
EVENINGr NEWS. adheres to the person who lias ver
contracted a polvgamo us relation.

this law he has ever called her his wife
or claimed her as such, or that she has
ever called him her husband or claimed

ing together of husband and wife, who
from disinclination or disability have
no sexual relations, Is "cohabitation,"
then It is only an application of the
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until he, in some undefined way,
abandons the"Tlatioii. It is clear the
status so defined, arises out of the
polygamous contract made at some
past time, and the effect of which is to
maxe tne person a nigamist:or poiyg- -
amlst? and Ithat no siich status can ex
ist with reference to the crime oi un
lawful cohabitation, which is not de
pendent ou auv coutract
While the uulawlul cohabitation of our
first parents (without any roof over
them, so far as we know ) has eutailed
on the world the status of original sin,
the Supreme Court prudently omitted
to adopt the doi-triu- as part of the

lv 11 law, especial!, as tliev were un
able to point out more clearly the
means of grace. The words "bigamist
or poiygainist ' ot tne eigntu section
are construed to mean any one who
in past time has been in those relations,
and do not imply au existing criminal
status. l lie words "person co-

habiting with more than one
woman, in the same section, im
ply a present criminal state punishable
uy tne mini section, ami to ims crime
no status is giveu alter the criminal act
ceases. Ihus a sharp contrast, is
drawn between a status non-crimin- al

in itself, and whieh follows a polvgam- -
rous coutract, and the actual crime of
unlawful cohabitation which, under
the eighth section, cannot be fol
lowed by any status after the un
lawful act ceases, lilhrr considera
tions already mentioned show then'
can be no uniawiui cohabitation pre
sumed in law from any prior status,
but the yery gist of the offense must b
proved us a fact. The. crime unlit"--

ful cohabitation re. nitres n,i miiritol
tract as a constituent " the crVcc, but
consists solely In wrongful acts lne
spective ot anv coutract, while the
status declared by the eighth section
arises wholly from the force of a con
tract, or a prior holding out of two
women, as wives, under such circum
stances as to imply a contract.

On other points it is unnecessary to
add anything to the bri f of Messrs
Sutherland & McMiide, who h.ivi
clearly presented the points and cited
sultlcient authorities.
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him as such. Holding out to the world
as a wife docs not mean that a person
must notify the public that a woman is
or is not his wife, but it is the intro-
duction and holding out of a woman as

wife, to the friends, acquaintances
and relatives of the family and those
who by their relationship, friendship
and association have an interest in
knowing the status she occupies. If
the world at large who have no interest
in the matter choose to innuire, they
can do so from those who know the
status, and If the world, as represented
oy a criminal prosecutiou, omits the
proper Inquiries aud rests on slight aud
equivocal appearances, it does so at
the risK oi misiaice ana must abide the
facts if they show innocence. The ap
pellant offered to show that upon the
passage of the Edmunds law be ceased
cohabiting with Clara C. Cannon, and
that both of them agreed to abide the
law ; also, that this was declared and
made known to tne other members ol
the family. If the jury was to pass on
the "holding out" as a question of fact,
this was important evidence on
that question. While the appel
lant, alter me passage or the
law, could not treat Clara C. Cannon
as a lawful wife by continuing sexual
relations with her, he was under no
obligation to - treat her as an entire
Btranger. His childreu by her had be-
come legitimate by this very act of
Congress. The mother was the proper

to nave tne care oi her children,Ferson the father's legal duty to sup
port his children, aud his moral duty
'jo support their mother, and this moral
duty was not an illegal one. He could
not morally withdraw from all associ
ation with his children and their
mother, or leave the mother homeless
or unprovided lor, and is he guilty of
u iila wlul cohabitation because he gave,
her a home in his house, ate atjher table
with ms own children aud supported
them In accordance with his means?
This is the only "holding out" shown
in the case. If lie had done this under
a separate roof, all would have sai
that in so doing he only commondablv
fulfilled a moral duty ; but because one
roof covers the apartments of both, he
is held conclusively guilty ola crime

