-
tablishment of religion,’ are'tue words
of ﬁje Coustitution.

. Chandler, Does that law that
provides against the establishment of
religion permit the disestablishment of
all religions but one? May you, be-
cause the language of Lthe counstitct on
is that you shall uot establish n relig-
ion, do the reverse—disestablish & re-
liglon? Another provision of tne con-
stitution is Lthat no religious test shall
bhe made In the administration of the
government.

Mr. Stewart. Riglt there let me ask
you & question, it you wiil permit the
interruption. You ask has Congress
power to disestablist religion. Is it
Jdisestablishment of religion for (Con-
giess to repeal, or undertake Lo repeal,
a charter granted by a territorinllegis-
latare Lo any church? s thata Jdises-
tanlishment?  Are not the Fubpla still
il liberly to exercise their religlous
rizht witnout any corporate right?

Mr. Chandler, it ls in the power of
the government to Ioncerporate a
church, but after it has incorporated a
chnrch the coutract between the gov-
¢roment in granting the charter of the
incorporation in church cases is pre-
cisely thie same as a contract grantinga
charter in any other instance, as for a
college, etc. Now, there i1s no doubt
but & church is a Yr!vnte charity, and
that has been decided m 14 Gray and
several Massachusetts cases by Judge
Hoar and others that & church is a pri-
vdté charity, and there is no such thing
as a public church in this country; that
a church is not for the'ﬁubllc at large,
but for the beneflt of those who con-
tribute to its established form of wor-
shlp, for the circle who conform to the
requirements of its ritual. It iz a pri-
vate trust for their own baneilt,
and therefore being such hakes
it a private charity. In fthree
cuses in Massachusetts wherd the
atlorney general undertook to inter-
vene to corrcct what he alleged to be
abuses of such charlties, the Supreme
Court dismissed the case on the ground
that the State hadj nothinggto do with
them; that t.hez: were simply a private
chariuy, prescribing their own rules of
vovernment and their own methods of
redress, and to those rules of govern-
ment and methods of redress alone
was the cha.ru;; commlt;ted."

L

or to affect

L ]

“‘And the courts have gone go far in
the suathorities cited here as to hold
that if a person appointed a trastee by
in sympathy
with the objects and doctrines and
purposes of the trust, that fact is of
sufficient importance to authorize the
court toremeve him and appoint some-
body else.”

The right of a Hindoo to establish
his religion even within sight of the
national capital, and of a IHindoo cor-
poration to bhold property is con-
tended for, and it is shown that {f
Congress granted a charter to a
Mohammedan Church to hold proper-
ty it could not impair the title after-
wards, nor modily or repeal the chart-
er unless it reserves to itself that right
in the charter. A long discussion fol-
lows in which Mr. Chandler main-
tains tbat a religious corporation
whose rights were defined at the time
of its creation has a title to everything
which grows oat of those detined
righta.

Mr. Chandler mnext defends the
“"Mormons' from the' general charge
that they will not obey the laws, and
shows that there can be no complaint
against them generally, and that
In attempting to enforce |[the laws
agaiost  bigamy -and polygamy
after the present mode, violation Is
done to the very things that the law
holds in high esteem. He takes up the
question of unlawful cohabitation, and
explains the uncertalnty that hangs
over its meaning, «lving some of the
latest definitiond of the Utah courts,
which |seesn 1@ have astonished the
committee, and they could scarcely be-
lievethat s court would hoid that a
man could be deemed gullty of. crim-
inal cohabltation with women when it
is not shown that he lived under the
same roof, slept in the same bed or
visited with them. The right and daty
of mea to support thelr plural familles
the committee frankly concede. Mr.

(Cbandler remarks on this point:

““Now, in every country of the world
—in the old countriee—these plaral
marriages have been tolerated, sud in
no counutry of the civilized world is it
made repreheasible to support the off-
spring of such a marriage, Why, the
missionaries held a congress among
themselves in Calcutta a few years ago
to take into consideratioh the policy
that they were to extend to tae Hin-
doos whom they converted, and who
maintained these relations, and it was
never thought lmproper by any ol
them for the party to support the wife
and offspring after conversion, and the
discussion of the subject went 5o far
us to say that it was inhuman and nn-
christianlike not to do so. Yet it

is erimninsal in these le in Utan to
do that which is rlzgf.oil’ say that there
can be no case of constructive cohabl-
tation as distinguished from real co-
babitation. These men believe that if
they obey this law as %o copstrued,and
desert their offspring aond renounce
thelr wives, they will be ostracised

and 80 they would be In the District of
Columbia or elsewhere.”

