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A PLEA FOFORR RELIGIOUS LIB-
ERTY AND THE RIGHTS

OF conscience
ARGUMENT IN THA SUPREME COURT

OF THE UNITED 8STATESTATES AP RILL 2628
1886

by george ticknor curtis

lorenzo snow commonly called apostle
snow 11 a rank in the hierarchy of the mor-
mon church was convieconvictedted and sentenced
on three indictments in the district court
of utah territory for violating the sd sec-
tion of the act of congcongresseedpassed march 22
18831881 known ailaa the Eedmundss act the
judgments were affirmed by eba supreme
court f utah and the cabs afterwards
brought to the supreme court of the united
states lyby writs of error and there argued
together thejulie lw under which mr banow
was indicted prohibits cohabitation 1 with
more than aneone woman 11 the evidence in
the caseease showed that hebe lived exclusively
with one of his wives and had no associa-
tion with either of the others which would
have been in any degree improper in any
other gentlemen but he had acknowledgedknowledgeife
them all sofo be his wives wietie facts in evi-
dence and the questions arising on the bills
of exceptions so far asaa theythey were discussed
byby mr aurtisurtis sufficiently appear from the
fallowing stenographic report of his arga

i

ARGUMENT

once may it pleasee your honors and
once only in the course of my profes-
sional career I1 have been counsel in a
cage in which the life of a4 human beingbein
was at stake this was inin the days ofof
my yoyouthuth 1646 years ago when the en-
ergies were full when ambitambitioniod was
high when applause wasas sweet and
the desire for successsuccess wasvas keen and
now when I1 have passed my three
score and ten have arrivedaniced at an age
when we look backward and not for
ward when fact no longer allures and
little IsIs left but duty to be discharged
because it is duty I1 find myself here
engaged in a cause which is directly to
affect the peace the welfare the safety
the tightsrights 0ot
thousands of my fellow creatures and
may possibly draw into its couse

the lives of some of them
beatbear with me this great responsibility
at least so far as to understand and
appreciate the grogroundsu a J s of
ston bear with me wwhile I1 separate
those considerations and elements
which are ntfit to be entertained by twthis
court from those which belong ex-
clusivelyclu to the statesman and the
legislator no one can bt more sensi-
ble than I1 am that when a statute
is to be construed by ILA court
it is the mearing and intent of the
lawgivers that is to be ascertained I1
do not need to be told that it is yoyourr
province not tomaketo make laws but to 19in-
terpretter r t and apply thrathem nevertheless
it doesWs happen under ohr system of
governmentament that even when there jsis
nothing to be determined but the cocod
str action of a law constitutional pro-
visions must be taken into considera-
tion and when that is not the cascase it
alalsoso happens that the time olof tthelie en-
actment of the law the circumstances
which led to it the public facts and
public equities which surroundouid it each
ad all are of fit and proper consider-
ation in determining the meaning and
application of the language of01 the
legislature to10 successive cases as theyaey
arise

I1 am firmly convinced utterafter a very
thorough study of these cases that
both ofof these inquiries arise onen these
records I1 am to submit to you a sonon

the
religious liberties of0 theset ese peoplepeo e calledca e

and it arisesa aises in this way
thisis man waswai convicted three several
times on evidence which was preciselypreels y
this and no more that on a certain dayly
he casually introduced an acquaint-
ance of hishig to two women who were
present in chals officeoffic whenewhen he
was under arresarrestt asp his wives 1 I1 and
that is all there is of his language
wawhichcidh is in eylevi fienceence iqin Ttheseaiese cases
the wholehole of hishi81other conductconduct if you
crasp all its incidents in one bundleindle
resulted from moral and religious
duties as nehe estimated and believed
his religious duties to be and I1
shall demonstrate 0o you I1 think is
the precise question here without a
doubtloubt it presents a constitutional
question and a very grave one

the first proposition to which I1 have
to astr your attention Is stated on the

page of my brief
the construction given by the court

below to the ad section of the act of
march 1882 and- on which the
plaintiff in error was thrice convicted
quakes it violate the first amendment
of tilethe constitution because Vit makesmake
the statute punish theahe profession of a
religious I1 belief belief when under
that construction it is applied to the
evidence in the three cases now before
the court 5 1

i in approaching the subject of relig-
ious liberty there is of course a great
idealdeal of antecedent history to be taken
into account I1 do not propose to go
over the whole oflot itity because most of
us here jarefeare legal and thihistoricalstoried
scholars i1 you mr chief justice inaa
a recent case reynolds vs united
states 98 U S badnad occasion to de-
velop the subject somewhat it is
necessary for me on this occasion to
supplement what you then said bby a
little further development of the susub-
ject

