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THRE DESERET INEWI3.

OUR CHICAGDO LEITER.

JUKIUS, WITH HIS TRENCIANT PEX,
PUNCTURES SOCIAL AYD POLITi-
CAL BUBBLEE.

THE DISPATCH FIEND.

Cnicaco, Nov, 17, 1586,
Eduor Deseret News: o

That **dispatch fiend'’ bas turned up
once more, He is now located at
FPlttsborg. He hus just comimenced
hls old tactics. ‘This mast be in an-
Licipation of 1he President's message.
T'his flend says ‘‘Eider Gray, of the
Mormon Church, whose headquarters
are In Chicago, i8 now proveoking the
ire of Peunsylvania by his zeslousness
in proselyting." he * dispatch ls
doted from Pittsburyg, which is now
known a8 **Fiddler's Green,’’ on ac-
count of the United Presbyteriasn Con-
ference which has just split wp Lthere
about musie, or flddling in chureh.
Therg Is the United Fiddlers and anti-
United fiddlers, and they have made a
greeu of grimy, smoky Pitsburg. It
was commoniy supposcd that Fiddlers?
(Green was somewhcre beyond the
Btyx, und it would be o blessing if the
‘‘'dispatch ttend’’ were there also.

Speaking of 1

MUSIC IN CHURCI,
it may.not be out of place to call the
attention of these benighted Presbyteri-
ans to the lines of Juhn Milton:
“There et the pealing orgnn blow,
To the full-voiced guire below,
1n servico high, snd anthems clear,
As miy with sweetness through mine ear,
Diseolve me into ecelacies,
And bring ull heuven before mine eyes.”

The Harvard celebration is develop-
ing quite a specinl Kind of literatore
Mr. Lowell, Dr. Holmes and President
Cleveland are the

HEROES OF THE HODTR.

Theyare all coming in for soiwe harsh
criticlsm. It appeuars the great press
was severely sat upon. Dr. Holmes
said of Cleveland :
I sce the statesman, i, sagacious, Lold,
For life's long conflict east 1n amplest mold ;
Not his to clmnoy with the senseless throng
That shouts, unshumed, “Quor party, right
or wrong,"
Dut in the patriot’s never ending fight,
To sido with trath, whe changes wrong to
right."”
You Tribunes and bloody shirt organs
ut that in your pipe and smoke it. It
s zall aod wormwood to be sure, but
rall and wormwood sometimesanswer

t.he-poet Boyle O'Reilly, of Boston. He]
8ecs:

The mostureloss froth of the social show ; l
The vulgar sham af tho pompous feast,

priest;

The orgnnized charily serimped and jced,
In the namoe of o eantions statisticnl Qlrist ;
‘The smiie resirained, 1he respectible cant,
When & friend in need is a friend in want;
Where the only uim 15 to keep afloat,

And o Lrother may drown with a cry jn his
throat.

Where purses are turned juto pricsts
and where Christianity has to be kept
on lce, land where selllshness is the
predominating characteristic, itis no
wounder that strange developments are
taking place. It is no wonder that
Georgeism, Nihilism and Soclglism are
gaining strength aud reversing the nat-
ural order of things. Religiou is upside
down, literature is mere cant, and pol-
itics are become ehuos.

What are suid to be Democratic
«alns in Minvesota are not in reality so
much that, as kind of left-handed

ENDORSEMENT OF HEKRY GEORGE,

The whbeat-growers of that Statc have
long felv that ‘‘Millers' Associations™
and “Boards of Trade arc glaying a
kind of Socialist game with generui
prodnce. The Republicuu candidates
were supported by the millers and
other wheat traders. Tha Democtatic
candidates were sup}mrled by the
Lahor part{ and the faripers having
tried the m ﬂers, now resolve to try
gomething clse. The press zenerally
¢luim that farmers would prove the
most bitter oppouocents ¢f Georgism.
That is andoubtevly the case if farmers
in their own deslings with merzhants,
traders, brokers snd others were not
a3 foully dealt with as Henry George
could deal with tiemn. It would be
interesting to Jearn iu how many ways
the farmer flnds himself robbec. His
car of l[l)ota.me:; wil! pan out in Chicugo
50 bushels short, His car of oats or
wheat witl run ghort 80 or 100 busbels,
ami it i8 sold not accordiuy to value
but as ppmblers dictute. "The farmer
of all others is the ene least protected
at prescnt. The raillroad man, the
scal¢ man, tbe elevator wan, the in-
‘spector, the board of trude mon, all
look un the farmeras ol *‘hayscved’
and fit for nothing else but plucking,
and plucked he is.

