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behind it strewn with corpses. The
history of progress is the history of
battle, nnd we too will have to fight
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corporation was rightfull dis-
solved for the' misuse and abuse
of its power, and that the corpora-

guilty of contempt, and that he be
punished therefor.
A motion fs also made for an

for our rights. How did this repub- | tion might also be dissolved under|ameudment of the provisiona of the

lie free itael? By blood.
blood.

How will | the
this slnvery guestion be seftled? By | the

eneral policy ol the powers of
onstitution. The corporation

These victories were not| being dissolved, be maintnined that

won by holding prayer mectings and | there was nothing left for usto do

singing hymus.

ture fills the world and reigns su-
reme. We can’t obinin these

ings by peu.cm.ble means, se we
must resortto force. [Wild cheer-
ing]. The ecapitalists are prepared
to mect the people with force, but
some day we will go to them and
sny, ‘Your timne is up, the time is
come.’ [Applause.] hat happens
when two great forces meet???

Grottkau here bent over to the
reporters and said, ““This is diplo-
matic language and we all under-
stand what it means.”? This remark
was caught hy the audience nnd
was greeted with laughter and ap-
plause. . The speaker, in concluding,
shouted, “Down with the eapital-
isfs! Down with the present system!
Down with the robbers! Down with
wage slavery!”? Tremendouscheers.
accompanied bﬁst.nmpingof feet and
clapping of hands which lasted
scveral minutes, greeted these peror-
ations, and Grottkau resumed his
seat with a very congratulatory ex-
pression. The immense nyd’i(enoe
slowly dispersed, singing the ¢Mar-
selinise.”?

Race Troubles.

Herlous trouble between whites
and blacks was lately reported from
certain counties In Mississippi. Tt
was stated that a low and lawless
class of whites had driven a Iarge
number of negro families from their
homes and lande. A letter appeared
in the Jacksonr Mississtppian on Jan.
18 reciting the troubles and demand-
ing that the negroes be restored to
their pomsessions if it required the
entire state militin to do it. -The

governor was albout to take active
measures, at last accounts. ’

The Church Sult at Washlngton.

In the argument of the Chiurch
suit in the United States Supreme
Court on Jan. 19, Bolicitor Genernl
Jenks, for the United States, held
that Congress had the constitu-
tional right to dissolve the coi-
poration. He maintained that
the clause of the Constitution giving
Congress the right to legislate for
the territories gave it the powerto
repeal territorial enactments. He
declared. moreover, that the consti-
tution of Utah provided that acts
passed by the legislative assembl
should g;a null and void if disap-
proved by Congress. and the express
power to repeal territorinl acts was
therehy conferred upon the legisia-
tureof the federal government. It
was for Congress to determine when
and under what circumstances it
would exercise this power. He alao
contended that the act incor-
jorating the Church was invalid,

eause in conflict with the pro-
visions of the Coustitution forhid-
dig the establishmeni of religion.

He furthermore sasserted that the

1 tell you the law | but appointa receiver to take charge
musgt be throttled. We must trample | of t’.{;
it under our feet until the lnw of na- |

o property of the eorpora-
tion.

o—

DYER CONTEMPT CASE.

The question of the contempt
proceedings agninst Marshal Dyer,
for refusing to answer certain ques-
tions as to his conduct as receiver fn
the suit against the Church, came
up in the Territorial SBupreme Court
Jan. 21. Each of the judges filed
an opinion, as follows:

BY CHIEF JUBTICE SANDFORD.

A petition was presented to this
court in the above entitled action,
signed by T, C. Balley, chairman of
the Board of Trustees, Seventh
Bchool District; Rudoiph AIff, chair-
man Board of Trustees, Eignth
School District, and J. T. Mills-
paugh, pecretary Board of Trustees
of the Twelfth.District, for permis-
sion to be allowed to become partica
therein.

That petition was denied, on the
ground that th:gv wero not proper

rties and h no right to be

rought in as intervenors.

The petition, however, contained
serious charges reflecting upon the
receiver appointed in that action,
and upon his attorneys, and it was
decided that while the petition
should not be granted, the charges
of corruption, fraud, improper and
unprofessional conduct ought to be
investigated. Leave was given,
therefore, to the petitioners o file
their petition in this court. The

sruons charged with improper con,,
lL{uct were required forthwith as of-
ficers of the pourt to file their ans-

| wers thercto; and in the language

of the decision then made, It
should be referred to an examiner
to take such testimony as is offered
both- to sustain and disprove the
charges contained in the petition.?

The question of the amount of
compensation which the receiver
should be entitled to receive for his
BeTViCEs ha'vm?r theretofore been, by
an order of this counrt, referred tonn
examiner, it was further decided
that that question should be reserved
until the report of the examiner to
be appeinted to take proofs of im-
proper and unprofessional conduct
should be received. .

Thereupon an order was entered
and the charges of malversation
referred to  kxaminer Harkness.
An examination was commenced
before that examiner, and the re-
ceiver, Dyer, was sworn and inter-
rogated as to his conduct. He re-
fused under the advice of his attor-
ney, ns appears from the record be-
fore us, to answer certain guestions
declaved by the examiner to be
Emper. His refusal so to answer

as been reported to this court, and
an orler is asked for declaring him

order heretofore
the application o
tees, and providing for an examina-
tion of the said charges. The
imendment requested is that after
providing that the ¢xaminer take
and report such evidenve as may
be produced either by the petition-
ers or the receiver and his counsel
touching the matters in said peti-
tion set out, there be inserted after
the words ‘“set out? the following
words, ‘‘to-wit: charges of corrup-~
tion, fraud and unprofessional con-
duet,” so as to define with more
particularity the precise matters
referred to and to examined be-
fore that referee. The two appli-
cations, as they relate somewhat to
the same matter, may be considered
together.

When the order of reference di-
recting that testimony concerning
the charges set forth in the petition
was made, it was the intention of the
court that the examiner therein ap-
pointed should ftake proofs touching
thetalleged misconduct of the officers
of the court only, innsmuch as the
question of the amount of compen-
antion to be allowed to the receiver
had already been referred. This in-
tention was evident from the de-
cision of the coutt then rendered. If
the order made had been drawn so
18 to embod y the purpose of the court,
the amendment to the order now
sought would bave been unneces-
sary. If granted now, the amended
ordyer will incorporate the intention
and decision of the court, as then
expressed, and we think the amend-
ment ghould be allowed. As the
order was originally drawn, the pe-
titioners’ contention that the ques-
tion of compensation was also re-
ferred had* some grounds, If read
nlone. and not in connection with
the decision of the court. Underthe.
onler of the court, as then entered,
the question which the witness re-
fu to answer was proper and per-
tinent, nnd the question should have
been answered.

Onsuch an examination as this,
the wisest eourse genernlly is not to
stand on the accused’s legal rights,
but to answer freely and in detail
all questions that have the remotest
connection with the subject of the
investigation. The ruling of the
examiper by which be exetuded
yuestions relating to the eonduet
and financial condition of the re-
ceiver when acting as o private citi-
zen or acting in any other offigial
capacity was correct. The charges
made againgt hinl were directed to
his conduct as an officer of this
court, and al! questions that bore on
that point, even though nemout and
not clearly eonnected with it, should
have Lwen answered.

The receiver, a= appesrs from the
testimony before us, was advised by
his counsel that he need not answer
the question, the refusal of which
has been repoarted by the referee to ©
this court.

It has been held in many cases
similar to this that such adwvice.
honestly given and accepted and
acted- upon in good faith, is to be

rennted, denying
the school trus-



