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ANOTHER VICTIM.

JAMES TAYLOR CONVICTED OF UNLAW-/
¥FUL COHABITATION IN TEE FIRST
DISTRICT COURT.

OcpEN CITY, Jan. 6, 1886.
Editor Deseret News:

After the reading of the minutes to-
duy, the Iollow!nﬁ named jurors were
accepted to try the case of the Urited
States vs. James Taylor, indicted for

UNLAWFUL COHABITATION

Walter Holbrook, George Corey, C.J.
Goodwin, W. H. Wattis, Chas, Webb,
P.J. Thorst.ed,. Jobn }’{eck, Thomas
Grant, W. W. Corey, D, I, Spencer, A.
Kuhn, E. M. Williams. Tbe proseciot-
Ing atiorney then stated the case to
the jury, which was that the defend-
ant had three  wlves, namely:
Anpie Taylor, Anpte Dyer Taylor,
Annie Bailey Taylor. Counse] sald the
charge covered a period of from June
1st, 1882, to May 1st, 1885, inclusjve.
He expected to show that there had
been no Int,errl(limiou between these
women and the defendant jn thelr re-
lations of husband and wives during
the three years above named,

Thothas I}. Dee was the first witness
called; He lived in Qgdeu during the
}mst four years; knew the defendant;
lved about 30 rods irom him; was de-
{endant’s brother-in-luw-—Annie Tay-
lor was hiz sister. The other two
ladies were generally roputed to be du-
fendant's wives, but witness had unot
heard defendant speak of them as
his wives, but had bheard him
speak of Anuie Tuylor us his wife

uring the time named; neither did he
remember stating before the Commis-
sloner that he had met the defendant
in Annie Dyer's hounse; had no recol-
letction ot hearing the defendunt speak
4]

ALLOF THEM A8 HIS WIVES.

Witness had, durine the time named
geen the defendant and Annfe Dyer aud
Annie Bailey at his (witnesses) house
together, but they did not go or return
together. He had seeu the defendant
and these three ladies, in company
with many others, go to and return
from church. Annie Dver went to Salt
Lake a few days previous to the pas-
sage of the Edmunds law, and on her
retury she went to live in her own
honse, where she still resided. During
a portion of the time mentioned de-
fendant had provided for Lthe mainten-
ance of Annie Dyer.

Counsel consulted notes supposed to
be statements taken before the grand
jury, and asked witness a question
sugeested by those notes. Counsel for
the defense ob)geted, and the Court
ruled that the atforneys on either side
could copnsult notes, no matter where
they came from or originated, simply
for the purpose of aiding

OR REFRESHING THEIR MEMORY.

Qu cross-examination witness stated
that the residence of tefendunt was
two miles north of the city proper, on
Main Street, and the general repute of
the neighborhood was that during the
time charged in the indictment, the re-
lations of husbands and wives betwean
defendant aud Annie Dyer aud Annie
Bailey Taylor were severed.

F. A, Miller was the next witness.
He knew the deferdant and those who
were alleged to be his wives; grevious
to the time named in the indictment
he understood tbat these three ladles
were the wives of defendant; but durt
the time so named the ¥eneml repuote
was that the relations of husband and
wives had ceased fo exist between him
and Annie Dyver,andjAnnie Builey Tay-

m.;

lor.

Court then touk recess till 1.303.
at that hour M, C. Tbompson, 8 Scan-
dinavian was admltted to cltizenship,
after stating that he liked the Consti-
tutlon, government and country of the
United States, and promising to obey
all the laws of the country.

In the case of Nathan Kimball vs.the
Ogden Herald Publishing Company,
by stipulation. of counsel, the suit
against all the defendants except the
corporation and Hemenway, was dis-
misscd, and judgment was entered for
500 and costs.

Thea case of James Taylor was then
resumed, and Joseph Bailey was cailed
as a witness. His testimony was im-
material, Matilda Bailey, aged 13
years, was nextcalled. Annie Bailey
was her mother, and the previous wit~
pess was her brother, She knew du-
fendant,but had notjseen him eat at her
mother’s houte, nor sleep there during
the last year, nuu wid cot remember to
have seen him go out with Jier to
church or any other place duriug the

.time named.

Frank Lubguist was "called to the
stugd. Hesuld, prior 10 1882 the ladies
in question were generally reputed to
be the wives of James Taylor; but he
now knew so little of the family rela-
tlcigs of the defendant, that he was set
aside.