b
act and moreover it is necessary
torfor me to show what was the religiousreligions
persecution on which history had set
the seal of its condemnation before our
constitution was made in all theI1

modern ages of the world in which re-
ligious persecutionhas been carried
on by governments arilior in thenamaethe name of
public authority T the whole essence of
the atrocious wrong has been this
power hhas said to the weak re-
nounce your religions gpopinionsinions recant

your religious beliefs or die or go to
prisonrison 11 this was what wasa s said by
phiiip II11 and the inquisitionon to the
whole anti catholic party in his do-
minions this is what was said by
bloody mary of england when she
burnt her protestant subjects at the
stake this was what was aard in the
persecution in northern italy in ththe
seventeenth century to the subjects ollot
the duke of savoy when tajthe great
protector of the commonwealth of
england signified that if that persecu-
tion did not cease thehe english aunsns
should be heard in the vatican risthis
too was whatwha was said i ita inex-
pressible grielgrief and shame I1 advert to
it by my puritan ancestors of massa-
chusettschuelitiSetts when they hanged Qaquakersakers
this is what I1 am to show will be said
by this edmunds act to the mormonscormons
of utah if it is to be construed and
applied here as it was construed and
applied by the territorial judges tf11 1I
failail in shoschowinewing this I1 shall fallfail in this
branch of my argument if I1 succeed
in showing this these judgments will
be reversed

I1 pass to the more immediate thresh
hold of the constitutional quequestion
but before I1 cross it I1 must advert
again to the two religious
liolis which stand nearest in time to
the establishment of our constitution
I1 have alluded to the persecution in
northern italy which cromwellcromwe
checked it as while that
tion was goin onon that milton penned
thattjaart grand sonnet which rang like a
trumpet through christendom
avenge oh lord thy slaughtered saints

whosewhose bopbops
lie scattered on the alpine mountainsmoun taina cold

it was milton too who as latin
secretary to the protectors govern
ment wrote the dispatches which
threw the shield of england over
nearly all theprotestants of the con-
tinent a protection which they did
not lose until charles 11II basely sold
himself to the french king for gold
that protection was not agagainain afforded
to them until williamwilham of orange lifted
the crown of england out of tilethe deg-
radationra into which it had fallen when
rbit wmwai worn by hisbis nudes

what the poet said about the poor
peasant ofcf the alps is what ssomeome future
muton may have to say iffe do not
findand some better way outbut of this sad
proproblemolem in utah than any that we have
yet tried for if the barriers of the
constitution are to be disregarded we
may soon hear that the blood of these
people is demanded we may take
warning from theane spirit ot violence
that prevailsvails everywhere I1lEveryeverywherewhere
those who are disliked for any cause
are made the victims of rage
at this moment a bill is passing through
congress to indemnity certain chinese
for outrages coin bitted upon them bbyY
mobs aft mormonscormons will suar any
thing rather thimthan have otheir religious

out of them bby per-
secutionse and this is what is now tried
by the machinery of the criminal law
astagat is admadministeredblistered in that territory
they will obey toe law when they can
learn what it rtrequiresquires efthemof them and
whatever is done to them they wih not i

be driven intohito rebellion much as
of their enemiesemmies might like to have
them t for they upa the doctrine of
nonresistancenon resistance by physical force as a
part of their religious creed they
will use noDO violence but they may be
made theifie victims bf violence

the persecution which milton de-
nouncednoun ced and which cromwell stayed
occurred jjust three years before the
persecution of the quakers in massa-
chusettschu the mosi accurate account
of the quaker persecution is to be
found in Palfal freyaroys history of new
england it transpired one hundred
and twenty seven fears before the
C united statestates was
adopted i

the between the case of
cannon vsva the united states U
8 raa55 and the three casescasesot now vs
the united states is broad and cleclearat

treating the three present cases as
one torfor the Ourpurposesposes of the argument
beebecauseause with reference to the
tut ional questionstion all the evievidencedenoe that
needs to hebe consiconsidereddereI was the same
in all of theathem I1 shall contend that tthehe
evidence on which snow was convicted
aeran an the
statute makes be conviction arideen
tene violate wethe free exercise of re-
ligion guaranteed by the 1stast amend-
ment of the constitution

