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Ity‘or position In the community or
In the pation. Let every member
of the People’s Marigy wake up and
bz a live member, and work for the
aintenance of right and the defent
ol triekery and wrong, and bring to

I for these purposes whatever in-
fluence he has, so long as he in-
fringes upon nobody’s rights or lib-
Ortiey,

UNLAWFULLY HELD.

THE tull text of the decision of
the Bupreme Court of the Uaited
Btates op the Niclsen hadeas corpus
ase will be found in our columns
today. It isa very importantdocu-
ment. It
Yuestion whether 2o man can
b¢ punished for unlawful cohabi-
tation and for adultery under
indictments covering the saine time
And involving the same transaction.

t also settles the question whether
@beas curpus is a proper legal rem-
tdy under such cireumstances.

The Court rules that the double
Punishment inflieted by the Utah
Court in this ease was not merely an
eIfor in Inw, but a denial of a con-
stitutiounl right, and that the court
WBS wronyg in refusing the writ of

a8 corpus, for which the defend-
ant applied when unlawfully con-
victed and imprisoned.

The doctrine enunciated in the

Now segregntion case is here re-

» onlarged upon and confirm-
“d.  And it is made very clear and
Dusitive that the Utah courts in the

Now ease, and also in the Nielsen
Cese, neted in - direct opposition to a
long Jing of legal precedents—the

ks Leing full of them?’’—as well
B85 in viplation of the Constitution
Of the United Btates.

The offense of unlawful cohabita-
lon reccives some attention from
e Court, and the prineiple s
':.guln laid down that this is a con-
Muoug_ offense; that it is ot com-
Prehended in an jsoluted nct; and
that only one offense ean be charged
:lp 0 the time of the finding of

® indictment. That while proof
:r Sexunl iptercourse is not essen-
], yet the act, if proven, is part of
&nd jncluded in the offense of un-
AWiul eohabitution. and therefore
;‘fi“‘fﬂry is covered by the cohalita-

0D il committed during the time
Mentioned jn the indictment for
“habitation. Also that the offense

settles forever the

anb
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