August Lundquist was the next wit-
ness, and ks testimony was similar to
that of the previous witness. He ap-
peared to know so Little that the Court
severely «reprimanded him a8 an un-
willlug witness and ordered him to re-
main and not to leave the coturt-room
antil the Court had again talked |with
himon this matter.

Geor%e Thompson had known James
Taylor for 14 1yeurs.and was acquainted
with Apnie
from June1st, 1882, to
knew Annie byer during the same
period, and he understood her tobe his
wife, as well as Annie Taylor.
He did not know Annie Balley Taylor.
He said il was generally understood in
the nelghborhood where they lived that
these ladies were the wives of Jawmes

aylor during the years
Muy 1st, 1885,

| Bailey; had

E TR a =

Taylor, during the years 1882 und 1885,
On cress-examinuation he adwmitted
that during 1882, he lived about half
the time in Davia County. It wusalso
discovered that all his information was
based on hearsay,and he actually knew

LITTLE O NOTHING

about the matter.

William Sharp was the next witness.
He koew the defendaunt, but was not
Qn visiting terms with h'im; knew the
alleged wives; bacd during the time
'named in theindictment, seen defend-
"ant out walking and also riding ina
vehicle with Annle Ta?'lor and Anole
Dyer; had been acquainted with de-
fendant for 5 or ¢ years; lived about
one-fourth of a milelfrom Jas. Tuaylor,
but of his own kuowledye ho knew
nothing of the defendant’s murital re-
lations. In the year 1882 it was re:,
ported that the relatlons of husband
and wives had ceased to exist between
defeudant and Annie Dvyer and Anaie
Bailey.

Benjamin Garr was next put under
oath to testity. Kuew defendavpt and
! the slleged wives, and lived ncar Mr.
Taylor since 1872, but doriug the year
1882 was part of the thne awayfrom
home; and, durin: the time nome bad
seen de[cnd
Dyer, and had also seen him go back
and fourth to Annie Batiey's home,
but this was seldom—and he had nerer
seen him in either honie of the ladles,
excepl on two octasions. It was the
repuic that gince 1833, these ladies
cepsed to live with James Taylor 83 his
wives. d

ANNIE DYER
was the next witness. She was, prior
to the passage of the Edmunds jaw,
the wile of the defendant. Duriogthe
year 1832, he called at her house seve-
ral times and ate at her tablexn few
times. Sbe had not during that time
met defendaut at the bouse of Anule
walked with this lady
and defendant to church, Defend-
ant had also slept in her housen few
times, and also taken breakfust there

ant in the yard of Anpie

und Minpie Junsen Snow, and duriug]
all the perind atoresaid, at the cuuuty
aforeguid, he, the said Larenzo Suvow, |
did unlawfully ¢laim, live and cobabit
with all of 8a1d wonen a8 bis wives.
It you believe from the evidence,
geollemen of the jury, beyond & reas-
onable doubt, that' the defendant co-
habited with the women named, or uny
two of them, as wives, #od that he beld
the women, or any two of them, out io
the world us wives, by his lunguage or
bis conduct, or both, you should find
bimgurlty.
1t i8 not necessury that the evidence
should show thut the defendant and
these women, or eitber of them oceu-
pied the same bed, or slept {u the
sume room; neither is it necessary
that the evidence shonld show that
within the time mentioned in the in-
dictment the deferdant bad actuuj
intercourse with either of them (the
phruse **cobabit with more than one
woman'’ used in the statute means to
live withfas wlves); the offense of co-
habitutivs is complety wben 8 man to
{all guvsvard sppenrsuce 13 Hviog or ns-
soclating witn two oI pure Wolleu as
wives,
o
visit
women, he meywmake divections re-
garding thejr wellare; e may meet the
woimen on terms of socin! equality
but {f he assoclutes or Yves witn the
Wwomell, Or oy two of thew, us s hns-
baud with bie wife, he is gulity. The|
Supreme Coart of the United 8%ates, in
constrning the Edmunds Act, says that |
the statute **secks not onl{ Lo pumnisb
bizamy and polygamy when direct
proof of the exjstence of those rela-
tious cuu heroade, but ©o prevent u
inan from fHaunting iu the faceof the|
world the ostentation and opportuni- [
ties of a2 bizumous bousenold, with &ll
the outward apprdrunce of the con-
tinuince of the same relations which
cxisted before the Act wes passed.”
Betore you cap'find the deféendant
guilty you must be satsitied be- |
ond u reasonabie doubt, thut]

course the defendant might

several times daripg 1852, hut not dur-
Ang the last year, She bad also several
times been invited Lo ride ipto town in
the same carriage with Me. Tuylor and
Thomas D, Dee. Defendant contrib-
uted partially towirds the support of
witniess.