in cannons case unlawful cohabits
flau was held to consist in a mans
living in the same house with two
women eating at their respective
tables one third of the time pr there-
abouts and holding them put to the
world by his languageian or conduct or
both as his wives without occupying
the same bed with either efthemof them or
sleepingJeep luginin the same rroombomoror having
sexual intercourse with either of them
no constitutional question arose in
that case because there wasvas nolio lan-
guageguage proved to have been used by
cannon in speaking of either of the
two women as his wife which required
to be put to the jury to iliadfind whether he
used the term wife as indicating a
spiritual and religious relation oior used
iti to signify a claim of righetto continue
a carnal relation with both of them
notwithstandingq the prohibition of the
statute but in snows case tilethe only
evidence of his language consisted in
proof that he spoke of two women as
his wives under circumstances
which called for instruction
to the luryjury to find in what sense and
with what intent he used that language
if he sspokeIVoke of the women asaa his

wives meaning that by the religiousreligion
law of his church he was houndbound to
them in a bpispiritualritual and religions tie
that did not necessarily signify the en-
joyment of a4 carnal relation but was a

mere expression of hisbis religious belief
he could not be convicted of unlawfulul

by hi or by tilethe
use of his languagelangu uge as partgaii of4 the evi-
dence of guilt wwithoutwithout violating his
rights of conscience on the other
hand if he spoke of the womwomenen as his

wives in a sense of a claim of right
to inginmaintaintim a carnal relation with
them or to dwell with both of ththemem
notwithstanding the prohibition of the
statute thefhe evidence of his language
might go to the jury along withalil tthee

facts proved without violating
his religiousreligions freedom and if he whole
evidence takutaken together had a reason-
able tequencytendency to show unlawful co-
habitation under a proper definition of
that affence hebe could have been con-
victed without a violation af his re-
ligious freefreedomdouA the imperative ne-
cessitycessity therefore foxfor a careful
instruction to the jury to andin
sense and with what intent he used the
word kiteiwife or wives which in-
structionst wawas not given and was re-
fused jsis perfectly apparent

the chief justice was there a re-
questq u 0of ththatatkindkind I1

mr urtiscurtis I1 am going to show
ppresentlyantly what the request was and 1I
say that it covers the whole ground

Thetholesole proof of mr
guage consists liaJIB the fact that when
under arrest and in the marshalsmarshalla of-
fice liehe introduced harriet and sarah
as hisbis wives to mrair peery an ac

of his and a brother mor-
mon I1 just previous to the examination
before the U S commissioner his
words were mr peery or brother
peery this is my wife harriet mr
peery or brother peery this is my
wife saraharah 11 testimony of frank-
lin N snow record in case no 1278
p 16

the extreme importance of having it
ascertained by the juryJ ury in what sense
andwith what intent he spoke of these
two women as his wives is apparent
from the testimony of the women who
were made compulsory witnesses for
the prosecution

thus mary snow speaking of mr
snowssnowIs occasional visits to herflerasaidaid
in answer to a qaquestionestion put by the
prosecution lain thesethebe visits and in
all our intercourse wpwe recognized cacti
other as husband and wife just as much
todayto day as ever what did slie mican
she was married 1 inID a
martofpart of her evidence she testified thatfeat

there is a great deal of difdifferenceferenci be
tweentweenourour ierelationslations the past year and
eleven years aago0 11 yet she considers
herself as his wife to daydav just asmuth
as0 ever although shesh lives entirely by
herself in jerowntier own house and he has
merely called onen her as a wendbriend she
could have meant only that spiritualuhl
and reli- ereligiouslinaieme which according to
ner audand hbisI1 bbelieff iss ccreated by one of
theirtheir marriages according to the ladof
theirheir churco alq mayMAJ be wholly diar

fromfroid any ccarnalarnal relation aranyor acy
cohabitation although they hold that
it sanctifiedsanctifies thethe carnal relation

eleanor snow1010 married 35 years ago
in nauvoo resides in her own househo
lived in company withwita harriet andand
sarah mr snow lives across the
block andaasand has lived there about four
years in IM1885 mr snow called on herbet
for a few minutes two or three times
she says 1 Iguess I1 recognized hidaatmas
mymv huhusband and he me as aa wife dur-
ing 1885 she could not have meant a
TerecognitionCOgnition of anany other than the spir
igual and religiousreligions tie

