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jfif thete riles modus sperandioperandt in
thisthio matter is to be pAnt ted by mr
ietpetersars the ququestionestion may possibly be
raised as to whether that function-
ary is allowing

i
himself to be redeprepiepie

by nanft idiot or sal ali
HUH more dangerous gudand obnoxious

one who perverts his mental and
professionalprofess lonal powerspowers to base and in-
human1114 it uses

aaA presentedatod by mr bawling all
the evidence before the
grand jury and the court was to the

the witness waswae theta legal
wmwife of the whom the
investigation waswae directed there
waswag not a particle of iestestimony to
the contrary consequently she
had a right to refuterefuse to testilytestify until
the opposite of her aLettstatementement could
reprovedbe proved but the factoract of her being
the legal wife as wa understand itft
is noteven disputed it is doubtless
believed then it looks AS if an
effort was being madebaade to extort il-
legal evidence froni her by skipping
the question of competency and
leaping secondarycondayse question of
the the interrogations
propounded

1the
1

P POpointint of lalaww under which mrs
aihendrickson10 sought protection is
ofieone 4of the most essential jnn the codedode
of civilizedcivilized jurisprudence t iif Is in
unison with the principle that noho
accuseaccuseddlpersonaerson ejibeshall be compelledefled to

against himself the next
step utoto prohibit khe PV oln bof
a woman testifyinganigagalenat herW hus-
band or vwevice versa the wb tieart infh
a sense recognized ae oilione daid the
interests and 61 on can-
not be impaired without flie othar
being it laIs eftig
Utiveve ofdi the conjugal and r
atiqtion on0n the theory that whateverWhatiet
tends ioto the dissolution df the
aiato Is e iw k the attetate
such cases

I1
asaaI

1 that to mch jap

hahendricksonHendrickgon is h in
evitableeviteblyably have that cy in
purviewour view the proceeding is purely

and beyond eveevelia TRUT
shiaw s

bertantann al1
9 e

latolatela to national aelegislationil ion agagainstt
utah itA aihasas been auscustomary for the
courts Pto lay stress

i
uupon tiiethe

ant that await wa the deapdemolition9 on of Ai
qccertainin peculia i mar relationship
twtha was alaimedmed at as itft jhabeen4 beert
declared illegal if wouldhii appear
aiomfrom tha infamous proceeding under
consideration however thatisthat
the theorytheor ofot judge I1he erian and

14hiles ilaithat tthe blowbiow was also
aimed at legal marmarriageAage and kitfat
thaithat asassociationS

L

should nat 15 e
deemed sacred such would be the

tendency were their views endorsed
and carried to a logical conclusion

Ttheyhay will we are pleased to be
able fbb say be latelylargely isolatedisolate4 in the
Aattitude they have assumed lively
honorable and upright man worthy
thehe name can in our view but concan

not only the inhumanity but
the iaillegalitycity of the position they
navehave taken there is also a certain
gallantry pain every mattman who is not a
cowardwad which causes him to feel a
glow of indignation when he sees the
weak

z trampled and outraged under
the feet of the strong when the
weaweakk isi in the formfora of a
woman the sentiment is deep and
Itiintensetense beyond exexpressionresslon cius
far we know of no one I1

who liashas at-
temptedampt fe defend the
offwhatwb t we consider one of the most
extraeftinextrajudicialjudicial acts on record
should any makepe endeavor they
ought to be quick about it thatat triethey
mayY be upon the cacatalogue0 e of
cravens

CUTESTaj rtat IRV egts
the contemptpt case

the proceedings iniththe6 byar con-
tempt ewecase uptip ift the

ourt jan 1516 aadad wwas
argued DYby ohpoh akM areane
reada tramarora a briefuneje fecittteciting the apXnajeaft of afa receiver INifa the etna
of theth united sames agalinengai tiet
Churechurelllh farabefor the propertyprofesby of belat
W aua c eau todauie fafisitpt
that me ia lad ininterposedreposed
nd 4arec

TO theae
AMO id abr

byaychethe re eier for conen
atton
at aasaas boat jetemrr zane by aa

60whatit ifyoclr f n
r mvmr jafffe saideaid it nasfwa a t
deive mr ayerDyer in cwcox

in note W
regarding11

pugtjhis1 course as
beer we oh 1 9 afi hatt
Wt thathat haa arvd
upon dyrandyer afner his actor

