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JUDGE SUTHERLAND’S
-ARGUMENT.

\We surrender our editorial spacs to-
day.and flso necessarily leave out some
literesting uews items, to fAnd space
f.r tho able argument of Judge
Sutherland In the case of A. 7
{'aynon oo appeal before @
Suvrewe Coort of the Territory, It
Will be found well worthyot perusal,
Iuthe lsugusage of one of the legal
¥outlemen who listened to its dellvery,
*'It does not leave the Court from

whlich the appesl is taken a leg to stand
upon.” The detision of the Bupreme
C'ourt In this case Is awaited with in-
1. reat

L~ - e

TiHIE CANNON AND MUSSER
CASES.

THE ARGUMENTS BEAFORE THMK
SUPREME COURT.

[he appeal on the motions for new
trinls In the cases of President A. M.
Cunonon and Elder A. M. Musser, came
for hearing before the Territorial
Napréme Court thls morning, Chief
Justlee Zape presiding, Associiieiie-
Twes Powers and Boreman preseal.
I+ defendants were also ua conss.,

District Attorney Dickson objeuiesh
to the hearing of the Musker case, ba-
vause ons or two polots had 'n
raised thereln that were mot involved
ln the Canvon case, and he was wtpre-
vared to proceed with the argument
untll next week.

Mr. Browa sald thas the particular
point referred to was Mr, Varisn's
argument, amnd due notice had bheen
glven to the District Attornsy. The
vwefenso bad done everyihing In reason
o have all prepared ln tims, and ob-
Jue u-._ll to ibhe continuance as A great
ldinstice.

I'ne District Attorney
lhviog five days' notlce;
very aaxious to have M.
vt at the time of hearing.

Mr. Brown then said he must insist
on haviogz the case sot for Saturda
but Mr. Dickson stated that hea r':u{-j
not be present on that day, and as-
senied to 4 suggestion of Judge Kirk-
patrick, that sotll Thursday, the 1Tt
lust., be allowed the prosecution to,
ile w brief 1o reply, it tEey NO pod.

Judge Sutherland asked thag #jm he
11 restriction a8 to the time of - argu
ruent, and that he be allawed the whale
of the morning sess :

.\:ﬁ Dickson sald 4 I, thatease Le
would desire to use this ajtarnoon, as
hig lamllf' ware golng east in the morn-
“inz, and he desired to accompany them
to Ugden, "Fitd armangement was ac-
cordingly mado, and Judge Satherland
Jdeliveradt hid argument as tallows :

i

insisted on
he wes also
Varlan pres-

< e

The indictment i3 bad ror tAe raason that
it does not state a casg meluding all the
elements of the offense defl " ha
third section of the Kdmunds act,

Weo Invoke the rule, which s settled
beyond all controversy, shat ap jndict- *
went wnst allege all't
sary to till every particalar of the swgi-
utory or caunmon law definition of the
cffense souzht 10 he charged.

YV Am, Cr. L., Secs. 233, ¥s8
\ Bish.on Cr. Pr., Seca,
17, 821
Bish. on St. Cr., Sce. 8%
1 Arch. (‘r{lPll(. and Pr, .
Slate vi. McKenzie 42 Ma,, 24,
Koster va. Psoplr., & Micl, ;f
Luders vs. Peonis, 29 id, 288,
Palmer vs, Peo le, #3ud 5.
Yool \':LP:.‘O{)T N, Y., st
t'u-_lple VR, Allt‘}.‘l._ »Denlo, T,
Brown va. Compionwosith.8 Mass.,
0. '

The rule s slpmantary, and it would,
be u waste of tyme to coliect the cages
which athirm. [

The zection of the statute on whick.
the lpdlctment is foonded provides,
S Phal M any sale porsos lna rritory,

- . *  hereafter cohabits
wilth more than ooe woman, hs shall
be deomed gullty of & wisdemaanor."
The indiciment states that the “lirand
Jurors - . g flad ana
predent that Angus M. Casnon .

. * outhe first day of Jun.,

A, Iy, 1582wl on divers other days,
and coatinuously between the sald
fr<t iy of Juag, A, DD, 1844, aad ths
fdrst day ol February, A. 1. 1850, at thes
counnty of Salt Lake¢ aod Territory of
Utih, did uolawlally cobhabit wedth
more thau oOne woman, 1e- wits on
Amnnda (Canooa, and Ciwa ©
AMasna, sometimes known as Claga C
Cannou, against the form of the statute
of the sald Uatted States In, sach case
tade sud pl‘l}\'lded. - . s
Under the head first Mn‘:.. rely

on two defects ol the
or ﬂ:ln" thet the

“at6, 28

3, umnota.'
84 mole

1. It fails to alle
defendant is s *'x Perswn.

The rale of pleading just adverted to
requires that the indjctmment shonld
alleze that the ylef t Is.“a male
person,” for ln no other way could the
statatory offiense be fally stated.

Whers the offense conslsts of . an act
done hy a person of a particalar des-
cription, the indictment must allege
that the defendant is g person of that

description.
People v8, Allen, 5 Denlo, 79
Ex parte Hedley, 31 Cal., 108,
vommonwealth vs. Libby, 11 Met.,
e, /
King va. John, 3 M. and §,, M8,

9. The indictment dovs nout allege
that the defendant pat
tense of marital relatign so the Women
tnerein meationed.

The third section denouncea all co~
habitation of & mele person with more
than one woman. To contine i to a
cobabitation with them, wader a claim
of marriage, the court. must loterpo-
late words which the lammaker has not
inserted. coart s held that it
is not comp.tet:l. S0 1o Imorpret and
vhange a statute.

If;o._?.'l.ll City va. Baok, 8 Utah, 801,
S - .

I.eonl ve. Taylon, 20 Mich., 185..

Tynan vs. Walker, 35 “U:I.. 6N, 048,

But the prosecution aﬁuuﬂn
construction,and :

restrictive

of the court to the jary ¥
sdopted the same view, for rwise
hol h;x mtb.tenhm’ women as wives
would hawe al.

Whoile we controvert the constyuc-
tion cont egded by the prosecution,
sud Insist that sestion ies 10
s!l males who cohablt wish & plurality
ol women, We con the
ment is not lmhl ::?ﬁ‘
the statute, whic
geemed Lo adopt. it 1s fatally defective
if that ¢ 1itraction i3 the correct Oue,
1t does not state a ecase with-
in sectioa three I It refers only
to matrimounial cohabltation,

jt must contain allegations of fact
fiiling every particular, in the descrip-
tlon of the offense as &-ﬂud by con-
struction of the statute. .