As to the method of gambling prae-
tised by the

CHICAGO BOARD OF TRADE

the Chicago Tribune of Nov. 11 gives a
full account. Here isan extract from

a purpose. Your occupation is gooe.
The Puritan and Cavaller are comin
to understand each other, ‘and Lowel
and Lamar, lMolmmes and Bayard
can dine in ypeace " once more,
Mr. Lowell snid: *I am saddened
when I see our

SUCCERS AS A NATION

measured by the number of acres un-
der tillage, or of bushels of wheat or of
corn exported, for the real value of a
country must be welghed in scalcs
more- delicate than the balance ot
trade.!?

This is something {for the sdvocates
of mere material pms?erity to ponder
over, The critics say In answer to Mr,
Lowell that wenlth prepares the way to
intellectual sreatuess; that Athens had
millionaires when Socrates aud Plato
lived; that ftaly was rich when Dante
wrote; and that when wealth decaved
in Slcily no more of the Theocritus
school Hourished. Thisis all correct.
But when the standard of national sne-
cess was made mere dollars ruther
thau intellect, then Greece, Italy aud
Slcily too, lost both weulth und intel-
lect. A QGould, s Vanderbilt, and au
Astor may be good things iz a country
but turn them into national idolsand
you have the story of the golden calf
retold over again. A Holmes, a Lowell
and a Beecher are idols to be set up for
a nation to worship. Industry, ecoun-
omy and enterprise are good, but they
are only secondsry to religlon, integ-

rity and conscience. A nation may!

contain aristocracies of mere wealth,
but as long #s it maintsins a West-
minster Abbey, and cherishes the
memory of a Goldamith more fondly
than that of & king, sucha pation can-
not decay.

But it is tbe specch of President
Clevelind which hus set the venal
gcribe in a fury. The President said:

“Certain newspapers violate every iu- |

stinct of Americun manliness, and iu
vhoulish glee desecrate every sacred
relation of private life.'* He is cen-
sured by the prostitules of the press
for saying this at Ifarvard. What
more appropriste tribunal could e
arraign & crimical press before, thau
that of an educational one. The
alumni and professors of Harvard are
surely competent to judge. And the

man who *has the inoral courape to.

stand up against the vile, villninous
and harlot presg of this country, is the
very Martin Luther of Ameriesn poli-
tics. Of course, there ure very few
yraduates of Harvard at the head of
the press. Men of jutellect and tuste
could hardly make s Dewspaper a great
financial succegs. These wen could
vot give tbe five flnish to 4 church
gcandsl, a bank swindle, or 4 bagnio
broll which your Goodwins, Mcdills,
Nixons, and Allens could give. These
are the men who can pewctrate where |
nedicated paper is used, and detail its
virtues or its defects.

The best and most terse esthuate of
our civilization as itembraces religion,
goslety and ;politics, s that given by |

un editorial on this topic. It is Jengthy,
but it will explain why Henry (George
Socialisin Hoas a soll for its per-
nfcious seads. The gamble fs en-

Lemistically called dezlingin privi-
eges, nud it will be seen that the
members of the great Chicago Board
of 'I'rade are lawbteakers as well as
blucklegs.

There can be no gquestion tbal the
privilege business is o nuisance as well
us & breach of State law. I is nota
whit better than the methods of the
bucket- shop in its character, being the
rheerest kiod of gambliug, wond its ef-
fect on the geueral buslnessof the
board is very far from salutary. Itnot
infrequently contro!s the euntire course
of the murkets for wheat and corn, and
by this means places outsiders st a
disadvautuge, the exlstence of which
they have not been slow to learn. The
thiog is sirply a species of giantic
bookmaking, as 1t would be culied on
the English tucf, in which a few inen
rike In 4 great number of dollars each
eveniog in payment 1or the Er!vilege
of insisting that they shall hay
or sell the npext day at a stipn-
lated price. I the market does not
move in favor of the man who has
bougnt the privilege he loses the
money paid foriit. 1 it goes in his
tavor he is then at the mercy of the
bookmaker, who can repudiate or pot,
a8 he pleases, because the whole trans-
acliou is illegal in the eye ol the board
a3 weli s under the State engctment
against it, and itlacks eveu the codejof
houor which compels Fafmem. of
losses tncurred on the British turf,
But the board in its corporate capacity
bas hitherto wlaoked at the enormity,ns
the list of opcrators includes somc of
its biggest men. Of course while it
does so the board cannot consistcutly
take proung ugainst the equally perni-
cious methods of the buoclet-shop
style of trading.