The Judge further charged the Jury
that it was not necessary to show ail
occupation of the same room orbed, or
that there had been sexual intercourse

The altlrmative facts required by the
charge, taken in connection with
those not required as immaterial, and
the exclusion of evidence on the tria
make up the theory of the prosecution,
which is mis: living under the same
roof with two women, with each of
whom there has been a marriage cere
mony and cohabitation prior to the
Edmunds act, and eating one third of
tbe time at their respective tables
conclusively makes unlawful cohabl
tatlon, and all evidence of other facts
is immaterial. These facts include all
the "holding out" shown In tbe case
So conclusive were these facts con
sidered that the offers of evideuce
and the facts recited In the offers
were deemed Immaterial either in law
or as bearing ou questions of fact to
be determined by the Jury.

What we dee"iu the errors of th
theory have been partially stated, but a
general summary will not be out of
place.

The term "cohabit" has been con
strued as referable to a marital con-
tract, and it has been considered that
the contract in some way enters into
the constituents of the offense. The
contrary is true : it only means the liv
iiiK together of u man and woman in
the manner husband and wife live to
gether whether they claim to be mar
ried or not. When there Is a valid
marriage, this manner of living is law-
ful. When there Is no contract or a
void one, this manner of living is uu
lawful. The only thing that dis
tinguishes tne mauner in which hus
baud aud wife live, is the occupation
of the same bed, acu sexual inter
course, which is presumed withou
actual proof, until the presumption is
rebutted. That a marriage coutract or
auy claim or pretense of marriage is
not a constituent in toe ortense ol uu
lawful cohabitation is turlicieatly an
parent, in this statute the only deft
nition is cohabiting with more than one
woman. It is immaterial whethe
there is a marriage contract with
either or both or with neither, because
there cannot be two valid marriagesand cohabitation With both must neces
sarlly be unlawful, and the same would
be true if there.was a marriage contract
with neither.

The proof of a marriage contract
width one or both may be proper evi
dsnrc in anv iriven case, to raise a nr;
sumption that the parties cohabited In
accordance witli the agreement
whether it was valid or void, iiu
as a claim ol marriage is only proven
as cadence, ll loliows that such ev:
deuce or auy presumption arising from
it may be disproved by other evi
deuce.

If living in the same house with
lawful wife, without sexual Inter
course, may be couaait;iiion in a gen
era! sense, it uoes not loilow that It l

cohabitation to so live with one who i

not his wife-- . In the latter case the co
habitation must be such as to meet the
meaning of the term as used in the
criminal law, and the status and pro
sumptious are very different.

While it may be presumed that sexual
intercourse takes place between a man
aud woman who have contracted au
iuvalid marriage aud who live in the
same house, while there is no law for
bidding orpunisiiing it, the conditions
aud presumptions are changed upon
the passage oi tne law prohibiting it
The right or liberty which they previ
ously jfxerclsed has ceased, but iu the
case of tho lawful marriage, no right
has ceased, and tthe presumption o
sexual relation would terminate in the
one case, and continue in the other
The presumption from thenceforth
of innocence and obedience to the law
aud the presumption of sexual Inter
course from the claim of marriage
hitherto existing, ceases and gives way
to the presumption of innocence; and
the occupation of thir Bamia. house
thereafter, it eiU-itlet- f to any weight
ui ust be greatly lessened as a probative fact. In this case, the weight givento the void marriage as proof, was
equal to, if not greater, than that
which could properly be given to
valid marriage, aud the appellant was
not allowed any presumption of inno
cence, nor was he permitted to prov
his innocence. The teim "cohabit1
was applied simply to occupancy of
the same house, without regard to the
mauner of living, or to whether the
appellant and Clara C. Cannon lived in
tne nouse as nusoanu ana wue live, or
merely as ordinary irienos and ac
qualntances.