The infamy Is next exposed of the
propositionia the bill to render the
house of any man who has afamily
record, llable to!summary intrusion,
that private papers may be searched
for to secure evidencs of an unlawfal
famlily relation. It is shown that this
Is not censtitutional,and that it cannot
be done evea by an order of court.
The casec of Boyd va, the United States
18 cited (116 U. S.) In which it was held
by the Supreme Court that an order to
deliver papers,though made by a court,
for the purpese of being used in a
criminal case, is a violation of the
provision -of the Coastitution against
uniawiul searches and seizures, ©

The provision in the bill to confiscate
the “*Mormon’ Church property and

| forfeit its charter, then comes in fur

Mr. Chandler’s vivisection., He takes
it to pleces and shows its uniawlial
and dishonest charscter. He ridicules
the use of the word ‘*'escheat in the

! celve it,

L:.umlmsl. the husb in

bill-agd proves that it is put there

Ile explalns:

““Property escheats to the govern-
ment Ouly In case of an extinction uf
tenu ere there are no heirs tore-
(4 Kent’s Qom. 424.) Tols
section not make a new deflnition
of the word ‘escheat.’ hut uses it with
its old deflnition, mJ makes that pro-
vision of the bill, so far as the doc-
t.r!ye of escheat is alluded to, absurd.

The word ‘forfeiture,” which 1s
miscellaneously thrown into associa-
tion with the word cscheat, indicates
an eutirely different state of facts from
those governiug escheat. Chancellor
Kent says (4 vol. 424) there is a dis-
tioction between escheat and forfeit-
ure lo the crown. The law of forfeit-
ure went beyond the law ol escheat,
It extinzuishes forever all wuheritable
quality ol the yassal’s blood. Thelr
blood was uttainted. The law of Jor-
feiture rests upon a corruption of
blood, which, In this country, 15 ual-

versally abolished. (4 Kent's Com.,
426"

He enters Ino a learned discussion
of the powers of the Govermment
in this matter, shows that Jthe pro-
vision limiting the property of the
Church to $50,000 was passed ten years
after lthat charter jwas granted,
and contends that as the charter was a
gontract between the Church ape the
Governinent—the Territorial act being
equal to an act of Congress—then Con-
gress not having reserved any power to
repeal or modify the charter, cunnot
change the capacity of the Church to
hold property, Ile says:.

“*If any thing Is settled in this coun-
try it i3 that the government cannot
chianre the coustitution of u private
charity, nnless iu the act of incorpora-
tion, ur in the general law existing at
the twne of the incorporation. the
power to change it was expressly re-
served to the povermient, which is
not the jcase here, The lmitation,
therefore, to enforce which provision
is here made, is void and can unot be
enforced.” .

The question of the wife testifying
against her husband being wgain
brought up by the comwittee, & lively

that a8 & man cannot be required to
testily agalost himsell, his wife under
the common law principle belng made
a part of himself, cenoot be produced

a8 a witness against hiw. Mr. Chand-
ler says:

“Toe law bas always classed murder
ns more debased agd depraved than
bigamny, polsgamy, or unlauwiul mar-
ringe. Now, why atep down to a grade
of crime and pick out a aubunrlnnte
crime, sod wake the wife u witness in
Lbat subordinate crime, when you will
ot go 1o the full length of extending
her testimony to the higher one. Why
does the human mind shrink away from
oue and not shrink away from the
otber? Toe more bideous and ghastly
the crime, the greater Lhe excuse and
necessity for making her au eligible
witness. Now, Lhis proposed law does
not do any such thing s that. This
blil cont:nis ltsell with one particular
violation of law, and In that particular
case inakes her a witness, and refoses
to make her a witness in the other
cases, and I say when you do tnat, you
e¢xpreas a flistrust of the very doctrine
which you propose Lo establish ia the

rticular case. You have got to make
Lt unlversal in regard to crimes cow-
mitted by Ler husbund, or else you ex-
press, when you make it exceptional,
your distrust of, the principle in those
cases Lo which you do not apply it.”

