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Hon, Chas, E. Littlefield on the Roberts Case,
gpeech .Ot House of Representatives, Jan. 28, 1800.
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s AUV
U\N\""Wh“w me to stand Shers and argue
(Continued) in the presence of lawyers (hat
0 the ground that | an Insane man can do o valid 'HTI'T
“yelarry 818 S rutional provigions | If Insane he could take no valk
MebBLs nd constiuEE e ny person | oath. And after they were instructed to
ptatutotegible to ¢ “oime presup- | inquire as to his “gualifications,” they
wakiAf y & ‘.n'- ineligibility | were jnstructed to inquire algo “into his
ho ® A T | capacity, simply whether or not men-

s 345.)
" oloctions, takes

I on
cen 104-108)

tally he was ( apable of taking the oath,
“Capacity,” as thus used, had nothing

oosition a8 10 | whatever to do with eligibility or qual-
Jitimate upon the | ifications.
Ly s own unalded THOMAS CASE

and make un- : 3N . ok ' 1
uld be certain a The Thomas case, next aliud 1 1«
the | will discuss with the Kentucky coases 101

in | o lke nature, that occurred In the
House. 2

STARK CASE

If you have the report of the major-
ity, you will find it on page 3. 1 will
call the attbntion of the House to a few
thinzs that the majority of this com-
mittees omitted when they stated this
case to the House,

I wigh you to remember as 1 begin
the' analysls, the square, distinct, ex-
plicit statement of the gentleman from
Ohlo that “no precedent in the Ameri-
ean Congress existe against exclugion™

n
'l v ish to Invoke

precisely
f the immortal
,nd expounder of

gniffeant and bears
pogition as Lo the
ity of this House |
| and supplement
He says, in dIgeuns «
" fundamental in

1o1egation of the pow-
to some agent.
How two other

WRaffrage 15 10

? an indi s
r 0L 8 > then fo
“This beins 0 ”3‘_ American sys- | —that s, that thers I8 no case where
pent priitis ' ' they have decided they did not have the
« that the right of suff- | power to exclude, That is hig explicit

statement in his speech this afternoon
{n the House, (Since revised, the gen
tleman nrobably meaning ‘House" in-
gtead of “Amerioan Congress.'’)

What was the Benfumin Stark case?
Benjamin 8tark was'a senator from the

1ed, protected, und
e and  against

1 1s that its exercise shall
: s law; iis qual
scribed by prev-

e and place of {ts #X- | State of Oregon. who was charged with
g (bed by previous | digloyalty. In the majority report they
: reige, un- | have quoted a lengthy suggestion from

Trumbull, who wag a member of
committe on the judiclary, Mr,
discusses this “general-wel-

{slon (always sSWOrh | My
15 to be prescribed. |t
of political power | Trumbull

. wntiatives we Know nothe | fare” proposgition in relation to qualifi-
pave known anything. | cations, What doss Mr, Trumbul start
rolse as should take | qur with? Bear in mind that the dis-

ssoribed forms of
jepart from that we
dely from the Ameri-

B! ‘
shall wander 48 WA : &
an track 68 the poie is from the track |

un. ) \
‘”,h;;v“., { that it la one principle of
.“,{m:;x._-. evstern that the people
wihgres national and

tingulshed gentleman from Ohlo (Mr
Tavier) has just stated to this House
{that there was “no precedent against
excigrion In the American Congress”
Lot me réad in the Stark case from Mr,
Trumbull, He says:

“A vrellminoary question was rafged In

r thelr governments ' i
Jmil "‘.,.N +eor but It 18 another | the Benate when this case was referred
e norts that the people of- to the committee, whether it was com-

wually important, ;
¥ I Y
uy limit themseives They set bounds

e own power, ‘They bave chosen
E ,hnlu' !r;ul institutions which they
wibiish against the sudden impulses
+mers majoritt All our institutions
i- with instances of this, ‘hl wis
W oeat conservative principle in
:!:'.'nﬁ?mz forms of government that
aor ghould secure what they had es-
'T‘ ished against hasty v-hAnRvnﬂby nlm.,
';- majorities.” {Daniel Webster's
Works, volume 6, page 24

We are not to take the will of the
from public meetings, nor from

petent 1or the Senate, for any cause, to
refuge to allow a pergon to be sworn as
a meber of the Senate whose creden-
tinls were In proper forin and who pos-
pessed all the gqualificationg as to age,
citizenalip, and Inhabltancy prescribed
by the Constltution; and ‘whether the
only remedy which the Senate had to
protect {tgelf agalnst the presence of an
Infamousg person, & convicted felon, or
an avowed and open trititor, was not by
expulglon by a two-thirds vote after he
should have been sworn into office.”