Other provisions of the Act of Con
cress aid tin the interpretation of the
taird section. The ttrst section provides for the punishment of ihos
who, after Its passage, contract poly
gamous relations, and the right to
prosecute for prior offeuses of like
nature is preserved by the second sec
tion. The third section provides for
class of eases in which a polygamouscontract or relation is immaterial as au
Ingredient of the offense. A poiyga
nious contract may or may,, not nave
been made. If tbe cohabitation was
neither initiated nor continued under
such a contract, then the offense of
unlawful cohabitation must be proved
without the aid of any inferences of
fact which might arise from It, and
without its aid to characterize other
evidence given. If a polygamous con
tract or relation does exist, and can be
proved, it may oe proper as evidence to
explain or give character to otner iacts
proved, and perhaps to raise certain
presumptions against the accused and
put him to explanatory proof. This
third section of the act is In force in
every place orer .which the United
States has jurisdiction, and It broadly
aeciares every one guilty .woo conaoits
with more tnan one woman, it is a
statutory offense, and every essential
ot It must be found in the statute ded
nition. Jt is not permissible ta limit th
term "any male pensoa" to the term
"any mala person who in a polygamous
relation," etc. Much , a construction
would not only incorporate new xoordi
and create a new meaning but would
give an ex post facto application to the
law by making a past act. an essential
part or an onease to whten a new vun
ishment was annexed, and would revive
past offenses though prosecutions were
oarrea or uie statute of limitations
Tbe eighth section also shows that this
offense is not dependent on any mari-
tal relation. That section provides for
tne auurancnisement oi every Dlga
mist, poly gamist and . person who
conaoits , witn more than one
woman. There is no room for doubt
under this language that a person who
cohabita with more than one woman la
within the prohibition, though he may
be neither a bigamist nor nolriamlat.
and that the person who shall cohabit
witn more man one woman, represents
in to is section tne piace occupied bytne inaie person - m section, three
Neither need be a bigamist or polygamist to violate tbe provisions of either
section. v-- f ...r

The Supreme Court of the United
Btate in constructing the eighth sec
tion of the act, decided in substance
that it is not intended as a punishmentior tne crime ox Digamy or polygamy ;
that it declares tne status OI one who
thereafter maintains those relationshat SUCh status la nnt nw.a..,-l- l

rimlnal or dependent on the continue
nee o sexual relations, bqt' tbat 1

wow to exceptional cases, and If we
take the exception in place of the rule
and construct a definition accordingly,
lawful cohabitation would be the living
together of husband and wife, under a
contract giving the right to sexual re
lations, according to their will and
ability; and if the
arose only from the exercise of the
will, they could lawfully change their
minds at any time and resume such in-
tercourse.

In unlawful cohabitation the ele
ments of even this exceptional cohab
itation are wanting. There is no law
ful relation existing between the par
ties, giving these legal rights. And
they cannot lawfully assume the li
cense of marriaue at their will, though
living In the same house. I he partiescannot by merely occcpying the same
bouse eive the appearauce oi cenamta
tion because of the absence of the
lawful relation from which intercourse
is presumed in the case of husband
and wife, but cannot be presumed
against others; and in a prosecution
for unlawful cohabitation the sexual
intercourse must be proved, either di-

rectly or from a state of facts imply
ing it, such as the occupation ot the
same sleeping apartment and bed.

The prosecution in this case rested
after proving the appellant lived in the
same house with two women, both of
whom he had treated, prior to the tioie
charged in the indictment, as his wives
That each woman had children, occu
pied separate apartments with her
family, and that appellant ate about
one-thi- rd of the time with each and
her family in hi r separate dining room
It does not aooear that appellant sup
ported the separate families, but it
would probably be assumed, and the
aowellant offered to prove that he sup
ported each family separately. There
was no proof or attempt to prove that,
within tne time nameu jn me lmuci-men- t.

the appellant had ever occtnpied
the sleeping room or bed of Clara C
Cannon, or had anv sexual Intercourse,
with her, and tnere was no prooi mai
within the time named in the iudict-meu- t,

or after the passage of the law
under which appellant was indicted, he
had called her his wife, or acknowl-
edged or held her out as such (unless
living in the same house is a holding
out), or that he claimed any right of
sexnal intercourse.