BiLes vi, State, 81 lad. 72,

Schinldt ve. State, 78 id., 41,

f#& Commonwealth vs. Slack, 19 Pk,

3. ‘

Commonwealth vs. Beaun, 11 Cush.,
414. >

Commonwealth vs. BStout, 3 B.
Mon., 249,

The Mary Ann, 8 Woeat., 888,

This indictment should have
that the deteadant cohabited wi

WOIeNn a8 wires.

below erred 1a Fhe rejecon
Tt:kﬁ:fﬁ f);v.-red by ihe defendunt
well as {a instructions la::c J"”-‘ ,
tment is founded on I
Tﬁg;n(;ittthe Edmunds Act. L‘ﬁu it
cohabitation bé ;“::f'u peraun with
n one Wo -offenss.
g suﬁhm very

ords ol the \
!:’E::d‘:ud require constrection: This

evident from the first reading. Ac-
cordl

oy
as

to the lotter of the statute, it

204.
Lhe

Sherborn- 1 N B.
Secoudiy, 1t appiles w?;ﬂ,,,,,
:L:dooblhf‘ is prop:é‘y' Mﬁ
poy below the age of pu , but o
- 10 capable of !
the held within the
it with his mother and slster.
- irdity, 1 the act can s

facts necos- |

sny pro- |

; nearly
try has bgen
gullty every day since the mct was
passed. - .

It is & rule of co tion that
where the words of a ststate are gene-
ral it s the daty of the ¢ourtto so lo-
terpret and apply them that the statute
8hall nnt lead to uajust or absurd con-
Bequences, '8, vs. Kirhy 1| Wall 486-7
Alvord vs. Lent 238 Mich 271-2.
can be no doubt that the law was in-
tended to be solely prospective. [t iy

males old enoush t» come within
moral and legal reguistions in respect
to lntercourse with the other sex.
IL1s no less manifest that Congress
had no intention to restrict tha privi-
lege of & man who bas lost bls wife to
marry and cohablt again.

The word cobabit also needs con-
stractlon—a restrictive construction.
Webster and other lexicographe ks sub-
stantially agree in two dmtlaltions:
“1 to dwell with, to Inhaklt oy reside
lo company, or in the same plaoce or
country. 2 To dwell or live
as husband sod wife. I the urt
were 1o adoptl the flrst as evincing the
iatention of C rosa it would lead to
the most abs cumcﬁneuces. That
deflnitian must be wholly rejected as
having no spplication to the word as
used Inthih statute. It Lmplles no in-
timacy—no relation requiring legal
regulation—certaloly no restriction on
account of difference of sex.

The other dafinition implles Inti-
macy—sexual lntimacy—and a dagree
of it lliasteated by the dwelilng to-
gother of husband apd wife. This
statute is Intended to prevent the llvin:
together of an adaltmaile parson witn
more than one¢ woman In the same
latimacy as is usual between husban
and wile. The Lute moans
habitoal living Intl#’ requiring mag-
riags to justify it. [8-other words, e
forDids a man and two women W so
live together as to awouut to cohnbita -
tion Secause both women can gut ba
his lawlal wives.

This statute pot only aiiLs to vindi-
cale the justitutlon of monogamle
nuirrlnmb prﬂmrlxhlugl penalty for
0 amy, o7t snfurces & Correspon-
P‘Ult’ "pl’uutlzn; It wiinot allow & "::au
to live likea husbaud with more than
Lone wamnan. Nuat oaly shall & roan not
rhr\' more than aue, bul he shall not

himsoil practically more than
QRS WalnaAs Lo live with blm without

No luzu-nu:y ol the sexus le afonslve

There |

equally clear that it spplies only to |

an i

e —

. L [ ST

efsclonsd to thé Y1 %y n the eviden

the facts temding to showand |llustrate
hls& délly and nightly habit ol livine
kad condnct with and towards the !
women with whownhe-is charmwn.q

cohiabiting. . o

A verdict of gtlity aflicmds, y
|l.'.ml: the cle’fendantdi-i an adalt €
person, and thal duoring the o |
mentiooed iu the Indict‘i‘ﬁni m-
habited with those wo < wer-
dict atfirms thd law andthe f4dt: the |
{ law as the Conrt lias gdeflued is, and the'
fuct as they fdnd it from the eyidence
which the Coast permits them 1o hear.
Il the Court s wrred Tn defintag the
law, the jory hive heen led wroog to
afiirm ik lew luvolved in the 2tfing-
Blive @l the lssue. 1f the Coart
eypcd In Lhe rejecilion of evidence, the
lury have afliroied tue facl losoired in
th “lssue, withou! havlnyg thak full in-
hmmuo_u which 1t was the duty of the
rosecution to offer, the duty of the
0urt Lo soymit so the iury, aodthe
defendant’s fHght to have them con-
shler. -

Tbe errvor of the Court on the*trial
conststed in the rejection of cvidence
necessary to such full intermation 10
tke jury and lu the lpstrections giveu
taem fOor the law of the case, The latter
must be here considered with reference
to what the lesrned jaflga sald and
what he refused, on reqooest, to g

L. It was neither alleged in the 1n-
dictmeat, nor ‘mads Lhia sibject of
inquiry on tha telal, nor submitted iu.
the jary to Nod that the defendant wus
A& MAle person.

The ‘Cawst expressly refused to in-
struct the fary, that thz legredients of
tho ofenss Included, amons other
things, that the persou chargad be a

1 person,
uﬂ%ﬂm. . 21, Bth request.

2. The court refased to allow
ool fall lnformation to the jury.

Matter was offercd pertinent in it-
self to the Is4ue, arid on cross-exswin-,
ation of Clara O, Cannon. ‘It was very
material, for v tended, 10 show what
were the defendant’s practicairelntions
to the womon ua) aml durlng the

rtod of time' mentioncd In the in-

letinent,

It tenuded to show, first;
not to violatu ks slatute,  Sccoad,
that the defemdant did not live with
Lthose wonen i the Intimacy of hus-
band apd wise; that he did not occupy
u9r visit thelr private rooms, nor have
serdul lnsercourse wita thew.