itles,

pecpie —rr o Swhid . This is the precise question presented

JORIINOUS 550 ';l"’m, l‘;ll.\::j,),lmh :ll:‘:,, now, The precise gquestion persented In

eid are WrOHE S soclety 18 dis. | the Stark case is presented here at this
and by whie oty s =

parmed
wbed. Theae
o dgnifiying th

never were

moment.
Again:
“Many lawyers holding that when

not American modes
will of the people, and
If anything in the
try, not riained by a regular
by regular returns, and by regu- | the qualifications prescribed in the Co
W repreRen n, has been established, | grjtution, that notwithstanding the
and not the rule; It I8 | charee of disloyalty he had the right

he

he

ane

ft i an excepli
@ spomaly which, 1 belleve, can | (o be sworn In and the remedy was of
puresly be found.”  (Ibld,, page 225.) exclusion.”

While th at Webster was not dis. Mr, Trumbull held the other way, but
asing this provision of the Constitu- | ayery other man on the judiclary com-
g 1 submit that in prophetic lan- | mittes held against him. Bear in mind
e he gave to thiz House a funda- | the statement of the gentleman from
wl principle, which on it oath and | Ohjo (Mr, Tayler) that there I8 “no

must not disregard in
rights of the gentle-
w from Utah, Independent of condi-
. unconstrained by desires or
yies, unaffected by majorities, undls-
jited by “sudden Impulses” of the peo.
e and undeterred by influences out-

pansclence 1t

mining the

precedent agalnst exclusion.” What did
the Senate do “in the American Con-
greas?’ 1 think the gentleman from
Ohlo ought to have leave to amend his
remarks. iWhat did the Senate do, In
this very vase? Let mé read the reso-
lution that they finally adopted under

# of this Houss
Cpen thiz great question, whether this
BEwse, under the lead of the majority
¥ this committee, can of Its own mo-
e declare a disquallfication that has
o heretofore exlsted and Impose it on
% gentleman from Utah, or whether
fan be done by an act of Congress
maand, and 1 trust we may be par-
Gned If 1 sy we take pride In stand.
itg with Burke, the lawyer, orator, and
triot of the elghteenth century: w'th
Wisn, Dickinson, Morrls, Mudison,
id Hamilton, framers and interpreters
o the Constitution, who have hitherto
meived, and will continue to recelve,
¢ universal homage and admiration of
pankind for thelr great services In ess
hing stitutional liberty, the
e courts of Michigan, Maryland,
Betacky, and Virginla; and Webster,
?" 1y, Covley, Tucker, Foster, Paschal,
¥elrary, and Paine, elementary wri-
I, that for lewrning, authority, and
Mputation are  at least unexcelled,
fpuingt the ¢ wurts of Ohlo and
(% ing a constitutional
plied to statutory offices

surge p, and Pomeroy, and an
itls concelvable” of Mr, Justice Miller,
L.W" Eive the House the authorities,
';‘i‘” 8§y Where the welght of authori-
U lies, Let the House say, when it

fomes to vote before “the country ‘and
Mstary." whe .

ther

it it will stand by the
“"‘5"""""- to Which T have called your
¢ '.L:""n Or with the courts of Ohlo and
-A0r8do and the three elementary wrl.
:‘?‘ ]""f ire I leave this branch of the
et allow me to repeat what Mr,

":Jrls.xu showing the dangers that
r:.nm the majority proposition:
":’Exo-prm iple that each House has the
rﬂ.ilh impose a qualification upon It
m»ul“,-'rfl:;y- which ig not preseribed in
M ,,."'n'“,"'l." u, if established, might
;‘.:‘:.::;}»‘.- isnger to the Republie, It
ot \ e excuse that the French Di.
U-NrT‘-] ' ired &n annulment of elec-
l:.; (hu:dv I f Five Hundred,
_yvn"h. i _themselves  in
galnst » wiil of the people,

¥ gladly p
o0 Biad 1 ted the Ehotls Y
Napoleon &s & rellef * e despotism of

LEGISLATIVE PRECEDENTS.

