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NEWS OF THE DAY.
—. T have Leen coni-
pelled to ré t twice, the pasi

week, In engagements with fhey-
enne Indlsns.
ed Bmall locl; hm
ehildren in dans

h{e bvnﬂ
ger of lo:;. thein, on, A nﬂmg.u,
ut Portl

—~—More trouble is expected at
\Montreal, over the Guibord affair.

——The Carlists elaim a great vie-
tory in yavarre.

——The Count Von Arnim is to
e vashiered from the public ser-
Viide.

—-A boating party of six was
overturned om the Busquehanna |ihie
river, and four of them drowned;two
of them: were on their w-ddm;
Ltour.

—Last might seven prisoners,
one of them & murderer under sen-
tenee of death, esca from the
prison at Ht Joseph,

—1 as-

res di immense
0 !U r evening at Rollo, Mo.

—A verdiet of murder has
been returmed by u Cincinnati
jury, against an officer who shot

killed a person While arresting

asp_

him.

_— At Athens, O., & colorsd man
and wr::nnn ' their three small
chlldren at hom.e alone, and when
they returned the house was burned
Jdown and the children burned to
veaths.

—Egyplian troops are invading
Abhyssinia.

—— (‘onsiderable . damage
Lsulsville by a storm.

- ——A prowinent citizen of Mem-
phis lias glevn ahouse and six acres

“giand for a home for fallen women
a1 indigent ohilldren.

——A large English irou  firm,
empleyin ten thousand hands,
nnve notified their employeas that,

»wing to depression In trade, their
anmren:rntw must terminate on
‘te Suth af next mooth

at

WHAT A PITY!

‘TS is how the New York Herald
inoks at an awkward situation—

‘idixty-threé thousand elghtf
four more women tham men In
slgmc’!:usotu, and polygamy a
orime.

S0 certaim Christians try to make
it out. The Bible in the beginning
said, ““Be fruitful and multiply and
replenish the earth.”™ The pagan
Christianity of the present day
«ays, ‘“Some of you may increase
and multiply to a <cerain extent,
tiat If you passthose limited boun-
darles fine and impfisonment
awalt You 'L, Tastorse. AP nhes of
(‘hristianity says, ““You-shall neot
inereass and multiply in the least,

Suciety condemns you to perpetual

’“"‘ml.!h because you happen to ex-] Co. vad

ceed the number of men. Provi-
dence has made & mistake in send-
Ing so msny women Iinto the
world,
vimble wse fos thomy Lo Ul The
avenues of honorable wmetesmiby
are lrrecoverably closed to them.”
This iy the dectrise of the judi-
cial and_other pemetttors of the

‘Mormons. ™
—— -———
A MORE DETERMINED n:m

I{ERE is another squib from Wash-
ington,in the Ran Francisco Olron-

1 e

‘““New York, October 26.—A spe-
cial from \\nsw- ‘As a
reault of the visit to
Utah during the early of this
month, a more poliey
in regard to the treatment of the
Mormon question will shortly be

h n. The President is reporfed
ing very doeﬂ.l im the opin-

iunm the

Lreated as porlonl ;

ly disregard the laws of

try, and who

-.l.ey them the same as others,’’

:nh:d'o and filed,and aftera
the court (Chief Justice

=ald
ant to show cause why he ahould
as for a contempt
the order. To thi
the defendant was

r Sto0

Ivll_ "

crder

show canse w

tlﬂ

y sald sum-

heen

motion l!ld 'made the following

rder
o l‘hl.l case having been heard on

iment isd and the said| (11l How. Pr. R, 114.) ‘

::.‘tt.:o‘lon:; and show cause here- gsnot asked to do anything with lsvirl-ulll!'“m hd‘ o VOO
tofore made dl'&?’l this denial ‘of the motion, er|says lhl- tBt:;la‘m mt.

Afterrennda the 18th day o! with the discharge then entered. | case ixi tha P Sran
Uct., 1875, nppnmu-- wag n he “'““J‘ of the Court,however, | demurrer was no A
made to this Court toenforce o [Len MAGE Uissacac b ha oy H:oned’ yet the mal ltyllsdi‘w llg
order for a.!lmény made on the 25th thum the order made grlor “d tg . 88, frerexit* s
February las the same haviog | (C. J. McKean presiding) should (1 \ma;nt. P ) !
been oolnplleci with only in not liave been questioned, as it was| The Bupreme Court of ollr'ﬂﬂ,
The rule cn the tto g; as decisive of the matter as the rul- | boring Territory of Tdaho,

cause why thosame should not be ling
’ been duly oxeout-

enforced, hav Yrihe

ed and answer t
defendant, the motion, with tho

t‘o

duty
conslder!
met with t

by

3 nnmo L.
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alimony.

