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testedbested throughoutthroughout the whole shame-
ful bush ipsa of the eleo
tipa a uon shield their
registrars to I1 aid the c liberalAberil
party and to defeat the aepleepleeop lees

oparty they were PA
bately and offieofficiallytally

we say further that Jjudgingedg I1 ug from
the disposition of certain partiedcartiea to
lubov JA uy ope vao abs

exposing tahe villainy
of IberalB and thhe indie

i

were pointed te chanithem we
regarded their letter to the editon of
bis paper aada trap Wll

bend to be caught in ibiIL they eancan
make whatuse faey please of thi

41i AuL sequent events halm demon
1

beyond question thai their
laudation of thir deputy
asaa all competent tndend of
good reputerepot that they Wwereare jenapen
of character and landing in ahe

and their stastatementtent
that the election was obeyanje

and the liberal party fairly
I1
wwon

1

on
the day are most striking jinain
stances of what poor judges of char-
acter the Coin mission are audand how
easily they langlosscan glosslosa over notorious

liberal chicanery and crincrime
one of their discreet men of
character and stanstandingdingY has berj

habited such discreetness onon bbehalf
of his party as to call forth the ani-
madversion

nl
madmalverversion of chief jujusticesalce ane
in open court and the presentation
of his name to the grand juryjury I1iforfor
investigation into hishia complic-
ity with liberal frauds a
the election another ot teemteem
hasteenhas been compelled to resign thehe
place bestowed upon hmhim asaas a re-
ward for his party work because of
defalcations in his office six of
the men who fairly won the daydar
sicoaccording tobatheohp have

usurpusurpedem i W
authority but still bolaaoh
offices and as ahme rolla anpa the
corruption and fraud and villainy

whole business which theI1hiyi auckso
favor are being continually devel-
oped j

the commission feels justified iftA
pointing with some degree of pride to
ehgth results that have been attained
through its administration of afie elearelder
tian laws ittid the Territory 11

indeed Under that
tion fraud and corruption have been
introduced such as were never
known before in the territory in
connection with election affairs
trickskrieks have been played by election
judges personations have been
made at the polls Hundhundreds of
legal voters havehaie been robbed of the
toallot Aandaadad these defrauded catl

zonszens are all of one partyparly the party
that some of these commissionersCommisa loners
havehav done their best to defeat alijarid
which they rejoice to have seen de-
feated if this gives them ardeade
and satisfaction we do not euay
them nor do we entertain
very high respect for any officers
who in order to retain a lucralucrativeOvil
position one with large pay and
scarcely any work will publish anun
truths exaggerate facts garble and
misinterpret religious discourses
and seek to foster prejudice and in-
flame public sentiment against a
people whom itisit is easy to defame

Wearewe are gratified to see thatthatoneaoe
memberhember of the commission does not

append litshis name to this disingenu-
ous and partizan report for that all
honor to oengen john A mcclarnandernand
whomho has too much dignity andno
sterling integrity to place his signa-
ture to such an unreliable and des-
picable document 1

A MOST IMPORTANT CASE ON

APPEAL

by special dispatch from wash-
ingtoni an JP Cecelved december 10
tep lateate for publication we learn
that the case of wm EBaE baskett

aniunited states oion appeal
from tibehie supreme Pcourtourt of utah to
the supremee court of the united
states was ably argued before the
last named court on wednesday
the dinst by ilonhon F 8 rich-
ards who with ronHOB C C rich-
ards of ogden is counsel for the ap-
pellantpeblant mr richards occupied two
hours in his argument the main
points of which we are able to pre-
sent to our readers 1

therho history of the case is briefly
thib william E bassett was in-
dicted for polygamy ohA the i

of
ozemberovember 1888 by the grand jury
of the first judicial district of utah
jt was charged that he marrimarrieded
katekake smith on the 14 th of august
1884 when sarah ann williams
mashiowas hi living ind lawfullaw age mr
bassett was subsequently divorced

I1

m hs lega wife butbat att the time
when unlawful marriage
took place fasarahmh ann was the legal
wife 1tt her tIiAtestimonyODY

alone as to purported admissions

ademade to prer by her hrshusbandnid that
the indictment waswaa foundfind

on this ground a motion was
made to chash the indictment butwk
it was overruled the case went to
trial a plea of not guilty was enter
ed he was convicted and on janu-
ary 6 1887 was sentenced to a Afinene
of five hundred doldollarslarEr and impris-
onment for five years appeal waswaa

taken and finally reached the court
of last resort

he followingow I1ng aassignmentso of
errors was presented to the court

first the district court erred in
permitting mrs sarah bassett the
cormerbowier legal wife of the plaintplaintiffff in
error against his objection to testify
to a communication made
to helbyheby him while they were hus-
band setd wifeafe and not in the pres-
ence of any other person

second the court erred in denying
the 7

ch dilenge of plaintiff in error to
the juror andrew larsenla and in
permittinghim to sit as a juijuroror in thothe
case against the objection of the
plaintiff in error thehe said andrey
larsen being then and there disquali-
fied to act as a juror in the case be-
causeuse liehe nadbiad been ita polpolygamistily adist
ththirdird the court erred in charging

thejury that it was not bound to beaeve taa any witness or
ofoyanga

I1

linumberumber of witnesses
fourth the court erred in over-

ruling the motion of plaintiff in error
to dismiss the easeesse after the prosecu-
tion rested bemusebecause there waswais no
testimonymenly tending to jesta blish hnhis
guilt ttthe alleged confession
testified to by his former wife which
warfwait wholly uncorroborated

these are important points and it
is hoped the court will pass upon
them au psastaythey are akely

I1
to affect

diwother cabeswe that ulaymay be tried in
altah

on the first alleged error mr
richardsgicrichardshards argued that mrs bassett
should not have been permitted to
testify against her husband at all
witheat hisbis consent but if she
might so testify she certainly was
not competent to testify as to conconn11

dendearalbial communicationscommunication from her
bushusbandband this is a policy so well
established that it was scarcely
needful to offer authorities in its
sApsupportport but counsel cited green-
leaf on evidenceEvidenceasas follows

I1

section wa husband and wife
the ruleadle by which liparties are excluded
from being witnesses for themselves
applies to the case of husband and
wife neithermeither of them being admissible
as a witness in a cause civil or crim-
inal in which the other is a partypart
thisthia exclusion isii founded partly on
the identity of their legal rights and
inteinterestsresti and partly on the pl s
of public policy which lie at the
basis of civilcivil society for it is essen-
tial to the happiness of social I1lifeife that
the confidence subsisting between hus-
band and wife should be sacredly pro-
tected and cherished in its mostmoat un-
limited extent and to break down or
impair the great principles which
protect the manesanctitiestitles of that relation
would be to destroy the bestbeat solace of
human etLiexistencestence

section Neitneitherlier is it materimaterialht
that this relation no longer existsexist
thothe great object of the huleisrule is to secure
domestic happiness by placing thothe
protecting seal of the law upon all

communications between
wife andd whatever has

come to the knowledgeknow ledgie of eltereither by
means of the ballotedballowed confidence

cannot be
afterwards in testimony
even though the other party be no
lougerlonger living and even wherehere a wife
whowha had been divorced by act of par
fliamBa and had married another