Yet theae papers which publish the
rottenness of our trade, our religion,
and our polities, are those which ask
why Georgeiam is toliing root. Some
day it will be said the newspuper
kitled the American Goddess ‘of Lib-
erty. Juxius,

OGDEN DEPARTMENT.

DISTRICT COURT.

FARR TRIAL COoNTINUED.—On Tues-
day evenipg, Mrs. Willism Farrell
testitled to being at the farin of de-
fendant in 1884 and to seeing him there,
but she did not sce him go joto the
bedroem of the alleged plural wife
who resides there.

Chris. Hausen, was sworn nud said
he saw the defendant near the house
of his second wifein 1884. But did not
see him In, enter or come out of the
hotee.

On Wednesday morning the court
wds epeued in the usual way, The
witnesses iu the cise of the U, §. vs.
Johni Bergen were excused untll next
Mounday. [

Dec. 8

The Farr cise was then proceeded]
with. I, [F, Anderson was cthe first
witvess. Kopew the defendant. He
lived in the hosne, corner of First and
Madln Street, He knew him in 18834 :he

Where Lhe lheavigst pursa is the highest|thenlived east ol Fry’s bDrewery. Ibp|last three yeurs.

in that yvear he came tothe house
of witness’ bomse accompanied
by a Mrs. Farr, but could uot say which
oue. They were in a buggy, They
cume there to vislt Mrs. Farr's daugh-
ter, who then lived asthe house of wit-
nces, Several of the alieged wives of
tie defundaut conld not identify either
of them as being the ludy he saw with
defendant. Im fact, his information as
to tier being Jdefendant's wife was re-
celved from nnother party—he did uuot
know for himself. Witness suid that
it wasthe

GENERAL UNDERSTANDING

3

Isaac Farr was pextsworn: Waos son
of defendant, was 18 yeurs old. Lived
with wLls mother, Nicollne; has lived
there fourtcen yvesurz. I fatber has
not lived with his .motner during the
He hus had chargce.ef
the store of Farr & S8ouns {o! six moaths
past. He formerly worked on his iz-
ther's farms, but lived where he now
does. His father called on bim a num-
ber of times op busincss doriog the
iast three years, but knew of no com-
munication durini that time passiog
between hiz mother and defendant; in
fact, h¢ was pot there when he called,
Other sons 1i%e on the same block as
witness, and wheu defendant goes o
visit them he has to pass the home of
witnegs, Once in a great while defen-
duut would call about meal time
when he wns invited by witness end

ter-day Saints,’” which he sald was a
relizio-politico orlguuization—u hier-
archy, They belicved In polyzamy,
und scerhed every buman law that
runs courder to the law which they
clulic has becn given them from God
anthoriziog the practice of plural mar-
risge, Hethen dwelt for some timeon
the maguanimous beneticence and
grundeur of the character of the gov-
crnment of the United States, under
which, he sald, a4ll men, beathen or
Christian, could worshlp according to
thie dictates of their owu conscicuces,
unchallenpged and unhindered. But
be said polyzumy wus no part of any
religlon, but it was & system of barbar
ity—It i u systeln that is now deud and
buriedin the minds of all civilized
men, sod no mean have 4 right to Lin-
port it luto their religion, no more

did eat at witness' house, On cross-

in this community that in 1883-4

did not know it to be u fact, Wilness
had resided there since 1870, yet he
never heard of such a place 1o this city
us the Farr homestead.

Mrs. Anderson, wife of the last wit-
ness testitled she knew defendant and
Mrs. Furr, had seen them together in a
bugey in the street in 1884, In the sama
year the witness was in company with
Mrs, Favre!l at the farm, She was In
the house, and the suﬁposeﬂ wife, but
defendant was not in the houge—he was
in the yard.