1 1 T i r
rean4 tbthe6 rereportoil ofIT tae altsul geI1 aa as fbi

f tallos
11

iate umma states of0 werft aa
t vav theme late arati ta

t MAW 0 j f 971ado loafler
dw ants en

t

to thehe said cocourterithathe ulder
signed deportsportsTe orioff the

atath day W 1888 the sterk
of thimort delivereddeli vered to soaamta certi-
fied copy of mieue 9 aad order
of reference madee I1by ththia court on
the ddayay 0off novemberWonovembervember 18
and IEI tetaft order herewith
plarliepiarlie

X notifiedBotified theabe cocounselinsel of the
afpf the place and hour wwherehere

Candaxtinwhenian the proceedingI1
la wouldd be

taken up in accordance with the
derf and on the

WS38 the houn qa0 andloandell11

a ui tli parties aiand their
counsel attended ataf the judges

dhchamberamber iviti the wasatch building
in this ettyalty zane zane
aadad SLK N baskin appearappealed as coun-
sel for petitionerspetitionaeers and J BR
matrimc firine and 0 W povpowerser as
counsel for the receiver indand bhisis at-
torneystor who I1inn theth e proceedingsedingeareare
called renrespondentsdents I1 took an oath
as referee chich is returned here-
with marked exhibit B with
the consent of counsel for both
partparties I1 appointed frank M mc
gurrinas reporter and he took an
pahgathofaf office 1ana I the appointment
and oath were returned marked ex-
hibit C

I1 I1

I1 suggestedag that the witnesses
houldshould be before some officer

authorized to administer oaths but
counsel for both parties said they
hadbad no doubt that my appointment
as a ge me the power and
agreed no question concerning such
power should be raisedalsed thereupon
the parties being ready frank H
dyer waif calcanadasas a Wwitnessbeis by the
petitionerspetitioners and was duly sworn and
risbis as a witness pro-
ceeded until under the advice of his
counsel hhee refused to answer cer-
tain questions propounded by coun-
sel for petitionerspetitioners and which I1
ruled reas within the scope of the
order of referenceeuce and should be an-
swered counsel for petitionerspetitioners
declined to proceed furtherfarther in the
hefta ewe unless the witness an-
swered the questions and theoae wit-
ness gwi devlin ipg I1 held I1 hadI1

noDO

power to enforceenforce an answer by
procproproceedings for contempt and could
only reportA talm to the
court00artl hembahemqA the petitionerspetitioners
forformallyaudly declined to proproceedeved and I1
closed the examination I1 annex
I1andelid return of the

n mrhr dyer so far as
uktake ang includingtadInaluding aheth questions
asked fiadna wien ue

1

d to an-
swer and the saaard testimonyemony is
marceo exhibit W 1 I1 maltemal e illall
MM a retort

exhibit A the pro
bowingsWingsto olkOB the examination of
frank p dyerr ling as faxfar
as T covleova DVravinhaving the reporters
fiort 1 andnd the
arguments of counsel aihiie 4 the
90 4 I1 i aa fullee report and I1
hjal 4 separately Mcbojcax cotriel
A copynv atme0 e includingluding
all ia ra ineb

awn submittedrassy R nasr Befirefereearee
AL portion p tthe testimony given

jbeaA the exarammer thee
U P-I Reee ver dyeryer re-

fused to was read itarybr mhdthinhii
of yae coart

mrW une then proceeded with hisbis
argument relativeralative toabeto the motion to
havee mr dyer adjudged in con-
tempt the feeingbeing that the
refusal to egiy was

uehe said was cer-
tainlymily something peculiarliar aboutabout the

Arcurecompensation as the receivercelver and
ma attorneys were veryefy auxanxiousious to
exclude lauall inquiry this whole
amiter should tibv

JadgeJudge onvers reciting
the beveillevents that liedled up to the ap-
pointmentmeAt of a referee toli eat testi-
mony 1

I theathe chagos nude
the od

andancl roadread tae caawo he said that
counselbounsel forfo thetht e other side proceeded