your committee say
b g 1 ancede that welght is
Bsbed fn this ~ P precedents estab.
ey aluo ;“., 0use and in the Senate,
b the H ‘If: thet unless It shall appear
g if:l-'u; L o fdequates information
tocedonte L, Ecussion, that these
tanmo .r“y'- ire foun led on reason, they
the Hogs, 4 Eovern the action of
e glse a1 | s cage, Because some-
Batlon oy 1. & on insufficient Infor-
€088 for 11, ' luate debate, 18 no ex-
these ciroun Vl‘ Jute at this time, under
i e, In pursuing a llke

u,:::;“{f" & word to say about the
¥ o n_*|~" In Magsachysetts, "There
Bhjority e 11 the report of the
N i What the provislons of

CUtton of Massachusetts were,

»

W
S WRS prios ¢, ¢

ation | :|"A adoption of the Con-
e g L, ited Btates and in
MRS for nothie . | Lement the case

nE upon either side.

NILES CASE.

L enderctnoa 11
e Taylor 4 the gentleman from Ohlo

F) 10 say that a question was

&8 10 the exoluel .
B 2 peslution o on Of Niles, and

Bty for the o Was adopted in the
Vhethy o A€ purpose of ascertalning
1Ot he was sane or insane,

B e

1 g O ClEIDIILY, 1 beg leave
™ from “‘;U\ my friend, the gentle.
S st Lo 1014 In my hand

N, being that of the major-

P rommittes 5 .
Wbt doeg 1t aye oD TEPOTLE I,

™ tnauir
l.'u l‘:;Tlll.;.'..-'lr,!n the elsction, return,
Mg AHON Of the sald John M.

?1 What eleet

A Intg

e e oumm'! Capacity at this time to
Pty 1

. Mmeant his mental capa-
& iy poy worth  while g:f

circumstances where, it 18 suggested by

the eentleman from Ohlo, this House
of Representatives might make [tself
“supremely  ridiculous”  before the

American people, This awful spectacle
was firgt presented by the Benate, or
rather the precedent was furnished by
them., Here I8 the resolution:

"Resolved, That Benjamif Stark, of
Oregon, appointed a senator of that
State—-"

Now, they did not put this in their re.
port, mind you~
“appointed a senator from that State
by the governor thereof, is entitled to
take the constitutional oath of office
without prejudice to any subsequent

proceedings In the case.”

The mawiority of the commitiee sup-
ported it, The charges of disloyalty
wers made. Ex parte affidavits were

submitted as In this case. Mr, Trum-
bull, a minority of one, raised the same
question raised here today by the ma.
jority of this committee. I do not know
whether he charged the Senate with be-
ing  “ridiculous,” as has been sug-
gested by the gentleman from ()hin
(Mr. Tavler), but every other man on
the judiclary committee gsupported that
resolution, and that resolution was
adopted, by the Benate of the United
Btates—yeas 26, nays 198

Now, I sumbit, in all candor and fair-
ness, when we are standing here upon
either gide of these legal propositions
to discluge the truth, what becomes of
the assertion of the gentleman from
Ohlo that there |s no “precedent in
the American Congress against exclu.
gion?" What becomes of it, In view of

! this eage and this vote on the part of

the Senate? I am not through with this
© vet, Let me read the names of the
men who voted in the affirmative. They

were!

Anthony, RBrowning, Carlisle, Colla-
mer, Cowan, Davis, Fessenden, Foster,
Harris. Henderson, Howe, Johnson,

Kennedy; Latham, McDougall, Nesmith,
Pearce, Powell, Rice, Baulsbury, Sher.
man, Simmons, Ten Eyvek, Thomson,
Willey and Wilson of Missourl.

There 18 the vote of the Benate, under
ecircumstances exactly parallel to the
eireumstances  existing  before this
House, except that Stark was charged
with actual dislovalty, not the newly
Invented, theoretical, metaphysical, em.
pirical, chemerical, fanciful “disloyal.
ty¥'" of the majority,

There |8 a further suggestion that ls
made upon the Stark case by the ma-
jority, They say here, on page 25!

“There I8 absolutely no doubt what-
over that If the case of digloyalty had
been stronger, Stark would have been
excluded.”

1 do not say that this l& not o, though
I think the assertion Is rather vigor-
ous, I am going to state the facts to
the House and let the House say wheth.
or It la so, The commiitee say:

“There 12 aboslutely no doubt what.
ever that If the case of disloyalty had
been rtronger, Stark would have been
excluded,”

Let me read to you from the report of
a committe of investization returned
te the Senate on April 22, he having
been ndmitted February 27 and his case
referred to the committee, The commit.
tee say:

“That the genator from Oregon s dis-
loyal 10 the government of the United
Blates"

There |8 the precedent cited by the
distinguished gentleman from Ohlo (Mr.
Tavler) for the purpose of frightening
this House from acting in accordance
with the fundamental law of the land,
as to which he says that there is no
precedent in the American Congress
against the power of exclusion, when
the Senate took precisely the course
svggested here,

Mr. Tavler of Ohlo, If the Senate
thought he was disloyal, why did it not
exclude him?