Ad:nic, it you plesise, that these facts |
8w uoX alisolute y oleclsive;, they are |

recizgly, |

has '

by

an ionteatiewn

to the public, nor eriminal uoader thia
statute, noless It meludes n fact or by
NEeCeNsSary reswnption wites-oads!
moaial copulatioo.
All cohabltation which the law
with ls a sexual cohabltation,
}lw :1-0 ulates amd draws
rom it because It lmports b livisg to-
gether in the hablius! praciics. of
sexual interconrse. TL has heone dhe
subject of judiclal cnnsidocstion sor
several purpuses. Thex dessrve n
moments notice-—First, as evidenve of
marrisage or 8 conswasmaticon—To be
evidence of marriage, the voaabitation
establishes the mavelage hablt, and
needls mutual recognition of 4 mariwal
l relation ta give whe repute of marriage.
Yardier Bt 78 Pa. Nt
%de:: vh, Badger, 83 N, Y., 0312,
Ier Yo, Bweet, 22 Am. Dec., 18,
Nievenson Ileirsa va. McHzary, 00
id., 113.
l'!ay‘m'ﬂ va. MceDemnott, 91 N Y.,
34,
Brinkiey va. Brinkley, 5 kt, %,
Whart. Ev., § 1207,
That copuletios (8 park of marital
cohabitation 1s sbnwn by ¥ cominon
law requiring it #oe essummation of
lnlrrl:éa.
1 W. Const Hop., Sh
Statutes me’:a marrisge complets by
& caremony, Lut at cominon law it was
& conlract per yvorbe In preseotl cum
copula. The countract 1tself produced
wan! wen sometitnes called marriago
de faeto, to Wistingulsh It from & com-

Blol? soad porfoct inarriege.  As a con-

entl, it was exeecutory. U'n-
tl rop&g??on no earnest was pald; |
tuaere Was no. part rformance, aml
one sesantiaiiwas lacking,so that If one

of she parties had sexusl Intercourse
wigh a third person, 1! weri not adul-
Wby

“8:DBac, Abr., 44,

In procaadings In she Eccleslastical
eourts n England, either to apuul &
marriage or for the entoreeinent of
conjuga! rights, the right of husband
?nlrll w f: to h}a.\'e sexual lotercourse 18
ully acknowledged.

D’r.Lushlnxmu W PD——cv8s, A—32, 1
Rebt. I, 288 says: *‘L spprehend thmt
w.e aro all agresd that, lu order to con-
stitute the martiaye bond belwseen
young persons, bhere must be power,
preseat and to coms, of s2xual inter-
course. Without that power, neither
of the two principai ends ol matrimony
can be attained, namely, n Jawful ln-
didgence of the pussions to prevent
Horogioususss, and the procreation of
childran.*

He annulled the marrlage in that
case, becauwse the female, onaccount of
an lpcurable malformation of the
vagiua, was lncapable ol cowmplele
cuflluu. otead .

mpotence was recogolced as growod
for annnlling the msrrls;};:: though sol-
emoized e church. £f the partles live
together tares vears, and there 18 nu
sexnal intercourse by reason of the
mposesce of the mn4ale, the court
wm&ld declare the warriage null aud
void.

_ Sparrow vs, Hairison, 8 Curt, 14,

i Eng. E. R. 530,
Pollard vs. Wybourn, & 14, 3,

A right to copulate.ls recognized,
though there ls no lagal process for
compelling apaciflic performnance.

In Orme va. Ormue (3 Addama, BS2, 2
Eng. E. R. 354,) tho wile who lved
w?ﬁ.\ ber bhusband butl  was not
admitted to Dhly bed sued for
reilef tromn this exclasion. Sir Chris-
topher Roninson suld: **I think the
objection taken 'o tinld libel 18 well
jfoundad—it sets upa case elther alto-
q.el.her without the jurlxdiction of the
Court, or one, at least, very far trans-
greasing those boands of Interferancs
to which it has restricted Itsell In
mpodern tice."" :

“‘Matrimonlal lntercourse may be
areken off on considerationa (of
health for Instance, and there inay be
others) with which It s qulte lncoinpe -
f tent to this Clourt to iuterfera.”™

Cohahitatien between huybami and
wile ls & condonation of matrimonini

w . |
Pocgvenass by & wife for matrimo
neds by 8 wife for -
nial wro mn’ot be Infarred from the
les Jiv nfntomtmr.nor even from
thelr occupylng the same hed, If copu-
jation Is in facl disproved.

11,

Cohabitation 1s so lnclusive of sexaal
relations that It suffices to prove adui-
tery when the other necessary condl-
tions exlsat, or continuous lewuness Ig
the absence of juarriage.

In all modea of the cobabltation na-
der discussion sexua! jutercotrse s
im whole or in part ,the motive;
in matrimony lawful, ont of it, unlaw-
ful

rt

|

t

It 16w form and habll of assoclation
under which such intercourse 18 hab-
itusl, according Lo the pleasuro of the

‘Aruen. -
tis troe that cohabliation may contin-
ue after this motive has lost its force or
wholly ceased, especially between hus-
band and wife. [tdoes notcomuience,
however, where that metive is absent;
It does not cootinue Detween parties
who have jolped themselves without
, Or by & mere lasciviovs tie,
after the sexual desire between them
| has died ous. It always.has its incep-
| tion In whole or in partfor this purpose,
and its continuance is aiways proof nJ
the practice. [n shori, cohabitation
evidence of habitual sexual intimacy.
11 therells no copulation for any
during cohabitation|it ls exceptional,
and therefore does not militale agalnst
the rule; consequently n.is
only tolerated where such jutlalacy ls
iswfal. It is never properto formulate
a general rule on what is merely ex-
deptional. Cobabltation should be ac-
sepled for what it generally or univer-
:ﬁy implies. ]
Aby habltual ol* persons
does not ap-
familarity as

of sex whﬁ
Prosch i babl to tuch. nci
A B M &

cohabitat] elil:
on., WAy ex
iclon by thelr mtuf uet, and
it may be showa that by stealth they
have made oppertunities for lnscivious
‘lmmo&m, and stlil there be no co-
ln&u 0. -
itation, which requires mar-
meoml A ndnduimhr-it. is
c L
where the the particulars
of their mode of Jiviag as far as they
ever come under | observation
are seen and understoed. . It 1s sal
s v uis Taapthar
iIvin e .
'go ::Y on‘n?.:on o(‘ @ _relstlom Is so
expressive and comp as the one we

ve lul.:fd upon, idicelling together
male a [emlc adut{:persons in the
intimac usbaad and wife,
“The ut, thertfore, should not
have been eonvicted If he did not live
e e e ittt
women meatio .
instructio

ruls or E

|
|

“Thia is she legal
which the court should hll.}f!l
: . it wis matter of fact
&l '%:‘dohullna whether the

was an adult male parson, and
v i ordwelt with mﬂm
e req to constitute -

lufenangea §

| Tendmnt,

[ the aud but the subject was
aje A,

were "
| the other nlae—

|lera also lived,? then sll _matters:
?nm di between thst

portinent 10 the 1aquiry whellier there
Wi cobabliatlon coeler o rule that co-
Wabitation is the dweiling together o
the latimaey usual between hushand
api wite, conceded to inchide o fact |
og by metessary proesumption, the op-
potngity  and & of sexual Inter-
cograa. It canmok plapsitly Lo ques-
tioned that 1t was praper to show _thal
in the sleoping apsrtments of each
thes women were childrew, HOrme
thenn of wault age, who w
lodsred t:re with the women named,

recludine: any opportunity of vrivate
riterooiEse Between them and the de- |
That he did wot visit theiy’
apartmeats, nor occapy or frequens
any other with fthem for such iuter-
course; that o fact he bad no such in-
tercourse,

In spoct we inslst Lhat ou those facts
it would appear there was peither the
form nor the substance ol colabitation.
The facts rejected would show his In-
uocence, or at least, and that Is enongh
for vur purpose—tended Lo show it.