In regard to the idea that in a “Mor-
mwon'’ plarul marriage a crime I8 com-
witted by the busbdnd against the wife
is dissipated, and® Mr. Chandler con-

cludes his able address with the fol-
lowing paragraph:

*“The lnjury to her rights here Is
purely construct ve aud just as this co-
uabltation we speak of Is constructive.
Tlere is no physicial injury done ner,
uor is hernarriage title affected, and,
#0 far as she can assent to this matter,
she does assent, so that the reason In
this case for mnkin‘f the wile 2 witness

because of some
special Injury falling upon tne wife on-

Iy exists constructively, I. does uot
exist in reality. IL exivts because we
fancy it an injury to her, while she

tloes not fancy it an Injury to her, and
we lmagine the Injury and make it the
foundation ot Introduciug her. ' She iy
jntroduced because, la our oplinien, an
injury Is inflicted uwpon her, snd not
because any violence has lalfe[{l1 on her
person, not because any legal fmvasion
of berrights has taken place, it is only
ideal. Now, I say that, if it be not a
sound principle to latroduce the wife
in all criminal prosecutions, against
the hnaband, It i not wise to make IL
an exception in this case.”

Much of the argument was elicited
by the questions of various members
ol the committee, Lthe speaker being
thus drawe aside from the main thread
of bhis address. But this proved of ad-
vantage ;to our 'cause and was the
means of giving much light to the com-~
mitlee on the ‘*Mormon’ question.
The publication of the ariuinent in
full in & popular paper at the seat of
government, will gain for it an exten-
sive bearing, and it will add one more
leaf to the laurel of fam+ which no one
can deny to the able lawyer. who has
thus so vigorously championed the
cause of an oppressed people.

e S I —
AN UNEQUIVOCAL POSITION,

WEg learn that the *‘Mormon’® prison-
ers serving terms at the Utah peuniten-
tiary for polygamy and unlawful co-
habitation, have formulated a reply to
the offer made by Gdvernor West—
freedom In consideration of their mak-
log a promise to obey the law Infa-
ture, a8 “‘construed by the courts.”
The response of the prisoners I8 in
witing, and was forwarded, under
seal, to the Governor this “afternoon
Its arrival would be too late to enable
us to zive it publicity In this issue of
the News. We are unable to give
the details of the document, but
have been Informed regarding the
kernel of the nut. Simmered down,
its effect 1is, il we are correctly in
formed, that the signers—including all
the prisoners interested, with the ex.
ception of ope—make an ungualified
expression of thelr position. This is,
that they would mather spend the hal-
ance ol their lives ln prison than they
would discard their families of rc-
pounce any principle of their
religlon. This was a npatural
conscquence, becanse, a8 we have
more than once ' asserted, from
the standpoint of a [Latter-day
Saint, the ground of the question in-
volved is not debateable. It is clesrly
and sharply defined. No consistent
member of the Charch can assume any

other attitude, be the comsequences
what they may,

——
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PER WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH LINE.
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LATEST BY LIGHTNING.

Mr Rinine will Fiease Explain.

. NEw YOork, 25.— ting the re-
ried denial by Jas. G. Blaine of the
nterview on the Canadlan fishery

seizure, the MHerald says: “II th's
averment is intended to impugn ju the
slightest jdegree oar dispatch

rinted last 8 and Blaine wil)
gwept the mmy of such im-
pugument, we engage to prove to the

84 tipn of the pablie tlie genuine-
mess and sccaracy Of our cerrspon-
dent’s report.”

Reduction in Western Unlon Rates,

The Western Unlon Telegraph Com-
auﬂ unouge & follo l‘rm:lm:-
ons In State rates to take effect on
Junelst: : 0

From offices in C: to offices in
'?iﬂ:gm. IdahoyIllinois, and Nevada
- To offices in ‘Kansas, Ne New
"rmu'oummih i A‘.‘;ﬁ“‘mm
%P!l and Nm_woﬁ:;_' in Colorado

cts]

From offices in Neb
New Huleoe. ‘Uhhma'lid )‘oemin.gmt"o
fl ia Colorado @ cents.

without a knowledg of its meaning, !

discussion briogs out the argument|

struck jn 25 shops agalnst the task sys-
tem should return to work by Sunday,

was carried into effect yvesterday, and |

jn cousequeunce about X000 men and
women are uow ldle.
‘The Oase of Maxwell the NMarderer,