Were the facts proven so absolutely
conclusive In law and fact that no fur
ther or other facts could be shown, by
the appellant In his defense? He
yielded, in theory, every'possible pre
sumption to the prosecution. He
offered proof based ou the theory that
when tne prosecution uaa snown ne
lived In the same house with two
women, both of whom ho at some time
had treated as wives, the presumption
of sexual Intercourse would be raised
against him. Though one of the mar
rlages could not be legal, he admitted
the full force of the claim of marriageas evidence carrying with it the pre
sumption that the habits of marriage
followed and continued. He, however
did not admit that the facts proved
were conclusive in law, or that any
presumption of fact could not be re-
butted by legal proofs unless the law
declared them conclusive. Ho there
fore offered proofs to show :

I. mat Clara C. cannon aud her nat
ural and adopted children had occu
pid her sleeping room in such a mauner
as to mate its occupation by tne ap
pellant at least improbable.If proof of occupation of the fame
house bv the parties named was mate
rial-t- the prosecution, such evidence
would be material to the defense, un
less livlug under the same roof Is In
law conclusive evidence of uulawlul
cohabitation, and when such couclu
siveness is attached to the absence of a
oartv wall, every adult male and fe
male not married must have a separate
house.

2. That Amanda Cannon was married
to tthe appellant before bis marriag
with the witness, Clara C Cannon.

On this offer, it may be said, the ap
neliant did not deny cohabitation with
Amanda Cannon. He therefore offered
to show that it was the marriage with
Clara 0. Cannon which the law would
not recognize as valid, if the marrlairi
with Clara C. Cannon had been valid
and that with Amanda Cannon void
there would be a presumption of co
habitation with the legal wife, and if
cohabitation with a legal wife may ex
tst without sexual intercourse because
the right to it, subject to the will and
ability of the parties exists, the case of
the prosecution wouiu oe strengthened
because ol the non-aeni- ai ot conabtta
tion with Amanda Cannon; but by re
versing the situation and showing tlx:
.statu of Clara C. Cannon it took away
all presumption! of sexual intercourse
arising from a legal right, and left the
presumption of Innocence, or at least
tended to support and explain other
proofs offered to show Innocence. Be
side, to get a presumption of soxual
intercourse, or at least of the relation
of husband .aud wife, the pros
edition had shown the marriagesas evidence, nofcas a constituent of th
crime, for the iudictmeiit and statute
are silent on that subject, and as ex
planatory evidence ou the subject, that
offered by appeiaui was material.

3. Bv a series of questions proof
was offered that tho witness Clara C
Cannon knew o' the passage of the
Kdinunds act about the time it was
passed, that the habit of the appellant
prior to this time was to alternately
occudV the room and bed of the wit
ness, and of Amanda Cannon, and that
bv mutual agreement this occupation
as to the room and bed of Clara O.
Cannon and all sexual iutercour.ie with
her ceased, and that this was made
known to the other members of his
family.

Fro'm a misunderstanding arisingon the trial, and probably because --

pellaut's counsel did not fully explain
the object ot these questions, the
judge understood that they were of-

fered soiely to prove nou-sexu- al In-

tercourse, and this understanding is
put in the bill of exceptions (Trans-
cript p. 14). If offered for this pur-
pose solely they would be material on
a vital point of the case, and if the evi-
dence was before the Jury forthat pur-
pose, it could be cousldered for all the
purposes connected with that vital
fact, such as the agreement for

the change In habit, and
ail the circumstances connected with
the cessation of sexual Intercourse. In
no event can the exclusion be justified
unless proof of nou-sexu- al inter-
course was, under any state of facts
that could be shown, wholly immate-
rial toward making a defense, and it
seems impossible that in a prosecution
for unlawfully cohabiting with two
women, proof of non-sexu- al inter-
course with one can be immaterial.
The defense was not called upon to
prove all the material facts by one
witness or at one time, but could call a
separate witness to prove each separ-
ate fact.

4. On the cross-examinati- on of
Angus M. Cannon, Jr., (Transcript,
pp. 10 and 17), evidence tending to ex-

plain the testimony of the prosecutionas to the occupation of the bouse and
rooms was offered and rejected.