Eliza M. Garr was next sworn, She
wis scquainted with defendant ane his
alleged wives. She had =een the de-

fendant and the ladies walk-
ing together o few times,
and also riding o  few  times.
The alleged wives wera called by

their maiden , names to distinguish
them. Witness bus heen it the home
of Annie Dyer a iew thnes, but never
saw defendant there. This closcd the
testimony for the prosecution.

Wm. Burker was the first witness
called for the defense. Ile lived In
Mound Fort; had lived there fifteen
rears, and had known defendant all
that time. Knew Annie Dyer and Apnle
Bailey. They aleo,as well as defendunt,
lived at Monnd Fort. Sluce March, 1882,
Annle Dyer had lived in the brick
house where she now reshierd. Aunfe
Bailey had occupied her prasent ‘rusi-
dence since yrior to 18%2, ln that
neighborhood they had uot heen con-
aldered the wives of defendant since
1882, and they hud been knewn as
Annle Dyer, and Aunie Bailiey. They
were not still known as bis wives by
the community wihere they lved.

Cbarles Morton, Julius Farley and
John Maddock testified, but ~heir
statements were simply corroboriilve
of the gther wituessvs.
Both “sides now rested, and at half
past four p.m., the court charged
the jury. The instructions
brief and similar
given in former cases of this
character. His honor quoted the de-

definition of cobabitation. Ie closed
by saying: "I charge you further that
no public act of divorce, or proclatuu -
tion, that he had put away the woren
will be sufficient to hold him guiltiess,
if you flud beyond 2 reasonable doubi,
that he lived, or cobebited, as I have
defined the term, during the utne
mentioned in the {ndlclment, with the
women, or any of them named iu the
indictment. All such tnatters would
be immaterial. The question before
you i3: did they live or cohablt, as the
tern lias been defined to you, daring
the time named jo the indietment?
After a brief abscacugthe juryje-
torned into court ami the loreman
slated that they bud not reached a
verdict, owing toa misunderstanding
in relation to the evidence of Anuie
Dyer, which was read by the officia)
reporter, when they retired and short-
Iy after s1x o'*clock rendered a verdict
of *Guilty !’* WEBENR,

———i i P—————

CHARGE OF JUDGE POWERS
IN LORENZO sNOW?'S CASKE,

Dk Territory, Firat Jedicial Dfslrictj
Conrt.

}No.'ﬂ

Gentlemen of the Jury:

This case i3 a prosecuilon for sn ai-
leged misdemcanor. 1818 charged thut
the defendant, on January 1st, 1834, fu
the county of Box Eider in th!s district
and Territory, and on divers otier d:ya
and times thercafter and coutiunonsiy,
between said frst day of Jawrury, 1584 |
and |the 31st day o! Ik ccember, isdy,

United Statce
v

8.
Lorenzo Snov.

-r
.

did then and there unlawiully
live and cohabit with mure than |
ong woman, to wit,with adulios Snow,

‘S’&Eﬂh Spow, Hareiet Snow, LEleanor | of the uawspapers relative to our be-
Sniw, Mary #. 8now, Phabe W. Sgow ing bapisbed from Anderson Coupty,