Mr, Littlefield. The case dragged

| moment that

| Jaw, and upon any officers of the Unit-

along for a long wYlile. I have It right ‘
here, Do not fear that 1 am not in-
formed ohout the case, 1 have not come-
mented on what the Senate did, 1 am
giving vou the record tn the ¢ase. The
principle involved is the question. John
fherman, of Ohlo, was on the commit-
tee that found he was disloyal, and
that ought to settle it. (Laughter.)
Now, it ls true that when It came to a
vote, for sgome reason or other the
Senate of the Unlted Btates did not
vote to expel him
Mr, Grosvenor
thing o
Mr, Lattlefield

Might not the same |
enr inh this case? !
Well, T am ready to
meet you on thit pronesition, that you
can frighten this House into voling for
axclusion, in violation of the law, when

the other course {s the oply one which |
can lenitimately be pursued. I stand
here upons the broposition that, so far
s I am coneerned, the gentleman from
"tah, Mr. Roberts, shall have what
I belleve under all cifeiiinstances to ba
his congtitutionsl right., 1 do not cara |
how he I8 situated (applause) nor what
s 1} resnit The fact that vou may |
not 2et voles enongh to expel doss not |
tond to demonstrate the existence of |
the legal right to exeluds !
The vote In favar of expulsion did not ¢
raas in that case, and Mr, Bherman,
who signed the report of the commit-
tee, holding that he wae disloyal, did

not even vote, either in the afirmative |
or fn the negative, That Indicates, per- |
haps, that 16 things might havi
curred {n connection with Mr, Stark,
of Oregon, that the record does not dis-
oge, 1 do not know anythir wt it.
I glve you the case exaclly as it stande
[ submit thiz In all fairness

RO ¥ OC=

and « .-

dor, ! do not complain of the inade- |
quate 1enort of the majority |
Tliese records Are open to us all, and |
it may appear to the House before T get |
throueh with this discuegion, that Y |
have taken occaglon to examine some |
of them, in order that this House might |
intelligently apprehend, upon all the |
facts, precisely what these propogitions

itand upon, Thers {8 no good reaszon |
v the House should not have all the
facte

KENTUCKY AND THOMAS CASE,

|
|
First, we should take Into counsider- i
|
|

vl

atlon the conditions that surrounded
the House of Reoresentatives and the
Senate the United States in those
days of 1866, 1867 and 1868, I do not wish |
to stand here and closely critiel
aclion of elther one of those bo
we should bear in mind that u

feeling that exlsted throughout 1the |
on who

{
ol

land, they belleved that these n
were secking admission to (
had been engaged in open reb

were stiil traltors 1o the Unit

We must congider the fact that th
cage wele determin under s r-
comstances, Tl reporta of the )=
talttees and the debates show the in-
tenge feeling that existed n the
Thomas case they were passing dpon
the cuestion as to the hoin 1462
This 12 what Mr, Daw id in his sec-
ond report In the Kentucky casts in the

House, as appears by the majority re-
port "

After calling attention to the gravity
of she situation he said that “in rela-
tlon to these questions there are no pre« |
cedents by which it may be guided In
arriving at correct conclusions.” In |
1¢67, then, It geems from Mr. Dawes,
that there were no precedents from this
action now sought to be taken in this
House, 1t may be that Mr, Dawes had
not looked up these precedents, al-
though his abllity and industry were

posscgked the necessary cre lentinls and " recognized us great

that no one will think for a
I have falled to recognize
the i industry, zeal, Intelligence,
abllity, and cayacity which the gentle- |
man from Ohlo has brought to the in- |
vestiration of these guestions, We all
kpow thet he has renderad most valu-
able service, But still Mr, Dawes did
not exwmine the precedents, if there |
were any earlier that could properly be |
!
\
|
!

I hope

relied on, the Thomas case occurring

March 18, 1867, and the Kentucky case

July 8, 1867, SBhallaberger, in his letter,

gtates the cquestion upon which thege |
cages turpned, “First, may & law sach
na that pregeribing the test oath be |
constitutionally passed and enforced
either na to any officer or to & member
of Congrees? And Mr. Dawes makes
this suggestion!