The matter offered to be proved
showed an actual separation from
these women, except In particulars of
liviug and cooduct, which arve wholly

- ¢ T e - P
ca all T ihall’ and thr‘w

! criminating fact.

a few intervening
houses,
loose cohabitation in-
in the same hounse.
A s8¢ the par-
e ly. That was
B ¢0-remidence alter the tirst detinition
‘of cohglitation., Jtls uo more than
Jiving h‘cmupuu{;r It no other fact is
insis npon}u- ing the parities into
ilgamz ation A¢is not necessary to
lrsiy] on wnder thatdefinigion that
they shon
to live in the sane houge— it would be
enough that theylive In the same city,
or nthe same country.
Living in the samo bonse is nol o
Those who cobabil
in the sense of this stainte, may be ex-
pected to live lo Lthe same house,
sall “who -live B<the same bhouse
‘do=- no’ - ~cohabit. Other facts
make all the difference between
those who, living in the same house,

5€Es of connect
But inark
pated by |
wWEAre
Ties 1i

cohablt, sud thuserwha.do not cobabit |
though residiog i the same domicile. |

Liviog {n the same house pas no signiti-
ciabet whateverso show cobabitation;
tne prool must go further; 1t must
appear that the defendsnt not only
lived in the same heuse, but lived
with the womeun fn the inti-
macy of husband and wife. He
wight live in the same house, under
supposabile | circamatances, 8 not
even ‘ba ' d inted with ofhers who
glso lived T0; -Acquaintance and
residenca u r same ‘Toof nre st
maost bat living In the same family.
Third—He eals at their respective
tables one third of the time or there-
abouts—
§There s nothing immoral or scandal-
ous in that. There is no complaint
that be did mot behave well at the
tuble. 1viscertainithat it lanota sexusl
intecview. Husbands auwd wives eat
together, so do others. « Kating to-

ix‘:t.her uoes not even pruve goou fel- |
¢

wahip. luvis a noucralfact lu'respect
o conabitatiou.

Eliminating - frosn - his  intércourse
with the wowen nsmed tne inthinacy
of husbhand sad wife, continiog bim-
self o the course of conduct specltied
in-ne deféndant’'sdaffer of prool, he

bhaida right 10 occupy the souih-oast |

rooin on the secoud Noor, and ke the
whole of his. mesls alternately with
Jhe s women and theic famnflles, Il he
chuse to do so. Could not another
mnan  dJdo Lbose acts withoat being
cosrgeable with unluwful cohabitation
("ouid nok wnoiber maun do Lhesa acts
anVnaresen be sospected of any intl-
macy, sexual.or etherwise, with the
womens 'Lhe lastaocss aré W0o-Nmer -

tous In wll decnt soclety to leave any

question for alscussion,

The efendanthad & right to be there,
He had duties wo, penforin. Tie evi-
dence shows thatl these were the de-
Yendunt's families. ‘'Fhey wefe de-
pendent on bl for ome and

He murried Amanda Canoon

chiiren aud they liv
of this bouse. He married Clara

Em Qver Len years ago. Sae
p lrad boese

gplldren, only one
of whom wes during the time
meutioned in the She had
an ulder daughter by a formes
sl two orphan ehildren not her own,
und these four chlldrey constituted her
family residing iu this bhouse.

These wives had been married ac-
cording to. the prevajeul praclice
smony the “Mormons.” * These rami-
lies wnd the defeandans!were ‘‘Mor-
moas.'

These children were legitimated by
the Edmuuds law, and legitimated of
course as the children of tueir parents.
Thae defendant was umder s moral if

with her lo a

mawcent, and would be in line with'
fw £ ol host or gues.
ln& hu-'a- w
an nthuesy

band snd wife Mgqulred for, sad i |
ibo gist of the inquiry, would mot such ;
facts naturally Infuence the jadgmout
would they not have some welg t and
be entitied to some welght? Those
facta would enlighten the understanda-
ing u8 to the very elements of cohabi-
tation. The first inquiry that wonld
occur to the impartial Investigator,
woald be how they dalsyy and nightly
sonducted towards each otber. 1Ml
they sleep togather? Digl they private-
lyoccupy any roowm habitwally? 1
they have sexual intimsey? 1f teold in
answer to such gquestionsibat he nevel
sought or had access Lo the pei-
vate rooms of the females; that]
he  neither had opportunity, wer
sought to make soy, for scxual
laterconrse ; that he had no sach Imqr—]‘
course, wodd that ia all s dctual amd
uppareat conduct towards them no-
thing was done whleh would not he
conslstent with the strictest propriety
aud the utmost rt-rsonal Indifference,
would wol such Information help him
10 declde whether ho was living llke a
busbami with them?

This Informacion was all withheld—
and withheld on the express ground
1hat it was irrelecant, immaterial aned in-

com 3elent,

It the juﬁy had been instructed that
they could not coovict unless thay
fouis! from the evidencas that the de-
feaduat cohaolted with thesc  woman
as u Lusband eohablts with his wifs,
the ahsence of such dJdetalis wonld in-
cline a falr jury to acqnit: Therefore
1 call attention to the instructions.

3. The Court erred in ot glviag tha
proper Instructions.

Tne: Court didd not define the warh
cohabit at all. The jury were not i
formsed that the legal aubstance of she
charpe was that ‘the -dafendanl kad'
lived with thess women ju the ntl-
macy usual between hyshand andiwife,’
and that it devolved on the Yary to
find on  the evidence, whether
that charge was truc. Moreower, the
courl reflased 1o Instruct the JuPgdbat
the Indictment was tTonnd oy Lhe
third section of the Edinoods act.
Trans. p ¥, 1 Request. Toue eourt re—
fused to charge that that seclion ywas |
applicable to Utah, or provided shat M
a0y miale persoa hore siney Marsh 22d,
1852, has cohablted with more than
on«s womman he sbhall' be desmed zullty
of o misdemeanor.—3d, Request 2.

The cgurt refused to lastruct the
jury accor ling to the <th, ith, 8th, Tuh,
Sth and 9th reguesta, all of which con-
taln & correct expoufl.ion_ of *‘eohablt”
and the statute. .

These lastructions were refused, and
no other equivalent lnstructions wered
given. This is error. Brief p12.

The learned judge states cormﬂl_rl
the charge contalined in the Indictment,
hut the jury’s attention was ot once
diverted from that charge without any
explanation of It by a positive direc- .
tlon to convict on three things belng
found to bhe true on the evideuce.
Traps. p 19,

There i3 no reference to the statu’e,
mxplm*.luu of the elements of Lt J
S .nutatl;dg:lslul thms&t:tvmr

nt ou & jury w “on
dﬁq evidence was m&m- ed tormch
mo!mo charge. 1 .Blsh, In Cr. 3.