5. After the prosecution rested, the
appellant called Clara C. Cannon as a
witness for the defense, and repeated
(Transcript, p. 17,) the question as to
the priority of the marriage with
Amanda Cannon. The objection of the
prosecution was sustained, and the
appellant then disclosed (Transcript,
p. 8,) the facts he sought to prove,and
each part 'of the series was held im-

material, and the proofs were ex-
cluded.
' The Jury were then instructed that
if tiey found these things: that ap-
pellant lived in the same house with
Amanda and Clara C. Cannon, and ate
at each of their respective tables about
one-thi-rd of the time, and by his lan-
guage or conduct, or both, held them
out to the world as. his wires; theyshould find htm guilty.It was undisputed that they lived in
the same house and that he ate at their
tables substantially as stated. The
living in the same house, and eating at
the same table, of themselves are in-

sufficient, and would apply equally as
well to the sons of the women as to
the appellant.. By the charge, and by
the exclusion of evidence, the manner
In which they lived in the house was
held tunimportant. Ail the requisitesot the charge in this respect would be
complied with. If some other member
of the family kept Clara C. Cannon
locked ap continuously except to let
her come to the table one-thi- rd of her
time, whereas cohabitation means the
living together in the usual manner of
husband and wife. The vital part of
the charge which was intended! to
characterize the living in the same
house and convert It into an unlaw-
ful , cohabitation, is the holdingout 1 of the persons by language or
condnct as wires. This was a question
of fact for the Jury, and of coarse the
holding oat must hare been durjng the
time charged In the indiptment. The
proof as to Clara C Cannon, was this:
many years ago an illegal .marriagewith her teok place. She bore the ap-
pellant children, the youngest ot which
was born in January prior to the pas
sage of the law under Which he was
Indicted. Since the passage of the law
she haa lived in the same house, with
her family, in her own separate apart-
ments, and presumptively the appellant
supported the family, and he ate one-thi- rd

ofthe tme lal her table. There
was no proof that since the passage of
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The appellant was convicted under a
statute which provides that "if any
mate person shall
hereafter cohabit with more than one
woman, he shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor," etc. This is the entire
definition of the offense. The yord
"cohabit" seems to be used in a con
crete sense like the words larceny,
burglary and other words that imply
special deiining facts, but the statute
has not iriven the facts which shall
constitute the prohibited cohabitation.
ana it is the nrst instance oi its use in
a criminal statute, without any quali
lying word to aid in defining it. The
primary etymological signification
of a word very frequently fails
to give Its usual meaning, bntthisword
has retained much of its primary
meaning. 1 he word "naoito" is iter
ative in form ami signification, and
probably the original meaning was
having a habit or custom, or a fre
uuency ol possession, and hence, in a
local sense, the secondary meaning

to dwell," because the place of
dwelling or home was the place fre-

quented, and where the person, by
naoit. usually was. it tins siaiuie,
the word cohabit must be used in the
sense it has acquired In judicial pro
ceedings, or In accordance with its
meaning in common usage. In Judicial
proceedings, "cohabitation" has often
been only an evidentiary fact bearing
on other issues, and not the thing in
issue, and the terms in wmcii it has
been defined must be considered in
connection with the issue on trial.

The vordlcohabit"has never beenvsed
tn ana criminal law Co mean anitning
less than actual sexual intercourse, and if
the ii lea ot habit and Irequeney lnj- -

lk(l in the word (as distinguished
rum isolated acts), was not required,

the word "cohabitation" In such stat
utes could be changed to "sexual in
tercourse," and the whole term "las
civious cohabitation" can be para- -

rased and made "lascivious and
abltual or frequent sexual inter

course," wltnout any cnange. oi signi
fication When in a oivtl case ttie
question has arisen as to consumma
tion ot a marriage, tneterin "cotiaoita
tion" has been used as the equivalent
oi sexual relations ana coma have no
other meaning. So if the question is
whether a marital ollense has been
condoned, the cohabitation , after
knowledge ol the offense means sexual
I r s is fcia 1 r T iinvi mra I'lnnn A
1 u vx v. i a t7j vuij uuaa vo A ' uuua x

Paige 425. It is not necessary that the
wile snail witnuraw irom tne noose
She may be unable to do so, and it is
enough that she ceases cohabiting with
the husband by withdrawing irom his
bed.