Mrs. Nicoline Farr was rcealled und

said she went to the theutre iu
this city with  defendant about
.one and o half  yeurs since,

that was the last time. In reply to
counsel she said defenduaut and his re-
puted wives were members ju pood
stauding in the Church. Couusel for
defense objected 1o this question and
answer ns being immatcrial to the
casc. The prosecuior wished to skow
that defendant belouged 10 0D Organi-
zation which believed Eo!‘ygumy, and
that in consequence be hud n digposi-
to violate the law against unlawful co-
hubitgtion—und that he belongs to s
Church which does uot hold 1niellow-
ship o nan who

REPUDMATES HI8 WIVES,

and therefore lie most hold out to the
world h1s slleged plural wives as such,
and is therefore liviug io unlawiul co-
babitation.

After considerable discussion the
Court ruled thit the prosecution bas o
right to show by the testimony that
the wituess or defendant believes that
baving entered into polygamous mar-
riage that they have 4 right to contioue
their murriage relations notwithatand-
ing the Jaw apgaivst it. Defense ex-
cepted to the ruling of the court. Toe
Court then said it believed the ques-
tion of the prosecutiou to show the
deferdant’s belicf on this subject was
improper and should not be wbiowed,

The same gquestion was again put
several times in  different lorms
but was objected o by defense.
Finally the witness sald that she
believed according to tbe Ijble
that polygzamy was right, but
she did not think it was right to vio-
late the law against it. lu reply to
counsel tor detense she saitl the way
she calme t0 go to the thestre at the
time above named was, defendant went
to ber howne to ask her daugiter to yo,
4md wiltness ugsked permission Lo o
with them. It was graoted and she
went. She did not think defevdant
would bave been & gentleman to bave
refused her. . .

Aun Jones Farr was recalled, and
said ahout two yeurs since she lived at
the old homestead, Nicoline lived op-

osite Lo her, and Sarah lived ut the
urm. Shortjy after 1hat thme she
(witness) went to live on the farm,
and no ope has lived there with her ex-
cept ber ehildren. She said at tbe thine
Emnmerson weut to her house for
washing Mr. Farr did ot liva there,
neither did he have or keep any of his
clothes or other effects of aly kind
there. llerc the prosecntion rested
their case.

J. P. Emmertson was recalled by the
defense, and asked whether he had
stated be went to Ann J.Farr's for
washing turee times. He said he
stated he was there seversl times, but
ouly suw Mr. Furr co jutu the huuse
once, He weat from oput doors aud
got a coat und put it on'and went away,
thut was the only time he saw him
there.

After fifteen minutes recess court re-
sumed, und by screement the court

DISMISSED THE ¥IRST COUNT

io the indictinent. The defeusc then
ealled Nanecy C. Farr, who stated she
wus the wife of detendaut, sod had re-
sitded ut the old homestead for 33 years;
At the tlme of the pussage ol the Ed
muuds luw Mr, Fetr resided there, has
fdune so ever siuce, And bas had uo
other home doring that time to the
present.  The reputation I8 that ke has
ot lived with uny other of his wives
sfnce then, nor held them out as bis
wives. Up to some two yedIs axo,Ann
Jonus Farr lived in a part of the old
liomestead:- Witness stated that ber
house a®d the oue in which Ann Jones
Furr formerjy lived are separéte and
there is no mode of communication
from one to the other. The effects,
clothes, etc., of deteudant bave been
Rept at the home of wituess, and she
had done tbe repairing, ete., of them
during the titue sbove neined, and ex-
cept the times when be has beeu away
on busiouss be has eat uud slept 5+ her
bouse. She was cross-examiuned by the
prosecution but wothiug vew or 1ba-
terisl was elicited. ln her re-direct
exuminution she saild sbe was ou
friendly relations with the gther wives,

exanlination he said his mother is

of that household.