81. Louvis, 2 .—~In the Preller mur-
der trial thiy mornlnq all of the cloth-
ing marked “C. A. P." found in Max-
well’s truok at Aunckland, New Zea-
land, valises, hat boxes, trunks, medi-
cine botties, letters trom Maxwell to
Prelier and froin detective McUnllough
to Maxwell and the lauier’s attoroey,

articles boughe oy defendant while
i St Louis after  the muar-
der and those purchased in

San Francisco were admitted in evi-
(ence und showu te the jury. The
proseculion then stated to the court
that they desired to ress their side of the
case, The defense ask that the corongr
who witpessed the post mortem x-
smination of Preller’s body be placed
on the stand by the prosecution and be
inade to testify us to the resujt of his
vxamination. The prosecution refused
und the delense appealed to the court,
who declded that e could noginter-
fere in the matter, ‘I'he defense ex-
cepted to the ruling and asked that an
adjournment [be taken till 10 o'clock
to-morrow. Court then adjourned.
Mot Uelog te Marry.

BuvrFaLo, 25.—Tue Commercial Ad-
verfiger, in an cditorial to-day, says:
“*Letters received in thls city from
Buftalo women now in P’aris, and who
have persopslly” scen the youuog lady
whose nawe hHns heeu mentioned as
that of tue futended wile of President
Cleveland,: rcpoit Lthuat the morthied
girl positively declares thnt she is oot
golng to marry Cleveland.™

A Rallroad Aeccident.

ToroxTo, Out., 25 —While the traln
which had the Oddiellow’s exeursion
ou board was going inlo Brampron, cu
u Steecp down grade last night, the rear
car becumine detached. The cupineer,
not knowing what Lwl  happened,
stopped the train, und the detached car
rau Into tie train with great fgree. The
car coniained forty persons, and every
one was lnjured wore ur less serivusly.

—_— e W -

FOREIGN,

LATEST TRANS-ATLANTIC DI
PATCHESN,

—

Both Greeks and Turks Burrender.

ATHENS, 20.—Both the Greek and
Turkish armyes are mutudlly surren-
dennyg the priscuers and positions they
respectively captured durlog the fron-
tier fighting of the last few dayx, and
both armies will to-day cominence re-
tiring from the frontier.

S ——

EXTRACRDINARY ATTRACTION,
The tine display of Elegantly Em-
broldered Chawmbray Robes, ofered at
$3.70 each. Get them quick
diw THE WaLker Bros. Co.

P T
D:E);%_.'I‘HS_’

ELLIS—AL his residence in the Thirg
Ward, Logan, on Saturday, May 15th, 1834,
James Ellis, nged 75 years.

Deceased was born in Glamorganshire,
South Wales, wiere he receaved the Gospel
and laborad as a travelinz FElder lor seven
years provious 10 his emigration with his
family tp Utah 1 the year 18533, Drother
Ellis was mucli interested in the Suanday
school work, and was appomted the fir:t
superintendent in the ward in which he re-
<ided. e jle among tho exrly setllers of
Lopan, arriving here in 1560, nud sawing
the first piece of luwmber in that rcity. He
died in full faithof the Gospel.

———
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ESTRAY NOTICK.
I ILAVE IN MY POSSESSION:

ne sma'l sorrel*MARE, about 2 vears
old, branded on .;?lt thigh C 8, white
streak down foreh wehesnul tall and Teel,
It the above described animal 18 not

claimed and taken away on or before June
1at, 1886, it wiil be sold at auction to the

highest responsibile bidder, at 2 p. a1, 4t the
city estray pound, Washington Square.
M. SHELMERDINE, #
ity Poundkeeper.
Salt Lake City, Muy 25, 1808,

ESTRAY NOTICE.
I HAVE IN MY POSSESSION.

One bright bay MARE, 4 er 5 years old,
bolth hma feet white, star in forehead,
branded WE on left ihigh, accompanred
by & dark brown or black horse colt, ™ or 10
munths old,

1{ sand animal is not claimed within ten
daya it will be sold to the highest cash bid-

der, Thursday, Juue Ird, at one o'vlock p.-

m., al the estray pound, Cafion Creek Pre-
cinct, Morgan ('ounty.
HENRY FLORENCE,
District Poundkeeper,
West Porterville, May 24, 1886,

BEES FOR NSALE!