mus
forced and thereupon ndjndg-od tho
defendant guilty of contomfu

onlered his imprisonment
ooo was nt. that

17thotmu
h tln
vin boen

edthla court
presiding) to

!}
e ntiff ask-
Ch ! ustice Lowe

dofanda.nt
tum ?f!vd fnl?lti:e
nished as for con ptfor £
udged to plain-
'‘he answer to
this farther loanomnt huinz

tho conTh“he 1‘:“'

ment

affidavits and answer, after a

ment by counsel, was submijt
Court, J;m-l it now becomes my
to pass upon the matter.
t.‘ho motion, I am first
e order of thls Court re-

quiring
voked

e jurlsdiction of the Court I.o
mnks such an order can not and is
That point was
settled by the unanimous concur-
t of lhh

not questioned,

alim to Le d,
e 'd € eig'ﬂ 10

o, and I am dsked to ‘enforce

rence of the Bupreme
Territory in the ease of
Caast, in

the jurisdic

1874, and since thun

of said maatters by
this Court has been the accepted
doctrine, The order, therefore, is
not void, and if not vold can the
Court ignore it and refuse to enforce
it, and if it be a matter of dis-

cretio: mldllhsounddhg-uu
-ot.o:::? The Court is not, by th

defendant’s answer, asked te vacate
or revoke the order—but simply to
refuse to enforce it,and to allow
the defendant to disregard it.
the matter of €ohen and Jones (5
Cal. 494) these two partiea were in
custody under an attachment for

cas

In

of the

(7 Cal. 180.)
order of iInjunction was lssned and
from this order the defendant ap-
and then disobeyed Lhe ln-

unetion. The plaintift applied to

be | order.

shouid be M the parties;
- claimed either in the
in the answer of the

We have plenty of dishon. | the

contempt of
e Iujuuulhun

ed to issue the attachment. The
rpplud to the Su-
California for a

CUhtef T
, and his
as the law of th

Mha

tﬂotJll.ltbhﬁothe
and thus enforce the nut.hor!ty
the District Court, the remedy b

appeal being tno slow and in

.q'l‘.l‘l:i, except b
ing to set aside tf!

a direct proceed-
e order granting |t
the alimony, it eannot be question-
ed, but must be enforced. But still
further, this is not an nppeahblo
Lowe so de-

—— 'Hh*

as it has " not been

m.nt or
efendant,

These squibs ara of the character | that this is an appealable order.

of sensational reports, and should 30! the pu

“ﬁ

e received with due allowange,
unless corroborated by less dﬂ:lbt.

of last resort is the law | reads . nec

ful evidence, E ’w . ed to exist. But at the same |
- & od "'mmw’ .:':::;};i;h tl:naﬁ' o m.tu.l allaga- I.\ mlln::h}:ad to thl:k hat it refcrs tn
GOOD gpvnnﬂlnc' ‘t for & pes Mlod,‘n:tg L is action’ facts and

OUT OF EVIL. msu ed by the answer, s pur-
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g Grim va. ¥ ew ma e & g e l ¢
niministers comfort and consols- Smith’s R. 'l-gOT &eﬂ:gl‘ﬁdlsﬁ?d answer, shall éh the GRS N el.rinllmha :3::‘1 .;?nltu:“otm‘" rerg:- tooj?:”:’

tion to the Juginia people in the |and
time of their aMiction—

‘S0 furas the first item of
ave Ie sanecarnecd

of this motion,
thisisa Court of last re-
every order mada by

volved a e o
{xrn y,thmh “hmgfﬁm ' for
elieving that the mon payments. * He, be-
m Ive W dy‘oonnnl that the | Prem
lheemm m' uvoi,dl-o:cyed the re-
ninety days but' litthtnoud the “his™ eOPar ’ ord:;‘

catastrophe will be visibhle. The
work of rebuilding the burnt dla-
triet will furnish em

e et et T Lo e

class

the place of thibse that i:u‘u.- :rhu:uu

destroyed. An improved system "B

of u;uh u:rm br“inuoduud , and mwh' the propriety
n .

m s Cliy will pe present alto- | ing W,gg_}h

upmuu" T ,
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The fullowisg is the opiulon of | org

Judge Borewan, delivered Oct. 29,
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cKean

en-

to

all pendenle ing, except under some rule of the
!ltc, -ow on“ﬂ m&-hotﬂlﬂ&‘l to that effect, dsin NewY ork. | pea

In

In

evidence that its upon it by defendant ie reasunable
ning #%7-1 It is a power o%mm tt‘o‘; ¥ that thasinre found it necensary:

8 to.