sarah snow married nearly forty
years has lived for nearly thirty
years at the old homestead aaon mainalain
street from that timecimei she wasas mar
aidtied until aboutlabout ten ao shshe jivedelivd
withall timhim but nasha since haabad a placeabrade by
herself he has not introduced me as
his wife for the last ten years as I1 caucan
seineiremember but there has been nolessno less
the relation pt91 husband and wife
she must have meant the spiritual and
rereligiousous relationfon I1giminnienie snow she is the wwifeP with
whom he has lived exclusively Vforor fofourur
years in the full sense of cohabitation
she says flenow all the other ladies
who have testified they are his
wives she too could only haveha ve
meant wivesorives according to their re-
ligious belief she testifiesfits again he
has not to myany knowledge publicly
claimed these other women as his
wives he has never spoken to me of
themmem as his wives to my knowledgeknowledgeicertainly they are his wives and it was
so understood in tilethe family during ithe
past year i

this testimony is in the reerecordord of
case 1278 in the ease no 1279 the
following is found onpage 14 1

eleanor snow Accordingto my
religion I1 was a married woman in 1884
anomyanday husband was lorenzo snow
and I1 never was divorced irom him

according to my religion
I1 recognized mr snow as my husband
in 11 by no possibility could she
have meant anything but the relation
of husband and wife according to their
religion seebee also the question put to
her by the court atod her answer page
15

alary snow accordingAdo to my re-
ligiousfigious belief I1 am married and was
married to defendant in 1857 and have
had no divorce I1 i etel no divorce ac-
cording to the law andana custom of their
church

it is of the utmost
fore for this court to know what the
religious belief of these people is and
what authorizes the court to use the
ordinary means of judicial knowledge

the ath section of the act of march
22 1882 speaks of bigamous or polyg-
amous marriages known Us mormon
marriages inincisesincasescases in which such mar-
riages have been solemnized according
to the ceremonies of the mormon
sect

this opens allail the ordinary sources
judicial knowledge respecting the

marriages of the sect referred to and
allows me to read fram the beok that IS18
accepted i

by them as the authorized
statement ot the law of their church

moreoverioie over there is testimony in one
of these recordss distinctly ex-
plains what a mormonorlton maniago iie itt
is the testimony of harriet snow woo
was marmarriedried to the defendant forty
years aoago and it is to be found in the
record an cafeoase bno 1210 apppp 12 is13

which was the second case tried
and here I1 will say that for simple

pathos for digdignitypity forfor clearaclearnessess of
beas and of expression I1 have hever
seen ainany ppiece of whanhuman testimonymony
fenat isla to be compiecompared4 withwith thee evi-
dence of itkis mormon matron put qiap
the standisland bybya public prosecur
tor to convict aar husband ocgmrime
she has beenOceil examined byy tthee ig act
actorattorneyy cand is nov apa ereross ear
8 lieion for ththee defense I1 will read

1I was married lourenzotoUto lorenaoLoreneorenzo snow inbinaunau
apo jnin 1816 aadi0 have never been arcedmohe was not my husband inau IS1884 abordaccordingg
tto ohp general term ax0 husband he diddidatt
livee with nime dsas a wiwire he ararrangedranked fotfoi immy
support andabd I1 drew it as in 1884
I1 looked upon him as my the
husband of my youth in 1884 the marriage
relation didcud not continue as itis wwas in my
youla daysday awasI1 was an 04 lady iluin 1884 11

now she is apparently addressing
biherselfself to the judge and luryjury because
the counselbounsel foxfor the defense was of her
own faith

1I aall myself a
I1

married lady itfl was
I1

sealed to the defenddefendantatit0foio time anand eter-
nity when a lady getsbets so anat she manhotBot
bear childrenobildren then she is released from
some of her duties asjaas a wife I1 mean that
be isis sayin aoaDO husband in
1811 livedlived ilmyin my awnown housebouse

she puts into elweneleven words the whole
of their doctrine anoil thothe subject of the
marriage relation

1I was sealed totto the defendant for
time and lor eternity is the

doctrine when a lady gets so
watthat sheblie cannot bear children then she
is released from some of her dalles as
a wife I1 jeaa toadthu he is my compan-
ion

compact-
ion but notnoi hushusbandbaud 1 1

the mormon faith onom tha subject of
pluralarAl marriagemaeria ge isaiatoiatoto be found auche
book otiok Doe crine and a
capy of which I1 daei caused to hebe
placed in the congi essional library
anclana that coppiscopy is precisely like the woeone
i holdbold in my hand the subject is
found at section 13 4 claclauses I1 to 7 48
it61 to 6368 1I will read the title page i