] ’

The Court not only omitted an@ re- |
fused to Instruct that to cohablt was
to Jive with the women ¢a wbe terms
shat o hunl.utnd llvei-su:rith Il'n‘u wg‘h. li:ut

ressly Intogmed them that the n-
g’ par’tl of what Is conc&dn’dﬁm
inthis iaw, cohabitation, warc unnec-
essary. ‘The jury were liracted to
comriet If aud froin the @ _
that *‘he ltved In - the same house and
ate at thelr respeciiyve taoles or:e-third
of his time or thereahouta, and that L
held them vet to whe “workd has
lsnguage or his condiet, or by both,
as his wives” ° : :

Lot me discuss tha epnstituents of
the offense adthud <tmpad: .

Firsl, The Conrt reders to the defen=
dant us & male lay the masculins |
proncan. ‘Che ré julal and sex
ware Ass uned. ;
this court exe ,
record. e

The evldenceinsitiental

not submiteed to-the Jury. The y
Judge decided e age and mh‘lm-l

sell. 7 P
Recond, Asle hisliw in the samas ¢
house; kfl wheire is m‘_&llm.be-
tween obs house and another -as w Lhe'
appllcablilty df that branch of the
ignoged

.in what was

evidenice as addressed 10 benc

and to the “box—This Wis
mﬁ‘ﬁm.’ % I:!d M;;;omn
oﬁq Jind .

ats amd main

;
doafs ' for, mﬁ oM~
i these seis of .ap-
should the 12:;“:39& ihe dm:.rf
lived ia this house - moth-"

he and an r Were of.
Innl.h.: {nu.,ud the effect of
living Bame
of Il in such a

hetweembat- © short of

“for the

| thetr conju

ol e

! l“ t o‘_, .
L “i‘hh{hwﬁou not command

I8¢ was the affect-| e
as he,judging | |

not a legal obligation to nuﬂsurt the
children snd the mothers. ¢ had s

| right to hold any lntercourse with them
wita she mothers.
10 bocrusse ]

| ‘Theve I» no
In social o pl wives. I
‘the ¢ did- vobabit with
thom he 13 pot gulity of any offense.
I havé sald he a Fiche t) be there.
Te hiad & right o carry 1he necessaries

' of life 1o th ose whom e was bound or

or perwitted to support. He had a

right to bae with nis chilsiren sud Lo co- |

operale with the mothevs in their howe
nurturs sud tealoing. He bhad a right
to vonfer with
quently as he pleased.

togetber over whataver i good In
thelr Ofspring, awd taey may pray aod

These ucLé
whitation.

{ongress (3 presumed tohave knowa
the pecalla radlnatioa o this Territory
gl the Coars also'must take jadicia
uotics of the same situation; that poly-
{nuuy has downrished here for forty yeara
)y the sufMerance of tne governmenut.

Le fruits of this soclal and domestic
systom oifer ajsolemn subject, not voly
staternan, but  the mLzis-
trato. |

T'b+ 7 children,” maony thousands o
number, have had l.harr reproach taken
AWPYy—lney are made legithmare—hut
thedi mothiers have no statis In thejaw
vitupt thal they are mothers of lagitl-
Mate childreu, ' They have sceepted

sud that must content them
Iaw as It

taith,

before  the
church.,

This law puta no restraiut on the

rformance of friendly offices 1o thew

y tho [athers of thelr children, nor on

the free dis of parentsgl dutles;
Its puts no mﬁ ou the cultivation
ol ' pleasant and

aml!la® relations be-
twuen children and' both parents. It
#hows no isténtlon to: separate the
parents in thelr ministrations to their
uiilldrem, por in enjoyment of the so-

slaty ef thege children daring the years
rglf‘t{clr wrowth

For obvioins reasuns there ijs a su-
me peceasity that the parents be at
Ibarty to co-act in thelr support and
training. . 5 ; )
With the zeal to ewfovee this law
there wnst ba some practical and hu-
wane considerntion of the duture wel-
fare of those affected by i, .The act s
remedial as well as penal. It there s
itern  determination  In ome aspect
there is temidr commiseration lo an-
other. [floué haaml carrivs & scourge,
in the other there Is a healing balm.
This jaw Id not inte to extin-
gulsh parental and [ tlon. Nor
can It be overlooked that there Iz n
bhund: betwween the ts which no
law clrnlv,haily ur:‘a.r‘. 5.3"1'; ljt “ui“
cease (o be A -ma - B a Ues
which wili survive eot:obu-tlon; it wlil
be an lmiportant factor in the perform-
ance of ensulng obligations, public and
privave.’ . -4
The duties that parties to plural
marriages owe.to thelr ¢hildren, and to
ecach other, aad the existeuce of com-
mon interests and h“c:ru in their off-
spring will jestify a furnish & war-
rant for, such famlliar intercourse as
I+ properly . Incldent to the per-
ormance of such dutles and soclal -
urse genvrally. :
Beyohd sphiere of their useful ac-
tivities there I8 another wo them as well
a8 1o others,ol ment, After their
work is dobe and In the imtervals of
their commou work they may pause in
oach others company. The vern-
ment will not dictate what they shalil

‘tirelr emotlons. .
restraips them from | Bg edch
other, sand it will ‘ot suffer thent W

. preseace of the defend-

[.ﬁlw each other, nor assume Lo regu-

habit.

ant ln n te

<hildren and - thele :-og:r. a his
inlog in their meals at regular
mes, without other intimacy, not evi-

dencé only us tending to show a s¢xual

mhlbih.lz:n.‘ but the offense Itself, to

Le doclared by the

9
g i
makes mere qmu‘:n
an 1rrebm£mnrl01 of"
The Court wounld thas abridge

right of ‘fvmdtent Intercourse, and
Bamper the rformance of duties
which it o : i that
govern LIs W
even ‘la
slioulit 3 i
See 18, 17 and 18 Requests, Trans.
P 1”M “- a x X
_Plie Court refused 1a'thi language of
el L or otherwise to say to

ga-

mous fathers to abando ir .
8 > DAk ALl rora s Wik

jous; | indilze

Id get ¥0near each other us |

but |

She hat borne hiin nine *

the mothers as fre- |
He hatl & right !
to maintain plessanty soclal relations |
wilh these; wothegs. ey may rejoice |

Weap Logether Over such a8 go astrayv. |
arc o ingredisnts of co- |

stale sccordipg 1o thwir |

does In their |

1 double error: chay
Wislesd them to find % holding out |
» nI{, and |

| court to

sct, a ‘generel rale be regarded as error
B EEE L B
J froin the legi

The Instructlon was that it could oe-
cur by language or by conducet.

There was no conduct after the pas-
saye of this Jaw, but that of liviog in
the same house and eatiuz at the same
table.