Send postal card for price liat,
T. B. CLARK,
I’. ). Box 50, Farmington, Davis Co., Utab,

MRS, T. B. CLARK is Territorial Agent
for the Buddiugion Dress Cuiting
Machines. Agenis Wanted. . d&stl

FOR SALE.

TERSEY STOOIK,
THOROUGH BRED,

Three Bulls and One Helfer.

Enguire of JAS. BOLOMON,
d1m al Solomon Bro'a & Gold.

WANTED!

T MRS, WHITE'S EMPLOYMENT
Ofce, any number of good girls for
General Housework,
Office—34 E. Second South Street, in A. J.
White’s Heal Estate Office, dlm

NOTICOCIE.

Il-‘ ANY AGENT GOES AROUND AND
says he takes orders for me for FLY
DOORS, he Is A fraid, as I have no
arent around. Orders received at my place

J. A. GROESBECK,

JAS, T, LITTLE, Assl. Cashier, |

re——

left shaulder and ¥ on right thgh,
person  delivering
named place, Wil be reéwarded

o B.\NKS. B
DESERET NATIONAL BANK.
1§ 0 ry o OGRS v
PAIB UP CAIITAR, . - 9200000
SURPLTS, - - « 200,000

H. 5. ELDREDGE, President, )
‘l;::;:l;:'lufnl‘;tn[.n,\'i"e Prest |
WM. W. RiTER, + DIRECTORS

L. 8. Il1LLs, Cashier,

FECENES DEPISTS, PUBLE BN DENAN

Buys and Sells Exchange om New
York, Nam Francisco, Chicage, 8i.
Lonis,. OUmahn, London, amnd priacs.
eoal Continemin) Cltiea.

B~ Makes collections, remiiting proceeds
promptly.

— e —

STRAY KD
ROM BECRKR's ITOT SPRINGS, ONE
small roan MARE, branded ©» H on
Any
said -animal at above

a3 =1 JOHN BECK.

OLD GLASS WANTED.

HE BALT LAKE GLASY WORKS
will pay $5.00 per ton for clean old

bottle and windoaw glass, deliveed at their,
factory, two blocks west of Warm Spring
Bath tlouse. dis

LAND AND HYDRAULIC
SURVEYING.

YOUNG,

n.o. C. E.

Moember of the Van Renssacler Society of

¥ Engineers,
Office at the Contributor Building, No. 40

!}Inlu Street,

J. W. WEST,

GEM MEAT MARKET.

86 EABT, SECOND BOUTH STRERT

Meats of Al Kinds In Season.

JABEZ W. WEST, Proprietor.
Telephone No, 213. dill Sm

WANTED!

')v
Geod, Clean Cotton Rags
at Deseret Paper Mill.

ARCHITECTURE.
Ilans, Spocifications and Detalls of aill
classes of buildinga, at moderate cost.
D. C. YOUNG, C. E, ]
Instroctor in Architecture and Drafting lo-

struments at the University of Desarot.

Oflice in the Contributor Building, No. 40
Mnain Street.

- e

"FOR &AL E.

ﬁ HOUSE AND LOT* IN THE 18ta
Ward, corner of Third and A Struoels,
rleasantly suuuted dod sonvenient to the
Jusiness center; ot Six10 rods; good barn,
archard, cte. -
Al#o, a8 Furm of 15 ncres, 34 miles south
of Salt Luke City. Enquire of ;
3 ' _ YOUNG BROVJIERS,
No. 38 Main Street, in the Old Constatution
Building. dit

Wokuguers Chtig Sore!
MEN' and BOTS" CLOTHING

AND FURNI_S&HO Q00DSs.
Children’s Clothing a Specialty

W LONGMORI,
85 w. Pirst Bouth Direet.

b © SALT LAKE OITy
550 Y o

of business only, and satisfaction guaran-
teed, l!uyeﬂluu;’.

. C. SANDBERG.
108 W. South Temple Street.

JAMES COULT,

Piasterer, Caleiminer and
Whitewasher,

dlw

All work attended to promptiy and in a sat-

isfactory manner.