cision of the Supreme (ourt on the[nocent

e has cohabited wilth two or
| inove of the women nsiued during the
time,or a portion of the tiwe named in
the ndiciment, to wit: between the
first day of Janbary, 1884, aod the
Ithlrly—ﬂrst. duy of i)ecumber, 1894,
The evidence introduced as to whut
occurred prior to the tinme named in
the indictment,is before you fur your
consideration ud tending to throw lizht
upon the relatious of 1lie parties with-
inthe Lime churged. 11 there is evi-
dence that the defondant bad marriad
the women, bad been living with them
45 his wives before tbe mme pamed
tu the indfctment, it may be cousid-
ered by you as tending [te throw
light npon the refation ot tue parties
withiin che tine charged. I there s
evidvence Lthut the defendune bad 1oar-
ried the women, bad been living with
thém ss his wives before the time
wentiooed i#)thu indictment, it may be
constdered "0y tne jury us adding
weight to any clreumstinces proven,
oiuting to uniawful cobabitation dur-
og the titne the offcuse is churged. )
you tind beyond s redsonabie doubt
that 1he deteddant had, during the
veur 1864 a.legal wife lving in Brighum I
vity, Hox lLlder County, Utan
Territory, {rom whom he was un- |
divorced, that he recognized her us
his wife, hetd ber out a5 such and ¢ou- |
tributed to her support us such wite,
and that dunog tust year he Mved jn
the saine house with the wottan Min-
pie, recognizing her as his wifa, asso-
clated with ber as such and supported
and held Ler out as his wife, then the
offense ot unlav/ful cohabitation is)
complete and ynu wlil find the defend- |

were | 200 gullty. ‘The legat wife in this case
to the chnrges |18 the womman whom tbe defenduut

tirst married.

The law presumed the defendant in-
untl] proven guilty beyond
4 reasoDuable doubt. A reasonable
doubt.is a doubt which s some
reason [or its busis; it does pot me:in a
doubt from inere eaprice or grouudless
conjectare; it is auch u doubt as 4 jury |
sre able 10 give a reason for. lf,un,er]
u curefpl and ‘impartial consideration

|

of all the evidence i Lhe case you can
say and feel thet you have an abldine
conviction of toe guilt ol the defend-
anl and are fully satistied of the truth
ol the charpe, then yuu are sutisted |
bevond u reasondbte uoubt.

You must agcept the law as glven
you by the Court as finaly you are not
Judgzes of the law. You will not con-
sider what counsel upon either side
bave #ald regardioy the luw of the case,
except so fur us it is borne out by the
coarge of the Court. [t i3 not the
provinee of couuse] to discuss the Jaw
to u jury; you will remember your
oaths und try this case upon the evy-

deuce given you from the wilness staud
und thelaw asexpounded by the Court.

You are the sule judges of the credi-
bility of the witnesscs, the weight of
the evidenee andd of the facts: If yon
find the delendant goflty you will say

EWVWS.

Jan. v

Sonth Carolina,
woutd be of intercst 1o some of your
wany readers,

Ou Nov. I#th we bade onr friends

wethought a few mctsl

motre good in this Btate ure not very
cnconraglug ut present,
WILEY G. CraGux,
Jo3. THoRUP.

furewell bere und took a sunset course, |

without purse or scrip, in) search of
tbe honest iu heart.
generally preatly prejudiced, and
varibly were refused school houses in
whilch to hold meetings. Having a let-
ter from Brother Joha Culmings, of
Heber Clty, Utah, requesting us to 7Isit
his old iriends and relatives'in Ander-
son County, where he was born and
reared, we journeyed in that direction.
Pagsine throuzh Greenville County we
touud it very difficult to get food and
lodgings. «Jn one occasion aiter call-
ju nine times to stay ali night and be-
1oy refused, we gave our pocket Lnite
fora bed. This, no doubt, was oc-
casloned by the articles wboich had just
been published {n the county papers.
In the Greenville Weeily News for
Nov. 17th, the following editoricl ap-
pearcd: *Tne people in the upper see-
tion of this county wbo run the Mor-
mon missiovaries away did exactiy
whut they should huve done, 3 o
JI'he Morinon Elder must #o from this
Tegion; he must go in a hurery. 1 he

bis children by the varions!i.swis op stayiog his visit will be made!

very permanent, excessively quiet, and
patisiactory to everybody excepl the
Elder.”

Several other articles of a similar
charucter appuared iu the Enterprize
and Mountaineer,

Not beiuyg able to find friends, we
We]rc sgoon {u Anderson Co.; this was
only

HJUMPING FROM T1iE FRYING PAN INTO
TUE FIRE,"

for the third night we spent in that
connty we were refused p
fosd many times, notwithstunding we
were the first Latter-day Saints who
had becu there for years.