Did the Court intemd Lo jeave iL Lo
the jury to =ay wheoher Lhese facls
amounted o w holding out? I can not
belive (t. Cobabltation in” the {uaill
sexual sanse is potof itsell d holding
ont of the woinan cohabited with 23 a
wife, This is manifest from the au-
thorities which have been read. So, of
{cdurse, there conld not be sueh g hold-

Ing cutin the mwore equivoca] facts of
*liviog in the same bouse i9 noen-scexnal

relations aod eating at the game table,
. It may be said that these women were
the defendant's wives. That is true;
but they be¢ame such a long time Be-
1ore this Edoiumnds Act was passal.
‘That warriaze tflxed a status of the
parties which coatinued untii afger toe

assage of that act. IDd the Conrt
selow intend that the jury should infer
ihat the contlouance of that relation,
bDecnuse the defeodant had taken no
effectual step to divorce himself, was a
continuing holdiog out of these womcen
wus bis wives? If this wa~ the Inten-
ilon or effect of the instruction it was
clearly erroneous, for it would make
the act ex post fucfo as to this case, No
uct done before Lthe passage of the act
can be made by that act the basis of a
crimioal charge.

Nor can subssquont leglslation make
o prior act conduce to a conviction, for
It would then alver the situation of the
defendant to his disadeantage :

kring vs. Mlissoari, 107 I, 8., 221,
IR,
7. 8. vs. Hall, 2 Wash,, 850

It ia probable that the Court intend-
ed the jory to understand that M a
polygamist lives In the saime house
with two of nls wives, and takes turn
in ecuting at thelr tables as siated In
the Instructions, that shail be deamed
cohabltation, withoutl regard to
whether their reldtions were sexuaal
o not, Not that snzh tacts should go
to the jary as evidence of & sexual co-
halutation, hut the presuwmsption that
¢ IL 15 30 18 s0 violent that the Court will
decinre the conclosion as a jnatter of
| law, Tual makes the previous mar-

risge, for wileh ther: was n2 punlsh -
weul ln the case of this defendant,
¢conduce to hiz coavictlon for ap of-
fen o subscequently created and which
| w4 not an offense at all when the mar-
Tid - o Was COntracted,
|  Tre Conrt did not express this view,
f bat it was-left to Lthe jury tw  Inter
| Had the Court lutended tostdvance that
docirine to the jury,or that they should
act upon it, why were they not told
to inquire wiaether upun the evidepce
| the defendant at some tlmwe had mar-
| ried theso wonien us piural wives? Why
| were they not Informed that 1t so, in
{ the absence of proof that the relation
{ had been dlssolved,the law would pre-

sume s continuancy, dnd 11 Ltho  de-
i feudant lived jo the same house sud
! ate ut the same tavle, be was guilty?
! I'have treated the charge to the jury
f m8 equivalent to  this--as  direeving
| Them to convict the deteadant 1! these
¢ women were his plural wives and the
| Birst two facts stated In the Insliuve-
I wans were found,

I ths prior marringe were treated

to malks [t wore f¢ that the de-
fendant spa In suel exlsling rela-
tions wouitl mafatuln sexusl l&ﬂuna
and did maintsin snch relstions as
mixht he differout. ‘The offense them
would constst of acts] sluce the pas-
sase of the law, sad they \TUlllil

openl Lo trinl, not ua appearances, but
sctusl fucts, But when wbe prior wanr-
riage under the name of holding out
the women as wives or otherwise ls
made an Jugredient of the offense, so
thst -u. two other lupocont acta,

o

here were no acts, 85 [ have hafore
sald, tending to show u holding out of
these women 28 wives siuce the gtatate
WS puss s,

There was no bolding ont by language.
The proot discloses noue. Thore Is
[ evideoes by C'lara C. Capnou and Geo.
M. Canpon that 4t some time the de-
fen'dunt sald Amanda was hils wife.
1%L no witness testified that the de-
Tetdant gver spoke of Clam C. Csnnon
ax such. She testired that she bad
| been his wife, thmt he married her ten
YeArs wnyo.

There has ‘been no holding out as to
| lier alnce this law passed-—uoue during
the period of thine suceutioned In the
indictment.

I the defendant had openly and re-
peatedly snnoaoced that these women
were his pluoral wives, he would only
hayve stated what the NSupreme Court

of tae United Ntates bave decided s !

h%s actunl starus [rowmn the mere fact of
, ks
taken any elfectual step to dissolve
the relation. The continuance of that
status is declare?l by that Coart to be
no offense. :
‘I'iaere wus no proof whatever of any
| holdiog out either by Innguage or hy
| couduct, wod the Court wasd requested
moe b wharmws tha jury. .
See 1Y sud W Riguosta, Te. po 20,
Tue Court was asked to instruct the
jary L acquit M rney shonld find that

the defendant had nos held out Clara |

), Capnoi a9 u wile shice the enact-
cwmaent of the Kdmuwds nll, Kven this
was relused.

. 20 Request.,
This Indicates that the Court Intend-

e that this ingradient of the offense
mighs be committed before the offense

which the instructions made couvic-
tion to dexeml. There was no such
word as fall on tiwe slate of she pros-
ecution.

The Supréme Colrt uf the United
States bas ruled on the effect of con-
tinulng the polygamouns status,

Murphy vy. Ramsey, 14 U. 5., 14,

The Court say : **He can ouly cease to
e such when he has finally and fally
dissolved

out, the very relation of husband to
several wives which constitute the for-
bidden status he has previously as-
sumed. Cohabitation s only one of
mwany lncldents of th
tion. . .

The atatute

{ hand, and those who cohabit  with
| mmore than one woman on the other;
| whereas, If cobabitation with several
[ wives was essental to the llescrlﬁlon
[ of those who are bigainists or polyga-
| mists, these words Inthe statute wonid
| be superfluous and unpeccssary,”” -
* & “Coutinulng o live in that
state afterwards is not an offense, but
| cohabitation with more
| woman la. But as vse may be liv-
lug in a blgamous or polygamons
| state without cohabitation with more

than one woman, he i8 in that sense & ;

bigamist or & polygamist,and yet gullty
of no eriminal offense."”