On Questions of legitimacy, it would
be of little avail to show an occupancy
ol the same house, ii no lurther pre
sumption was tndultied; out tne co
habitation is important, oecause sexual
relations are implied in it, and without
this implication, the proof would be
worthless. In disputed marriage cases.
the cohabitation ol the parties subse
queut ts the claimed contract, is irn
portant evidence, and the term cohabi
tation, here, cannot mean merely living
lu the same house, out living togetheras husband and wile, and as proofactual or presumptive, oi sexual reia
tions.

In short, the (universal signification
of the word "cohabitation" In civil and
criminal cases, is a state of actual
sexual relations, or a condition of liv-

ing together in which such relations
are implied. It may be said that un
der the modern civil law, marriage i if
treated as a contract, and may be com-
plete without being followed by sexual
intercourse, and the parties may live
together, aud through disinclination of
one or both, or by reason of im potencyor old age, haye no sexual intercourse
and this living together might be called
"cohabitation." If it be conceded
that such a living together is cohabita
tion, it makes no exception to the
usual meaning of the word. It would
only show that, in exceptional cases
cohabitation may consist in the living
together of married persons, having
the right to sexual intercourse at their
pleasure, and in accordance with thei
ability. If the ability existed, and
such intercourse was voluntarily re
nounced, the outward appearauce
w ould he the same as it it toos. place
and the presumption of fact would be
that it did take place, unless the con
trary was proved ; but if the omission
was from known disability, the parties
would still enioy all the marital rights
they were capable of enjoying, and the
omission would not show that "cohab-
itation" Is not of sufficiently broad
significance to cover every marital
ritrht. but that their known disabilities
or disinclination, prevented them from
fulfilling the complete definition.

In looking to the common slKuiflca
tion of the word cohabit, we find but
two meanings : one broad and generic
and including all residents of the same
ward, town,city, or even country, and
the other, the lieing together as husban:
and wife. The latter is the only per
missive one, and it does not exclude
the living together of those who are
not married. It is not the living to
Kether of husband and wife only, Imi
the living together of a man and wo
man as husband and wife live together
that is, under conditions implying srix
ual relations.

The popular use of the word, espe
cialiy when applied to the .relation of
the iiexes, conforms to this meaning
and whether we look to Judical pro
ceediusrs, lexicographers, or common
speech, the same common signification
is found.

Had Coneress Intended to use the
word in a anew signification, a dcflni
tion would have been given to carry
out the intent. The omission of the
word "lascivious" is of no significance
Statutes against lascivious cohabita
tion do not refer to a cohabitation
with more than one woman, but are
directed against one who Utudviouslu
cohabits with any woman, and the word
"lascivious" only means wanton and
unlawful, and that the woman Is not
the wife of the man. ' This statute
atrainst cohabiting with more than one
woman, retains the fait meaning of the
term lascivious, and perhaps more, for
both women cannot lawimiy De tne
wives of the man, and the cohabitation
with at least one of tnem must do un
lawful. It has been claimed that this
statute only refers to cohabitation "in
the marriage relation." The words of
the statute give no color to sveh

example of cohabiting with two or
more women Is an injury to , society
the Injury would not be less because in
one case neither the man nor woman
claimed any right but knowingly acted
as law breakers without any excuse of
conscience or 'belief. li is misleading
ta assume that this statute refers only to
cohabitation under a marriage relation
or claim of a marriage relation, and
that the word cohabit relates only to
those associating under the form of a
marriage contract. Such an assump-
tion can only be - made to relieve the
prosecution of a large measure of the
necessary proofs, and It treats the void
marrlaga reiatlpaM a constituent of
the offense and a part of its definition,
Instead of treating It only as a matter
of evidence tending to raise presump-
tions of fact going to establish the of-
fense. It has already been said that
cohabitation does not mean the living
together of husband and wile, bat the
tiring together ol a man and woman as
husband and wife lire together. It re-