the covenants tiof the
church of jesus chr of
saints containing theae
given to joseph smith jr the propekroph
et tor the buildingug up dow
of41 godcod laa thelastthe last days second vecelec-
trotype editionedwion published atatlinerliverpoolLive paol
ininissa i

the whole Christchristianlan world scorns
the idea of a subsequent and suppler
nienlito revelation jut the question
is14 not what we believe it ia riot what
wewap can receiveye atas what these people

e shave believed aadandAholdold idith
and sincerity of icon

vicHon anandd wehave livvalw by
tae doctrine the philosophy daod the
right okof liberty in thisthib
try oxeare embeddedimbeddedim iuin our
law and we avehave apt setjet reachedreachod a

in shieh auix expression
of belief or apyany conduct which ie16 ephin
wid of aisea to society or soBO

bybahe iggi authority
we haye not yet reached a condition afpf
thin in thipa bellefbeef when so heldfield
Aadelji so professedsied and carried out isk
innocent conduct is to jebethelandthecehandhe hand of01 crimualcri law aua aareere
agjray it please your lihepsa 1 bwbeg to be
explicitly and carefully net I1
have aaskedxed far th is variationvr 1inthe or-
der

4

per of0 urt
in order that yoar th 0 rielymayJinowBOW
exactly what 3 doIV0 botandgopottandand what I1
contend torfor but in order ahat the
counselel for tilethe governa apamayy chiaveve
por00 reason lw F mp UC
Ttg e I1 do noli bandptandiliere1 ae 0 contend
thajo a- niansa-

e

ta0 preventpeevejut ththe legislative papower taw
rpno coaconduct4 ct which tafttt pgpowerWke juniou abie

1
wewelfareke of SOTso

defy he oncionce made that49
cocontentionte at least up to a certainceertain
point butlinbull ahrnotnot asked to make that
c teRIA RDnowW and I1 caul e
it were t beyond a doubt the leg-
islative

leg-
islative

leg-
islaisla tive power where athasita fullful1i legis-
lativeive authorityu I1 over any community
toaya punish oveovertt acts may define such
imdand such cconduct to be malum
icumtum andaad the manchoman who continue that
coconduct must be punished if he is Ccon0a
ticked oatb at with all that and notwith-
standing all that when there is clear
evievidencedenee before oiathi court that the
ststatutestute has been sopo gconstrued and so
applied to a state of factsacts oy an infe-
rior court and punish-
ment have bees readreachedhed bandand could
only be reached by drenchingtrenchingtrenching on theake
tights of conscience then methe person
cannot be touched

the section to which I1 refer in this
boolbook iss entitled revelation on theilia
eternityty of the Marmarriagerisie covenant in-
cludingclouding fluta W of wives oiven
through joseph smith vain
bacockJancock county 1111illinoisgois july I1
1843
aherirq fabj quotationsis iromfrom the
revelationlattonelatton4 A I1

i Xmr justice yields is thatthai icvthe bobibook
known as aapP marmmormonBIble11

iiti0 nol
ma hhat we call the

book1300 of01 marmon is sometimes caned
the biblear cart thisboak which 1I have
in my giandihand is ttheQ recognized embodo
anentut of thothe lawjaw 9afpf their church

justice field does that contain
what is supposed to have been found
on steel plates

fmr kirichardscliards no your honorohonor butut
the book of mormon does ij

chief justice this is a supposed
subsequent tio ja19 it nawaws1

mrff llrichardsichard this book
the received by joseah
smith the book of po wo
translatedtrap slated bby hipa arhiproni the rep

feedberred 0 whichich were boldgo and JR ili
balshistorya ry of the ancient iian
this P

curtis here we are with adf
our civilization around nsas and all ouri
septemsentimentsants and feelfeelingslugs oaties subjectt
of the marriage relation almost aayW
capacitated from understanding how
them cau be panty womanly ovir tu
ddignity of life rerefinementbement and caltiaktwo domestic harmony edvedu
caud people
iru which several women staica aoa vat
wives stof oneohe husband but whether
wewa have to act upon this
legislators or as judgesjudgesonsoror as idl

or aspatriotslat riots orsoor as citizencitizeDeav
we caudocandocan do nonothogoodgood wean
nothing bit misery for otheal
aand and babaffled hophopes
anand dindisappointed efforts for ourselvesv ea

leoan aise to tt conditioneovcondidtI1 ion 9ot
1igindpI1il ka which toi atan in th
1amertmer circlebixel of11 their feelings and cocon0
vic tiona and so fufar to binn aa
ourOurejesualequalff tequila before ahe lalaw
equalswbedforallbro therod who
with 0 t doengi spso we caucan sever ex