They were not content with turnfng
us from their doors, but one dark,
stormy night they banded toeetler
mob-fashion and followed us. We had
just rot comfortubly iocated at the
honse of one Mr. Colley, wbo had
formed the acquuintance of some of
our people In Colorado, when the
good Conetians (¥) celled bim out, in-
timating thelr intentions to “sslick' us.
He gave them to uuoderstand it wouid

not be healthy for them to bother us |

while upder liis rool, 0 we were not
disturbed thap night. The next day
beluyr Bunday we only traveled anile,
About 7 o’clock in the evening the mau
wbo bad kindly consented to take us
In, was cualled out and requesiedto
sendl Lis wife to Lis neizbbor's, as
ubout 50 rmen were it search of us. He
advised us to

MAKE OUR ESCAPL.

A hint was suflicient, so wc took to the
woods, und remuined there all mgnt,
We concluded to leave the county, and
crossed into Pickens County.

Not satistied without seelng Brothes
Cummiogs’ friends, we truveied
twenty miles to the place where he was
reared.

\We had no diooper and had to retire
withour supper. Convinced thut we
could do no good in Andersor County,
we  Started out of  that 1wuch
prejudiced section. A mob had
orgsuized and was  in search
of us; they followed us by the tacks in
our shoes. We haa left the roud und
taken to the woods to spend a few
hours reading, thus esuding theirsearch
for a time, but they were determined
not to be bathled in their evil desjrns.
_Just after sunset we called on a Mr.
Kay who, after & few ingniries, con-
sented to keep us all night. Ifnrdiy
were we seated before the house was
sorrouunded by our

TRAILING ‘‘CHRISTIANS,

flve coming in atone door and two at
the othicr. They ware thoroughly
uroused after their long search, but we
gulmed them somewnat by showiog
them the views of Salt Lake City and
some photo’s we had, also giviog them
our Articles of Falth.

Thbey said **this i3 not a healthy place
for ‘Mormons,' w& are in tbe ma-
jority and you must o with us
to ~Belwon,® a swall  railroad
town. We soon uarrived at Belton;
tie town people agsembled at the drug
store and we were requested to give 8
deétailed uccount .of our procceedings
since our sojourn in Anderson Couuty.
After Lhls we were taken "out by a
guard whiic the people decided what
to do with us. On.rcturning we wers
toldthey had decided to let us go, pro-
viding we would promise to leuve the
county and nse our influence ngaionst
any more **Alormons’’ coming to that
county. If they did,violence would be
used. ’

Feeling we bhad done our duty, abd
thut we could accomplish nothing in a

county where we hﬂd been
|

We found people
in-:

otectlonand |

1
|

*~——
DIPHTHERIA.

HOW TO MITIGATE TUE CALAMITY.

IA MUNICIPAL BOARD
SUGGHESTED,

Editor Deseret Newa :

Ben?amin Franklin trothfolly said
“Public heolth {8 public weuith,” and
{the great isoglish Premier, Disraeli,
observed, ' 1'he health of the people 18
the tiret daty ot the statosman.’’ These
quotatjons are respectfully submitted
to the serigus consideration of our city
fathers.

The calamitous diphtheria, which
continues (0 prevail in this Jocallty,
should awaken the citizens and muu{~
cipal officers to action, with a view to
Btopping the proeress of the dire
scourse. 'This ety is unusually well
situnted to sive its inbapitants unsur-
passed advantarus for the mainteunnce
of health, and it is simply the fault of
the people und eity coundil, that condi-
tions dre permitted to, exist prejudicial
to health. Tee owpners of houses and
lotsare to blame for the existence of
disgusting privy vaults, loathsome pig
pens, dithy stables and corrals, rot-
Ling manure end varbage heaps, stink-
inz  cesspools, noxious accumula-
tions of siops, and other bLreeders of
digsease. No ressonuble excusecan be
given for permitting those things to
becomc nujsadces. There should be
0o hole in the ground for the reception
aud retention of fecal matter.  Ash
bius could conveniently furnish disin-
| fecltant muterinl for the centents of
closets, und render it easy to remove.
The accumulation of the

0¥ HFEALTH

OFFENSIVE WASTE MATTER,

near residences, besldes’)eing 4 posi-
tive injury to health, 18 a great source
of atlnoyance and worry, concerniny
how to propetly dispose of it. Ju
othcr cities, of “1ess mugnitnde than
this, it is considered the duty of
the authorities to  provide meuns
for the removal of pustiferous mal®
ter, why should it not be done here?
The pubiie health demands that it be
vendered ju-noxious, amd moved to
where it can be utilized, or at least, do
e burm, and some of the public funds
might well be devoted to Lhat purpose,
It seernzto me that no householder
wonldobject Lo pay a reasonable sum,
occasionally, towards getting offensive
lmulax:er removed from his lot or door-
yard.