fers to the manner of life and not the
contract, and therefore includes the
husband ana wue, ana au men anu
women who assume their habits of
living. Unless this Is the meaning of
the term, statutes against lewd and
lascivious cohabitation could not be
enforced unless the prosecutor could
show avoid marital contract oi rela
tion, and such statutes would fail to
reach the cases intended to be Includ-
ed. In such coses It Is the habit and
frequency joi visits apd-sexu- al rela-
tions which make the cohabitation. ,

we may inereiore say, tuai, to co-
habit usually means to live together in
the habitual relations In which husband
and wife live, and implies sexual rela--
tlA3. In cases for lewd, lascivious or
unlawful cohabitation, nothing less
than sexual relations Is meant by co
habitation. The term cohabit has no
reference to , a marriage ,

con-
tract or claim 'of marriage valid
or void, but - reiers oiuy . w uie
habit of married persons, and unlaw-
ful cohabitation means those who
adopt that habit without authority of
law, ana whether urns aaopuono me
habit is or la not under a claim of mar-

riage does not go to the constituents of
the offense, but such efalra Is evidence
which the prosecutor may nse to raise
presumptions that the parties , nave
acted in accordance with,-tiu?- lr claim
and hare assumed and exercised the
rights which the claim, if good, would
Justify. : If It be conceded that the" liv
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.

W SBKN O I AMi, -

Weber Connty, Utah,
T VT. SnURTLtTP President. ' ,

WAHDS. V. BISHOPS.
Fden,......,S David McKay.'

rrrfiFe,...................vI. O. Taykt.
Ajopr,...,.....,.,..,4.... . .li Jbert Heln)K.

HuntsviUe,,..-- . ............ ...F. A. Hammond.
Lynn, ..i,.,.i.X. F. Thomas.
Aorriort,.. .. ... i. .James Kichic.
Awand Fort,.,, ................. I )avid Moor.-
Aorth Ogden :...Ttio. Wallace.

Oadm, First Ward...,,. .'.to. C. Cntchelow.
llidem .nvBit Wnmt lliKi,rfll.n...r ' ........ mwv. .i.yuai 1 19.
Ofldtn, Third TorU...,.;v.WiB8low Karr.
tyden, fourth ford....,.Kdwin Strstford.Plain City U. y. Braruwell, Ir
Pleasant yimr,...,, i't.k....lfi. W. Wade.
ItiverdaJe ....Sautord Iiintrhara.
( later rilte, j.a. Allred,ri,. ,...!. M. fetnaraWH rier,,.,....,.u r.....J. 1. Hartrri'"i , Tt 1' p.r',tn

Mw.M. n.Hfnrnia. tv.nor.rrl iWncss. Buffalo Barbed Wire, also a great
vihmv ni Vaitn nd (J.rri.-- n Hand Imialements. consisting of Rakes, ioras,
Hoes, Lawn-Mowe- rs, etc., etc.

The Mitchell Farm and Spring Wagons and Road Carts are imanu-- s

i ,i k ti,. h .,iohn anil Mnntint trade, of the very tex
mftrii that mnnM ran bnv and under
chell, a practical wagon manufacturer of over fifty years experience We p
soually guarantee that they are first class In all respects, andecond to none
the market. '

The Walter A. WMd'. Harvesting Machine are absolutely unequalled
. ut,r,crt. ii,.r.hiii. Ununlnir uml SimuHclty. Head the lonowiiig

..a VU.Xv. mu i.i a,.l,f K

n. no. iLu.i ii w inu'j in two .

of the machines could possibly cause such extensive and constantly iw-re- Im
sales. The above flrures speak louder words it praise than anything we could
possibly say They Dave enlarged roeir
jrders lor 1880.