4efte mormon women to meet
halfalf wayteway or to10 meet usins at 11 i

agross error that iiis ste 40 1

1

luging ku thtag way of all efforts lotanthetho
christian world by att
agin tp reach tais which Is ac

great anaai eyu we cannot
ununlessI1 f wev e deev the mormonmorman women ol01of
utah way anda wooi and
whatat theytey are we cannot accomplishblythinganything useful it Is
it iis absurd it is dangerous tto0 deal
with the subject in aay other way thathe
ideal tyeating chese aabolof
tothem bompa of01 new englandabivar birthbirtb
pebepplepl q aat alst af edaed 1

caked inin ajmates private school
of our older states as if theyhey were a
slat of beings wearing yokiyoke
4amderder wh athey bend aad iromfromI1whichichlaill is our duty tp emancipate

1

a to
them by anany and avadevepywv raeameans Ttid
ingsip s ep of the crimi-
nal

r im 1

al I1 we do09 nor lay aleaside thip
idea we baunecan er do

faRlfullyyumiawni ttoiais pra p
afreae wwhaleqa ey api takentalan ether

coupcont ftc lae yord avesatves ll11 aa
used byy mrmi snow SWand thal proofroof al0ot
hiship visitedistl to wethe inhabitedcited by
some otI1P ewh
ivhon p16 1 ala ivea in14 a houpe
alph Pp ad children aloe
habitedha ite I1 I1

inIII the case 4 acordBcordd 1278
thethac tewo pj L fa evidenceonce
as 0 o ali jw aftk who
wawa held11 byY tiehe t to be
that laiful lifeyjfe CohabUfatation wua
aera asst 1 I1 bybg the 4 of tae
c cirp ae w labbin f ps

ted hy p
stat y

takte PO0 in
everyavery densesense with Minniennie a aadmittedbitted

ayathethe defendant thehe general verdict of
guilty as iafe itoe indictment

fifixesaes the unlawful cohabitation in this
case as artaM sarah and
minnie in this all the judges below

ifi mr f j

uary
0 too pee pr 1 1885aagelven tathereabre Uk evidence lit

bittisthis very case shouldbho ld have ad-
monishedmonimool shedsherl the trial judge ol01 theithe nature
ofte 9delawQ p buslhusbandba and wife
claimclaimed bbyy ea persons

it itte referredrel erred inthe wet butbrit will
hatbolt now tead itsjo of four
w VFypety mlyour wll wi vpuitists anyhv blode ycj let aitAeleanor and sarah ih record 1278

appp a M lit flodia oi1 001
i all jovote to aaa arid
1latteeI themthe most2 pointed that
hht ha WMwas deun twith abe iteckarx
11wife 1 ar wives 1 aija aeise tintpat
buat when spoken ibyay mraft BROW

compreliend nothing butbilt a4 religions

I1 itIs WAO jilsfafe plain daty asiw pon to
putt it to the jury to fand 19 what woesow0mr auw introduced mlmir peery to
harriet adaad sareh chis pw jives P

he was bated to tae

jury would not be misled ij

the ath wayer is the queone I1 iao
sent to yoga honora sUenattentiontiou tapn la-
it

la-
u I1asay ia A request g A ea
sary request effiu indispensable apao of01
the charge withoutbout
not bebpbedowdow if i y i uj

bequest having more ban
ojieoae wife and blaim we and latr ping
nwemore than ne woman not

thetae yola
inset fitta to justly a that
he with awe thab ouaon with

hr 11

10 ga d 81a ving li i he
throws into wete sewscale theme apriarn 4 diwI1 yv

used by AO snow wa WWother
koput ew and Wsteus

take Jury that fromrom all vaata farrago eey
may baier uAAwful go tation vua

fabre 1 y

the next weease tried wapap that in roepe
cor the indictment cowfish the

of tue yom aw 31

etere acl wP PO
11 1 wae

hepe A 4119 taken s th lawful
wifeafe andaad As tuethe un k wife
in witte yeas e ve
boon ftth lawful witewife inia tbtlihew t trial
ancl related tot eleven mou of ila1885

1I y vownow arxeelk 4appletappl tt 9konsti
tut ional A ta r coa
tend to acts 0 Xafa at 8 COAcon-
ducts

con-
duct I1 vV

I1 surrender taththe of
this court all that partpart 01

which watroay by auyany fairfail interpretation of
1 the be considered cohabits

sarah and minnie pg
ij 4

18 pi we