l ul. Dlg mw
581, Blackmar vs.
887. That order g
therefore, is the
until set aside or
rehearing, and
bindin
T ot think itae
o no - . b
{ndqueationed} then tho ling o:’
Chief Justice Loowe Was _wuh%u
authority of Iaw,; for he based
conoluulom;' let:jlirel{l ug:‘r;r .tlolemdthe
nd an
g:t{:‘:tngmb;tlng the nllmony, and | but slmplyl P

’ "'

yet the prin-

p@l 10
seems lm - there i3 the same 8%

E-iplo involved there

in the matter ral
In the "m
gwer js WOt proo

’

p [ |f-‘-o. 1‘ e :." ".“-I-
able and ou ht not to have --
€y
up or
mplde

dant ukcd
to refuse to
lnt that the

’—**

Irom tha statute itaalf

than we ﬂnd

m 7S ol
not :::8;2:: the view taken by tb- the answor shall

section (65) ref - '
shtul? .l‘t:;lf, the p u')m .

statu® A
clafmed thnt the Immguﬁ

r'are DAL
at whlci-n time it d8 dﬂlmm

T Fneri are_evidenti s
e ed. ' OF
m
oy refera to the at of

not always.
lmgl;:pmnor tin i
does

In Nﬂ;{}'&l’k in i
ﬁe;-:':iocidnad’ihat a
failure to answer wWas @

en
ehlmad 1@ Answe
to the rul. to show cnnlo-

t at that
rde!

- -

risdiction te make
or e:fog‘w- aucLuun order; and m,

appeal had been
:rl?r:'l l‘l.‘lw p&rder, both of which

ds Chlell;.iliuthe Lowe pro-
nounced unte e
But it is contenged that if

at

rﬂr

°U°m|:'n'ﬁ(?om t (C.J
n&:‘ the ur .

cfamlaut The rul!
(..ourt then wassimply a danlal of a

of the

2): nht, ﬂ::. M:an motion, and not an order granted |the mum% gwmd. oy
X ¥ u.cbw attaghmen to on a motion,and it.does not reg;l.lt: oqpo‘ ﬁlow. oy .Dod) e
| EMle b 39,500 alimong thia & el e Eate & ed that if the phlutiﬂ' falls to apy 3

r on the calling of the cause
This Court|and the complailtk)u b

th made. Chief Justice|ing under a Pr. Act. similar to
Lowe a?:lply refused to enforce an |own, says that: “At commen Ila
order, but did not vacate it,nor was | by a trial was gonemlﬁs unders{ood
he asked to do so. His refusal, |t

"nEs. .,.L.IGHT PRINTS,
|IBEST DARK PRINTS,

-

i ORY-G00DS | DEPARTMENT |

BEH]‘ DARK PRINTS by the Pnecc, ‘) Cents per Ylﬂ

4 s " AGENTS FOR UTAH TERRITORY FOR
THE LEVI STRAUSS PATENT

RIVETTED OVERALLS AND JUMPERS!

The (lu-npelt thing a Workingman can HBay.

111'\.4
I

7'cts per yard
10cts 1

e examination of 1 of f
therefore, to enforee the afimony | Bat under ths sode, this defindt
order s not binding upon theCourt | has Leen extended so as to inch
afterwards any further than the|the determination of isrues of-
denial of the motion goes, and it |as well.” In that case jthe ques -1
cannot aflect in any way the sub-|iion was as to whether excep 1
nequent enforcement of the order. |could ever be taken where judg-
plaintift was necessarily sur-| meng§ was rendered without = trial
i by the Court denying the|,f jssues of fact—the requirs
etion upon'a gwound not alleged | ing exceptions to be ff,m“ the
in the answerthereto, sl alter the | triq/ (Just as our U tah stalu 110/
Courl declarsd the grounds set angd the court say “that whéneiﬁ'
up in answer as nol goed. | g cause 15 ealled to d of' shy P4
Can it be possible that sucha rul- | fssue, whether of Taw or fact, !t‘ll*
fmg made in such a way shall pre-|in eontem}mnon of that seetioh,
¢lude further proceedings to enforce | called for frial, so far at Teast um
the original order? I think mnot. | require all rulingx of the Court,
Even il a motion for re-hearing | which it is desired to have rev
was, as a general proposition, ne-|ed in an appellate countsiu "
cessary in such , yet such a|ated in a bill of exceplions,’ SLam
state of facts ns this would fully | kinvs, Sterling, 1 Idflm, 148.
warrant a Court in I?l requiring a The Supreme Court ot Ca ]foml;’
motion for re-hearing. ( lls vs. | speaking of the word “t al " says
ts, 6 Abb. N.B8. 302.) _But no|that “in oor ud ment 1
e [ such motion for a re og, as I | reason for 'believing that the word"
have before stated, is necessary. as used in a sense differing frony the
Further, the motiou new before | definition universally given to i j’
the Court to eaforce its order, is not | law writers, viz.: The exam]
au;;’elr of it{x}emt ﬁlth: Mrltiu to | before a coripetent trlbunnl.nocord SNSTLNS
1is case. 1@ public in coun-|ing te-the law-ef-the land; of ‘dmission
tries HFfve ang ing l'.‘oum or lew put in jsspe in 4 cuu‘. mm-rﬁdblkthn?nurth
maintainieg. tw hority, y ‘and | for the purpose of determining su ialy 8 macciage. It could be