. . . . , . i -
mv ... t. rv. Kawo h

Is sufficient guaranty of the superiority
teel Tilo w manufactory in the tooriu

Russell & Co's Threshers. Engines and Saw Mills, f
the lad, and in the near future will stand without a rival. A person that has

i . r . . ,(n rrKK n 1 1 nao anv fthr. Eeerv Machine weever uaeu a Aiuuuua xuicauc,have sold has -- lveu the roost perfect

thi S..1- V- i.... ij tho
miro,.o ir.-X- mr utjuwU without a

of the goods they manufacture.

. v j -
satislactton.

nnir Kimli lever sulky plow made. The
rival lor strength, Jiichtness of drauKlit.

I'aM mul Hiamiue their L'OOUS. Ktlll
Rakes also of their Chilled Plows.

Flinpllclty and quality of work No rson having any regard for horso llosl

wiJl purchase any other sulky plow after using the one-le- ve r Gilpin.

n m u m A I .r ana M llrt PTIWnilf til m&ke tht'i
1.11... i,..i.n.inih..iniriii.
be convinced olthe superiority of their

GRANT, ODELL, & CO.

WHAT YOU CAN BUY

OIE DOLLAR, CASH,

0B

AT

CLIVE'S.
SOUTH STREET.
3 Package Smoking Tobacco.. 1 0!

Package Cigarette. 1 o
Bottles Worcestershire Sauce I Ot

7 Cans Tomatoes 1 0t
S Can Mixed Fruit. t
3 Chicken 1 ?Wild Dark lot
6 Pound Turkey, l w

10 Teai Ducks 1 ot
4 Oroase . ... lot

Jack PniDe. 1 oc
Quarts Craaberrtee, ... 1 00

1 Hushel Apples ... I 0(1
5 Pounds Baa . 1 08

Pouad Mountain Trout, 1 ee
to Pounds Chubs s a e 1 08
3 Pound MnUett. ' aeeaeeaa 1 00

uaiion Hyrup 100
1 Oiailon Molasrcs loo

10 Pound Qoner..... . 1 00
11 Poands Sal Soda. 1 00

Oallon Vinegar 100
15 PouLd Iried Nayy Beans.... 1 00
IS Pounds Butter Bean 100It Pounds ui Bean. ......
4 Can Hoeva Baked Beans 1 00
S Pounds Baker's Obocolat).. 1 OS
t Pound Beet Butter .........k. i eo

rounu coouBf suwr... e wS lee
79 Pounds Wheat..... l eo
20 Pound Sweet Potatoes , 1 00
ISO Pound Fine Salu.i.. ........ I 00

JO Posad Lard
loo Pound XXX Floor..... 1 75

FOR YOURCE
i

PRICE &
No. 58 W., FIRST

6 Packaire Tea $1 00
6 Packagas Arbockl' Cof ee 1 00
6 Package Old UoyeraaMBt Java

(Kruuud). 1 00
1A Pound Sugar l oo
it Package or Taa Iut 1 ou
8 Fouud Mocha ana Java Cofe 1 1

6 Pound Oreea Rio 1 00
10 Pound Rice ; 1 00
10 Pouad CurranU 1 00
U Bar Utah oap 1 00
IS Bar Kirk's 8oap 1 00
It Bar American Family Soap 1 1)0
14 Bar Kntoea 8ap 1 00
10 Boxes Lye 1 00

S Pound Any Kind of Teaat Pewdar. 1 00
1 pound Can Salmon 1 00

S 1 pound Caa SaJntoB.. 1 00
S Broom 1 w

10 Pound Peart Barley... 1 00
iu rouno Tapioca...... 1 00
10 Pound Sago 1 00
60 Pound XXXX Floar. liw
9 Package Starch. 1 00
S Pound Nut.... 1 00

Can Lobster 1 w
10 Pound Oyater Cracker .....v.. 1 00

Pound Mixed Crackers ... 1 00
H ButMls PotatOM 1 00Bnaels Tnrnip 1 00a Basket Carrot 1 00

78 Pound Dry Onion 1 00
0 Poands Cabbage 1001 Pound Hor)uo Tobaceo. 1 00t Pound Star Tobaece..,,,. ........... 1 00

CALL AriD SEE
i?9 8 jFV First South mrest.