Court then adjourned till 2,p. m. At
that hour the judee azain took the
judgment seat, and

HYRUM TAYLOR,

of Slaterville, was arraigned on a
charge of assault with deadly wespons
He ypleaded not guilty. The trlal is
poetponed indefinitely,” L. R. Rogers,
Esq., 18 engaged for the defense,

The Farr case was then resumed. Dr.
Ulrich was sworn for the defense, He
knows the defendant, has practiced as
a regularphysiclan in his mmilf since
1880. He knew the reputed wives of
detendaut by sight bul could ot tell
them by ngme, He basattended them
int cases of sickness, porely, since 1882,
B:tore thut time detendant called upon
bim, since theusome of the members
of the family would call upon him to
make themivisits grolessionally. Mr.
Farr settled the bilis for his wives ugp
to that date. On oue ocectswou, when
be was on his way to vislt Mary B.

‘arr he met defendant who went with
‘him tothe bouse and after the visit was
over defendant leit the houge with
witness. Since 1832 ou the passaye of
the Kdiunds law the members of the
famiiy—that is the reputed wives of
defendant,pald thelr o wn medical bills.
My. Furr, jthe deteudant, did “got pay
them. He sastained o critical cross-
examination by Mr. Hiles, but his tes-
timony was unshzken, He suidif the
indies had not paid their medical bills
benever would have ruquested defend -
ant to do It. o

Asael Farr was the next witness. e
was the sor of Ann Jones Far; was 20
years old, In1884-b lived there. Re-
mmembered Emmertzon; comirg to the
bouse in 1885 for clothes. 1t was in
the kitchen. Motaer went to the
front room. [is futher, the defeod-
ant,came into the house with his over-
cost on'nis arm and asked witness to
kelp him put it ou. He ¢id so, nnd
defendunt 4t onceleft the bouse. This
wag in the latter purt of 1884 or early
part of 1885, Defendant did notlive

of that tlhne.

Mr, Hilts moved that the testimony
of this witness be stricken out because
he wus in court and heard Emmert-
somr's testimouy yesterduy, Objection
overruled by the Court.

The prosecution then badzered this
witness 1o o great exteut, Dut made
not.hln!l; of it.” Witness admitted that
his father visited the house some i2
titnes that year, but it was on business
with witness,

Thomais Farr was the next witoess.
He i5 22 yeurs old. Wassoun of the
defendant. Resided in the third
bouse north of Nicoline's, on Main
Street. Has lived there seven years,
Several of kis brothers live neat biw.
All of themn were in the emplor, of thelr
father. Defendant has visited the
house of witness a nnmber of times
during the last threc or four years.
Sometimes several times u week, on
business. In doiug this be necessarily
bad to pass the house of Nicholine. 1t
the father hoppened in at menl times
witness would iovite him to sit down
and eat with them, and he sometimes
would do so. His inother's name is
Sarab. The reputation to-the farnily is
that defendont lives with

OKLY ONE WIFE—

that is the first or legal wife—Naney C.

Farr, and that he does not hold eout

uny Others gs his wives.

] Yalasco Farr was examined. His
tcsnmon]y was similur to those wio had

previousli' testifled.

Miles H.Jones lived about three-
fourths of o mile f1om the defendant.
Has kuown the family for 34 ycars,
Ann Jones Farr is  witness® sister.
Defeudant’s reputation bas been re-
puted to have lived with his first wife
only, during the last four yeurs.
Neither has he been reputed to have
held vutany otbers as his wives during
that timne.  Witness bas heard his sig-
ter suy she lives alone as thongh she
had no husband, and has done so fora
long time.

George II. Tribe lived about half a
bilock from defendant,;nQgdeun. Has re-
sided there for 16 years. Kuow Mr.Farr
had heard it suid in that neignborhood
that defendaut has lived only with his

years.
\ Thomas L. Williams belonged to the
‘Mormou’ Church 22 years ago, but
has not since that time. The rest of
his statements were in substance simi-
lar to Tribe's.

At 4 p. m. both sides rested thelr
case. A recess was taken till bulf-past
4, when couneel for the prdsecution,
Mr. Hiles, commenced his plea to the
jury. He referred to the orgumzation

with witness' mother during any psrt.

firsi wife for the lust three orfeur!