There is no inore prolific disesse
breeder thao the Lig and its pep, Many'
scientists and aoclors declarc that,
next to over-indnigence of appetite,

EATING PIG MLAT

is the greatest capse of human aij-
meuts. If people will persist in eating
the accursed thing, which God hus de-
clured 1s nutlt to eat, its fou!, poliut-
iog sy shonld, utany rate, be bun-
ished trom the city limits. Give the
swine a fjeld (o run in, away {row hu-
man habitations, feed them lucern, rye
or other decent food, and then the
naturally unclean snimals will not
cause quite 30 much sickness in tnose
who ignore God's law by devouring
them.

It i8 up evidence of luziness in the
owners if they allownuck to nccumu-
late in stables and covrals to fester and
pollute the surrounding atmosphere;
and reander unbealthy the cows or
pther animals that have to stand or
wallow init, It may be considered
that our monleipal officers are, to some
extent, censurable for not compelling
such [azy people to observe the clty
ordinances relating to such matters.
The people have a right to the natural-
Iy pure air of ear mountain retreat,
and they who pollute it, by permitiing
offenslve nuisances to exist, sbould be
punisied.

It was pertinently remarked by a
Herald correspondenty 8 few montbs
?go. that “*any law that is not enforced
8

A HUMBUG,

uand our city fathers, to be conasistent.
should strike all such from the statute
book." I hope to see the day when the
people of this ctty will not need ordi-
napces relating to quarantine or nui-
sances, when all wili Jive above the
taw, mmaintaining perfect clean-
liness in their persons and sur-
roundings, but, meanwhile, I join
with many others in [wishinyg
that the existing, essential laws wers
strictly enforced. If 1 am rightly in-
lormed, the quarantine law iz almost
o dead letter here, at present there is
scarcely any pretense made towards
keepiug it, by those wbo should be

i your verdict, **We, the joiy, find the | MOBBED THREE NIGIHTsS IN A WENK, | gubject to tt. If the inmates of houses

detendauot gulity in mapner and f{orm
charged n the ndictment.” If you
Hud e defendunt cot gulity, you will
sy, *We, the

oot goilty.”
e S e

CORRESPONDENCE.

RKUOUGH EXFPERIENCE.

somet’t’l
S0 they cul
nnmd had the pleasure

we agreed to do as they requested, and

.(}onc!uded to heed the injunction of
esus:
jury, tind the defeudant . ity ‘flea ye ir:to another.”

‘‘If they persecute you fn one
"They tlien coucluded to give us some-
ing to eat before starting out, |
ied for salmon and crackers
of seelng two |

‘Mormons®’ appease their hunger.

us, 1nakiog u total cost of dic for them.
Mr. Iuy asked If we might spend
thenicht with bjm,whigh was consent-
ed to by all present. The next miorning
we *‘shook the dust off our teet
against Andersou Co., abd started for
Spartanburg, feeling truly thaukiuol to
our Heuavenly Father that'he delivered
us from the hands of meun who o few
bours before were seeking our lives.
Prospects for accomplishing muech

Vain Efforts of Two Elders to Goin |

n Foothold in Sonfh Caroliun, |

Parag, Spartapbuorg Co.,
! 8. ., Dec. 31st, 15885,
Editor Deverct Netcs:
AS there 15 an article going the rounds

as3lst

wherein diphtheria prevalis go to and
fro in the cliy, follow their usual avo-
cutions, visit, enter sirect cars or
stores, uttend meetings, etc., then our
quarantine law may well be regarded
a8 a borriblefarce, )
Botlneed not elaborate on these
vital questions, my purpose in writing
is not simply to talk about evils, but

They 2l60 gave uga lunch to take with | W BUREESt, as

A PRACTIQAL METHOD

of remedying them, that a sanliary
commission, ur municlpal board of
kealth should be established, combin-
inga number of citizens wit.h somc
knowledge of sanitary affairs, and
sevéral wembers of the City Couucil,
who would devise und ‘carry out
such measures as ale essential to
iu  protecting the pabiic