|  These extracts show that cohabita-
' tlon with more than one woman s
| the existence of the reiation of “hus-
| band to several wives," Is very cleariy
dJistingulshed In the law. The stalas
oace asanmed continues, and [ty cou-
tinuance is ho offec se,
of suchh wives—which is a meEre nc-
knowledgment of ibe relation—and

a8 the fact ltself. I{-continul da
yRAmous state 1s no offense
B:lnnm for the parties to wention that
status and who are concerned in it.
Soolkk an admi or aunouncsinent
does pot add to orchauge 1hat wiatos,
or.convert 1t into cohabitation.
Hence, we say the Court commited
the jury 850 as to

when there was no evidence of
In making it & coriminatiug Inct when
the Supreme Court of the L
ve ideclared that it Is not,
. n U.5. v8. Breisting, 20 How, 334 the
Couart Bay: *‘It ls clearly erroria a
rzu & jury upou a suppose
or cop &l state of lacts, of which
no avi  hias been offéred. ‘The in-
struction presu that there is
some evidence hefore the jury which
they may think suficient to establish
the facts hetically assumed in the
opiaton of e ccurt; and I there 1s no
evidence whiceh they have a right to
| consider, then the charge does net aid
them in cowring to correct uslons
but its tendency is to eémba a
misicad them. It may induce thei to
in comjectures  instead of

25 oy PN
i5 lns.Co.,
um%ﬁt rined In Ins.Co

co - "
L ng on facts of
had been given: **
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thy
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only as an evidgnllury fact apd teading |
waould amount to cohabitation, the case

e |

> e Edsands |

marrying tnem, and not having |

wis created, or else that the defendant |
was not te be acquitted though the jury |
pegatived the facts on the findlog of |

In some efleclive mauner, |
which we are not called on to 'po!m.[

¢ warriage reln- '

makes an express disfinction between |
bigamists aud polygamists on the one |

than ope

A holding out |

ldentifyiog the parties, 1s as lnbozent

CcaAn ¢

referencs 88 fh- |

——

fusal of this epecific Instraction
the eflect todeprive Slm of phat ool
Hihrr;-:;r:.s‘ Oof thi Justrnetio
effect sabstantially to revs
positions and the wenerii
that t!l("hu\ PTeSHIICS 1INNOUEce WS
legal platituce—"'* ing |
tinkling cyviubal,”™ v onves it
whatever, Fhis 1
froan what has TF 1' (L1
tlivs

b vl
s i Jebir-
s eR=is
=ii1LTY T
i
[agiatne it
L
peint of holding o
WwWivisd I11<1
i ¢ "
forbade, Ul cont
EHRIONs STatas v as
raise o |
coRlinues Lo Fedcugn s
Wwome:n praEctienlls
Appears 1
quest. Though
place years before 10
act, itowas hehd o lizve j
holding out of the weitey &
terwards o as o i cue
facis on whicha conn wetio
ed. Ny nther ot
law passed wss nece
Thiis could ouly b
rence ol the presunipl
15th request,
The Just ball ol | i
; based on the same sound
 bodied fu the 19th 10y
fusal of it shows thi-nientlony
prive the defendant of g benelit |
the legal presuinption of fanocence
The Court thus 1cfuseds 1o say Last,
“All his sovial fa-wiliarity with
mothers of sach fasiles, estahaisivnl
prior Lo the passage ol =aid st 6o
{ showa to include sl the partd
cobhabliation as the ¢ ‘vurt
It, shoulil bhe cons!deredd by 1
witlhh tha legal presamption O
cence, and the falluie to esrard sl
cohabitation eutit)es e bt
acquitfal. '’
| o the charge ehven, the Court
 rected the jury tooconviet an thnd
certaln facts. Tl ry Wote

s

rsmin !

resyn

R,

Vie

Har

s

.]v 1 4 ‘
| ever, directed (o acqu't §1
[ were not lovund, Ihefoct, ti
{ refused so (o charge. I el
{ the foregolng request hins thal
cance; 80 has the refasal o1 Loy
| tleth reques:.
[ The general effect ol the sl
! glven, snd Lhe refueglis, was
| Jaw geaernlly presienes o
tll guiltls proved, bat one &)
polygamist At (L padsscr ol
wili mot he presutoed
cullabltation then wnd ther
uniawlul
16ia Regquest, ’
i His condnet afterwncds
lodked npun with
be gets near enough to his polycan
wives for practical couasbitialiong,
i3 enough, the luw will prosine i
appear to cohabit 15 not
Jdence for the jury to weigh: It
cohabitation, whether It = Lrue
Qr not,

Is this reversal of presumption
rect? Can it be Justinied o
picion that If appearinces ure

Cted W owm jury Lhiey mav he expinine
awuy and avgaeltal 1allow?

s Tt
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SAx

AMERICASN.

BATESEY BY LILETSINU

Saldters Hi''lad b5y Apaeihon.

: Baw Frascisco, 11, - Tombstone,
| Arfzons, Bpeelul: This morniug Jobu
Slaughter and J. J. Patten who srilved
! to-day from Swilsshelimsg, report thut
! Avnches killed four scldicrs belouaing
to Capt. Lowden's command, on ‘Tues-
day last, in Guadaloupe Canon., A
Mexlcan pamed Ochog was Lllled last
night by another band ol Apaches, six
miles south of Bishwel,la the YW helstone
' moantaios. ’

Republican 'Coenvention
BPRINGFIELD, Olilo, 11.

lican state couvention
order at 10 o'clochk

The repub-
wad called to
Dielevationd ol =

h AMUSEMENTS. |

SALT LAKE THEATRE.

irvend  Concert Newson.

THE MATERNA CONCERT CO.,

A1y,

< ol

'
]
|

!

' Nineteenth Century.

:

|
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Canppessod of the following celobirate.d
Letiats, wik uppear for ONE
NiGIHT oNLY,

NATURDAY, JUNE 13,
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WAIT FOR
THE ESTABLISHED FAVORITE!

“rrday JULY AT

1.1+
Friday,

TR &
THE JUSTLY SUCCESSFUL

!
i

0ld Joim Robinson

SETOTWW

I8 COMING TO

ALT LAKE, FRIDAY, JuLY 17

That Date and No Other!

8’

Il i34 ITHE ACKNUWLEDGED

Ligantic Amusement Enterprise |

UF THE

— ——

ULD JOHN ROBINSONS |

102 comtrmes 10

Has no Equal on the Karth,

And is the Undlsputed

largest Show on Exhibition.

I L invested 1o acdanl Cnk vl nu

'} WMGRE THAN THREE TIMES ANY. SHOW

conuties of State ull full,sand over fonr |

thousand persons packed in the
Warm. Committpe s waore
and the convemntion took
after dinner.
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FOREIGN.

LATEST TRANSATILANTIU DiN-
FPATOHFY,

The Cholern Sproaseiing.

F Maprip, 11.—The rchalera in Spaly
I8 spreading, and an joerease ju the
' number of cases i3 now daily reported,)
causlng great alanu amony the peopl
r . 2 o s = T
([.RAEJP E’%M:‘yﬁunc Lthe
returns of yesternday,
The Castile aminounces 13 cases In the
province of Murcia, and there sre o)
| cases resembling cliciera. TS num-
ber includes 28 cases Inthe chiy of
Murcia.

A Conlureney With the Queen.