than they have to introduce incest in-
to refigion, Such a system cannot be

Mrs. Farr resided ut the farm, put|ibe bead of that household,and not the | tolerated. The speaker seemed to have
could not particularize sny one person | father; she exercises that authority | ot suddenly outinto a wide sea with-
who knew it to bea fact. He biwself | there, and there is “‘no gentleman head | out u eburt to navigate by, After con-

tiuulng &
TIRADE OF ABUSE

and ridicule agalnst the religion of the
defendant, he told the jury they most
Jestheir minds rise pigher than this
system reacies as civilized mea in
making uptheir verdict. Infact, from
the remarks of Hiles it would seetn
that the Blble and its system of theo-
logy were ou trial and not Lorin Farr.
ile occupled about 25 minutes In this
atyle, he said¢ the defendant was an ad-
vocale of such a system as be had refer-
red to and docs or did practice polyg-
amy.He has one wife and four so-callerd
wives by whom he has raised a lurge
number of children. He scavcely
touched the leﬁal phase of the matter
at all. Asu phllosepher he is shallow,
and as o Jawyer ne proved bimselfu
purtisan aud a fanatic. Ile adduced
no valid argument to ehow that the
defendant had vielated the law as
charged In the indictment. And belng
conscions of ms own Jeanuess and
lameness, he sat down asking the jury
to convlct 1he defendunt.

Mr. Kimball followed. ile sald
the jury were not called to try
a system of religion, a4 church

or -fits doctrines,” but to try
anindividual charged with violating
the law. The defendant does no.
clajm exemption for violating what is
culled the Edmunds law—there s not
one Pt of testimouy to show that he
set himself up above that law, hut that
be bad endeavored to live withiu its
?rovislons from the time of its passage.
e showed that the prosccution bad
failed to show, in any respect, that Mr.
Furr had at apy time since 1832, maln-
tained

A POLYGAMOUS HOUSEHOLD;

but it had been proved that he hud con-
tined himself to living with one, and
that one hiis legal wife, and he bad not
visited the residcnces of the others ex- -
cept on purely business ograsions, or
incascs of sickness; aod tpaton such
occasfons he had no socjs! or other
sFechJ communication with any of the
alleged plural wives, but the business
.was solely with some one or more of
his gons, to give them Instructions
relative tv the conduct of the farm or
store. The remarks of counsel were
coufined entirely to the Iepal aspect of
the cage, and were listeued to by all
present with Iniense interest. He
spoke twenty miuutes, and closed by
assuring the jury they ought to sequit
nis client. tle wasentitled to it.

At §:30 a recess was taken till 6 p.m.,
At this hour the court room was sgain
crowded,

Judre Emerson addressed the jury.
He did not intend to inflict on them o
lecture. 1ile simply wanted to talk to
them vpon sowe of the principal facts
that yhderlie tLis cuse to help them to
come to & just and fmpartial verdict.
He was certafo he was addressipng
twelve sensible men who kuew they
were sworn to weigh the evidence ino
this case fuirly and to m:t(fuatly upon
it. Counsel said, we atand here on the
broad ground that the sole object of
big client has been to obey thelaw
against plural marriage; and if it has
overstepped the bounds in any respect
it bas not been inteptional., The jury
were aware that the intent of this law
wis Lo prevent pcople living in a cer-
tuin social condition. ut it was
ueither the jntent of the tramers nor
of the lew Itself to convict or cendemn
4 man

WITHOUT EVIDENCE

of having violated tt. Bis chent comes
in with the presumption of innocence
in bis favor, They st not try Lnm
on his fuithb—his religious belief; into
that domaio the law does not enter—
becsuse it bis nothing to do with it. Lt
i the acts of his clieut they have
to  try; not  because hc iR a
""Mormon,’ u Jew, or a Gentile, but to
find out if bhe has vicluted the Jaw,.the
statements of the counsel for the pros-
ectition 10 the contrary notwithstaud-
iug., In bis obediencctothe law, it
was pot required of Mr. Farr to go to-
au *“*anxjous seat” in & meeting house,
or go through 1he streets ringing a bell
{and telling the ])eople thut he bad
|ceased to be a polygamist. The quiet
actions of his life and the testimonics
on the wilness stand huve proved tbis
fact. And having done tuis he hus
ltved without wiolating the law, and
no public proclamation is needed. The
Eresnmption under which you must try
imis, that on the passage of this law
he gut hig house In order and complicd
with ita provisions. Those whom he
had claimed as his wives he married in
the bloot of theiryouth, when there
Wwas no law againstit. Thereis g luw
against it now, but from the evidence
whicl wasaddoced bere no one cau

of the "'Church of Jesus Christ of Lat-

point to the tlmeor place when or