the

' he defondant notdﬂm ad-
L the fact of 1

p nol, det?r
the plmintifd.
l':‘h'l'd

contempé, and sought to be the Court itself is interested i:l sce- | issue,’ Anderson vs, Penpie, 321°€ cases the w
ed upon }mbcaa s. The Bu-|ing ils judgments aud en-| Cal,, 265. The uuthmitﬁ-:l;;%of'e’ru?o 'nlol:'ﬁnl:ﬁhtﬂ! in 'l‘ﬂfm’:w
preme Court.! Californiasaid that) forced. * The proceedings for-¢on-|bear out the proposition that on-the Pesiege it 1953, ( of e
the District Court which U= | tempt, therefore, are authorized|trial means something more th:m ymlf. 200,) 1s ‘perbaps (.Eec i
gl _those parties had ja on, | that =t n‘Phold their own | the final tria) of facts. ot the kind,
ity must 53 spEipdiction its ay “K isa &W’ BRRLIES "% ue Jook at the sccilie (6t mum
3 et wiiw 2 o, an ¢ Practice Act genc
remanded the parties back to the | take m '-‘i?d-m whether the lnlerp::hgflan p

say t the mewe-jq] allentlmof tho‘

complaint when not -«
werted by the uulwe:p'e?lf:glﬁy for m
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upon record wnr 8, dne of the acti ve. : Fotes |-
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tlIeConrt to uvol'o t, tbe Court could the complaint be taken ga ' S oIt va. Srofth, (1 B4, O, |

it nut, by virtue o! ll‘llt chu >

would likewise bo neeossars’ for
rm-pmvi-iou of allke natire B2 rges |
be new matter in the answer before

could be considered as true for the plive
pose of the action, except *‘on 11 trial.¥
And It Is contended that «trial”

the final triul, netwithsta
‘l-rm anoh Y e S s

Although lt.;nnaeumrdor
rovlsion respecling the ' comi-
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j‘j‘ ot chlmed either in the answer
e rule or in the argument of
l.hoeounnel that the sum allowed
unmsonnhlyh , or that the
it ot oot b S P
or a u e
Butitis a that the ni:aywar
of the defbn nt ed the merits of
Lghe casey contained new matter
.whleh was not denied,

laing bnr its allegationg can be
Pd as true, vet it is elaimed that tm a
cluslon that the aMrmative matter of the
angwer (s takon as Lrue, is arrived gt -

matter in the answer shall, on the ﬂnhl bhe

o V. B
deemed controverted by Lhendviuo wﬂ divor ull s
ty.” This does not say on the 57 h‘l‘;’l’m & e :
Had it been 8o Intended, It m;e.ly would [t d,:88 sodn . :
Site been se atated. w&"'“’d that a 2 K
As I have before staled, tho  werid g &u #
ibe |
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and the opln?o. of © Justice | of “" ’""ﬂ %“" wf’ﬂ Lglj“l';"" """"‘" this

It lt llled in its broadest term—

dou it but th
whulc acllon, and the

Lowe, heretofore delivered. in this it dn-

m the ial of
aes both of law and fact—lut If
in the more restricted sense, 1t would
-h.-hnm the final triali:: We do not
think that it mmkes any matorial differ-
llu.-o far ns this cpose s concarmed,
ponoid:.r it uui‘d ln_thy ode
s nop shon |
the statute which nl
mtu-r to be taken as “t?ud:h . | ua';:

are cited as authority and no

Iunﬂer authority was relied upon,
except the decislons referred to in

Chief Justice Lowe’s opinion.

Let u# see whether the decisjons
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an thnﬁuhnup-
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nhm The statute refarnd’ te
is Bec. 63 of the Praetiee Act, and

shown p {18 tm
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controverted by theadverse party.

Thmdumdlu-ofms facts? Tho .sense of. )
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::tiw -mm,-tu the Umutm etuss te beé dlsposed of clma-le fe
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fof property and for damages made, lsescs of fask-and can opus of | ‘
claim den court” '-
. tho and no proof “g Peferes,” In w -

l”’ b | a“
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