LoXDON, 11.— 6.5 p. m. — Nearly
| every hour briugs fresh ruoors con-
cerning the ministerial question. 'The
latest of these rumors is that the Mar-
uis of Hartingion, Seeretary of State
or War, will be askad by the Quecn 11»
| reconstroct the Liberal ininlstey Gilsad -
stone to retlre. Nothing reilable,
however, has transpired to-day up o
this hour.
Latrr.—The Quoen has made an ap-
pointincnt to conler with Grladstono on
! the present crisis in British poiitieal
affairs. The conference wlll 1ake
place wext Thursday at Salisoral cas
tle. The Queen has arruawed Lo retury
to Windsor (Castie on the 2U0Lth jusiant

The Murder of the Awder 01 Alzhan.
fslan. -

St. PrrEnssUrG, 11 .—Tha! Nocost,
. confirms {ts stutement that the Ameer
of Afghanistan is desd. It says ramors
are being received continually bhoth
from Caucasus and the Afghaun trontler
| of the asaasslpataon of the Ameer. The
| Novosti adds that the peopic of Al-
ghanistan are jn u state of greatl
axcitement. Ruwors ofithe death of the
Amoer having reached them they wers
tollewed by sinother rumor that Avoab
, Khan, fornser Apesr, now [n I'ersia.
will take the placs of the murdered
 Ameer throogh whe machigations ot
Russlns,
—_— i —

E—The Unton Fscific have sttiched n
new rallwuy slzoal to thelr tele<raph
i bulldiog at Cheyeune, nod are substl-
tuting the sawe forall stationary siv-
nalsalong the line of thelr road.
signals are worked inside the bullding,

and show the white and red color. 1t
18 s0 comstructed that shonld 1t by

last Iprovious

wlll always show red, the dunger sle-
nal, which calls the eogipeer to halt
for lonstructions.
| —'The Ogden brase band bas decided
| to join with the firemeon in thelr excur-
| slon which will leave Ogden for Logan
on the 22nd of this month. It is aiso
expected that the shootlng clabs o
| Ogdenand Salt Lekelwill attend. There
will be two dances on consecutive
nighta In the €ache Valley capltal,

nited States | Numerous games will be provided and !

| Jots of fun 18 expected. The committes

| will meet In Ogden next Monday to per-

i’leu:t thelr arrangemauts,
| SR mesessmnoe s s SR s

i AMUSEMERTS.
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SALT LAKE THEATRE.

 TWO NIGHTS ONLY?

MONDAY & TUESDAY,
i ' JUNE 1irH & 10TH,
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Joshua Whiteomb.
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‘43 SECURE YOUR SEATS. -ws.

“Seats for Sals at Box Ofics.

open, S8 o'clock; pertcmmanse |
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 DENMAN THOMPSON|

| Tty a Show has no respect for Unprincipied

BIG HONEST SHOW

FRIDAY, JULY 17.

|

Adyirtiaed w appoar heea lu the ramota ot
nerr futere, mad we For mbtrnod 10y

Comparisons Would be Odions.

Jewel 1o Paste , a4 the Spn (o Lhe
Sateliite
-

4 s
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WILLE THE MOTTO OF

Old John Robinson

lAS EYER BERN

“HITH MALICE TOWARD NORE, CHARITY FRR 410

. pwassm to the Publie
o m.::a '.UIL ﬁ:{lﬁﬁ' 'fhr adrorfisementli ‘
' of his Great Soow are

Carefully and Serupalously True.

e —— - ———— —

No Deception is Practiced.

-

dunangers, whose Chief Stook Ia Trade
conslsls of

Fulse, Fraundulent and Fit‘tlllolﬂ‘
' Announcements,

INTENDED TO

GIILL AND DECEIVE THE PEOPLE. |

16 JOHN ROBINSON SHOW

is THR

Mot Honestly Advertised Show.

It has a Larger, Better and Grander

STREET DISPLAY

Th pn any Show ever here in tha past or ad
vertised 1o be hers ia the Fuiura

-.—-o_-_
It has Mors Antmals and a

Larger Menageris

Thap Jny Show aver here in the past or ad
7eriised to by bare in the Future.

e —
IT Has

MORE, NEW, NOVEL & STRICTLY
s ENSATIONAL FEATURES -

i or ad
wlure

/

Ibhets any Sbow @ver hore in the
vertised 1o e hare In the

et e
TO SUM IF ALL UP, IP 14,

THE ONE, THE GREAT,
THE ONLY,

REUMEMBER ﬂmﬂ
O nly One Robinson Bhow
IN THE ENTIRE L\l’(ﬂ.laﬂ.
And it dees not comae Lo ldll.nh Unsil :

WILL als0o EXHINT A‘i‘

Qgven, Saturday, July 18th.

Excursions on all Lines of Ratl-
rmﬁ:u tkreatly Reduced BB
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Those desirjag 10
fessionally or' to order Munceti
dfres clibar

De. E. B. FOOTE, Sr., or Dr. E. B.
-~ FOOTE, dr.,
120 Lexinpgfon Av.e, Sew Yok,
Consultation Freg in perion or hy Jeliar
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ALL SUNDAY SCHOOL

.

UPERINTENOENTA GHOULD BEE
§ the REL EF MAFP OF PALES

NE at PEMURKOKE'~, ha Map s the
moat practicel gnide o the Bivle Mistory, of
the Holy La:nlf. that ecan be made, and
shonld Le In every sunday School in Uhe
City and Teorritory

* EBBADES 7 i STHET,

DR. ELLEN 8. FERGUSON,

UFFICE & RESIDESUE, 54 E BRIGOAM
STHEET &% Telephoue bl

————

Speotal stiendor ,._:a 1o CATARR { apd
P:l’ divesses o1 (he NOSE, TUBOAY
aed LUNGE; Llso 1p Oustetrics and

Dieenses vt Women 2

FOR S ATH.

- !\',f HALF INTEREST IN THE ROOCK
ill, and eight ncres of land
which itis értuated, at Farmingtea. his
mill haE the Lesl water power i Davie
County. Also 4V acrés of mendow and pas

ture land, Tenced with a good fénoe

.. For furtber particalars and price apply 1w
F. COOMBPS,

L Farmingion Co-op , Farmington, Davis Oo.

d11d s&wim

——— —— e ———

HENRY WAGNER,

BALT LAKE CITY,

| CALIFORSIA BREWERY
LAGER BRER ALE and PORTER

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL

GR0. F. BROOKS

Haa and tor sale = ohpice
on band o:"‘ v

Mmaw--mm one else.

_ BSERAY NOTICK,
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‘Made exprepaly for our trade.

A'CAR oAD'

— OF TRE —=,

- SALMON! =
New Pack, Just Aprl
e

GROCERIES,

-t; _.Flour and Provm ouh
BALED HAY and FEED,
' LEADER CIGAR!

Beoond South Strest, Three Doovs Basl -
T from Main Sireet.
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| CELEBRATED WM. HUME'

~