Restdence—130 Seventh East Street. Shop,
half block West of Valley Houre,

DR. A. €. YOUNG,

VETERINARY  SURGEON,

e the American Felerinary
o College.

Treats all diseases and lamenesses of
Horses and Oattle. Agent for the calebrated
Maud 8. Hoof Expander, Rolling Motion

Bhoes, ete,
G- Office—Second Eouth Street, with
Pendleton & Bon., Iours, 910 11 and 8 to 5.

Orders can be Io't:lwllll any of the stables.
<k G

BY TELEGRAPH.| -~

PITTS' BROTHERS IMPORTED
JERSEY RBULL, *"REX™
Ts now kept at the old Pitts’ property, on

FOURTH WEST STREET,
between Fourth and Fifth Boulh, west side.

This animmal i3 the finest igreed
Jﬂli.;y Bv:ll ia this locality. pes d

BARTON & CO.
SPRING ARRIFALS OF

Clothing, Hats, Caps and Gents’' Furnish-
ings, t direct from the manufacturers
and will be sold at the Lowest Cash Rates,
Den't Pay Faney Prices,
BOYS' SUITS FROM :
“  PANTS + "'?u."'-‘-” *
0 ‘w“m 13 uc- (1]

Al of Men's and Children’s Goods
at p to suit the times. Gents’ Neck-
wear for May just received by express,

Don’t fail to eall snd examine for your-
selves. Co.,

BARTON
dee i

4 Main Street.

\. FISHER BREWING 00,
T SALY LARE OFTY, TN

P. 0. Box 1049. ' Telephons 204.

A VISEER BREWING 00, |

SAT e g,

CENTRAL BRANCH HOUNE

CTUDRBAKER BRS

——BUILDERS OF—

. FINE CARRIAGES,

JUGIES & SPAING WAGONS,

FARM, FREIGHT,

re and Traveling Wagons.

onts, _,Wl‘nn Covers,

m;
Vhips, Wagon Extras, Lamps,
Rubber, Coach Candles, Cloth,
Juck, ‘'Washers, Ete.

|
¢ine Harness a Specialfy.
-———o—-—.

R ALSD REPRESENTING

J. 1. Case Threshing Machines,
Steam Kngines, Saw Milis
and Horse Powenrs,
Hecornlek Bteel llunlhn‘.
e Twine Binders,
Mowers and Reapers,
South Bend Chilled Flows;
Weir Steel Plows,
Sulky Plows and Harrews,
Hollingsworth Hay Rakes,
l_-]_L'OIIII EXTRAS.
——-o-——

38 and 35 Main ‘Strest,

-l ®
oyl

7. C. M. L
RETATL:

OFFER AND ARE SELLING TIHE MOsT

COMPLETE LINE IN THE CITY

Staple Dry Coods,

Lawns, Swiss, Mulls and White Goads,
Embroideries, Ribbons, Flowers aund Feathers,
Buttong and Tvimmings,

Dress Goods, Silks, Satins and Suraks

AND HOSIERY.

Lacos and

GLOVES
Clothing and Gents’ Furnishing Goods;

MENS, BOYS’ and CHILDREN’S WOOL,
FUR and STERAW HATS.

LADIES' & MISSES' STRAW HETS, TRIMMED & UNTRIMMED.

BOOTS and SE OIS, |

Carpets, Rugs, Oil Cloth, Linoieam, Curtains, Shades aud Wall Faper
STAPLE & FANCY GROCERIES.

Shelf and Heavy Hardware. Queensware, China & Glassware.

EE. B. BI2CTIOFREDGE. ZJupt.

)
|
— ——— e — — . —— T T
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{.AUERBACH&BRO -

—— A NNOUNCI|-——

HEAVY REDUGTIONG IN PRIGES

Throughout all their numerous
Departments. '

They intend to make their old Motto:

“WE ARE NEVER UND: DSILI

MORE T I A XN G Oa» I).

MF CALL AND SEE

F.AUERBACH& BRO

"TEASDEL

Liverpool Salt

- DAIRIES AND BUTTER MAKERS.

Poackes & Apticas
., HOME-MADE
| Cheese, Butter a

SALT LANE, KAYSWARD & SANPETE. BRANDS OF ~
I. O U .

d Eggs.

Provisions an

~— BREST AT —

ASDELS:

d Groceries.
LY TRADE, .«

_ S.P.T