“Now, gir to those of us who believe
that the fourteenth article I8 already &
part of the Constitution, there [s an
expregeed inbibition upon this man con-
tained in that article, I do not care to

take the time of the Houge in discuss-
ing the auestion whether it Is or not a
part of the Constitutoin, I plant my-
gelf upon the Constitution without
amendment.”

It I1a apparent that some members

based their action upon the test oath
act of 1882, and some upon gection 3§, of
the fourteenth amendment

This great fact |8 to be borne in
mind. It was in the trying times, when
the Revublic was reorganizing Itself af- |
ter a tarrible and'devastating war, that
these precedents occurred. What
came out of that excitement under the
heut and prejudice that was engen-
dered there? The fourteenth amend-
ment was nlaced in the Constitution to |
bar and exclude men from a seat in |
Congress who had been traltors, be-
cause they knew without the amend- ]
ment they had no right to exclude even |
a traltor, 1ts purpoge was self-preser-
vation, I submit at this time, in these
days of peace, when there i2 no proba-
bility under the circumstances that exs-
{st *oday, in either North or SBouth-—
brethran everywhere—of the existence
of a traltor within our borders, It is
hardly worth while to invoke such
eases as precedents for the exerclse of
this unlimited power. No exigency ex-
fste, anvihing like that which existed
under those clrcumstances, (Applause.)

I -Te."r-- to oall attention of the
House further to what geems to me a
very significant fact, ag bearing on the
proposition as to whether or not these
cases are now entitied, in cold blood,
fn the exercige of plain, simple reason,
to weight as precedente. The test-oath
act was passed in 1862, In 1865 A
statute was passed making it applica~
ble to attorneys at law. Under that
gectlon the case of Ex parte Garland (4
Wall,, 325 was determined, The Su-
jreme Court of the United Btates, by
at majority opinfon announced in 1866,
held, in relation to thig test oath that |
vas proposed to be imposed upon men- |
bers of Congress, upon attorneys at i

ed States, as follows

“The exaction of the oath I8 the mode
provided for ascertaining the parties
upon whom the act {s intended to oper-
ate, and instead of lessening, increases
its dangerous character, All enact-
ments of this kind partake of the na-
ture of bills of palns and penaltles, and
are subject to the constitutional inhibi.
tion against the passage of bills of at-
tainder, under which general designa-
tion they are Included (page 377."

A little thing like that is of no conse.
quence, I apprebend, The Thomas and
Kentueky cases were substantially
based on the test-oath act of 1862, Or.
dinarily, after such a decision by the
United States Supreme Court  they
would lose all force as precedents; not
s0 now, however,

These cases have never been clted
hitherto, as precedents. RBefore 1 call
your attention to the remarks of Gen-
eral Logan In the Whittemore case, [
eall the at'ention of the House to the
fact that in 1567 John A. Logan was
a member of the Houge of Renresenta-
tives, and himself submitted one of the
resolutions againgt swearing In certain
members from Kentucky, making them
stand back untll thalr loyalty was de-
termined,

He made on the flaor of the House
afterwards, at least balf a dozen
speeches on the same wuestion, In 1570,
when this man Whittemore, who hnd |
been gullty of pelling cadetships, re- |
signed from the House, went back to |
the State of Bouth Caroling and was
returaed immediately, a gross insult to ‘

| ser.

‘ So So Sof%'lc

: “this conduct of ours

Little
Pimples Turn
to Cancer.

Oancer often results from an im-
P"’“y ln ‘hi‘ thUd, TT)TT"N[M frnm
‘('ITFPINODI baek, Few people are on-
Jirely free from gome teint in the blcod,
wnd it is impossible to tell when it will
srenk out in the form of dreaded Can-
What lns appeared to be n mere
simple or scrateh has developed into
the most malignant Cancer,

w had & pevere Oancer which was at first

mly a few blotohes, that | thought would
7 8000 pass away, 1 whe

2 30 vera! ahle

ab Al jale

eirefard the Cale

falaml “v

! 2 ¢ of

tand growing

ree, 1 do

try 8. K. &

i 408 gy

Tise first
snd

nilis the last 11t

eab dropped off

Ten vears haye slaposed
and not a sign of the diseass haw retyrned,”
K. F. WILLIANS,
Glllsburg, Miss,

1t {8 dangerous to experiment with
Cancer. Thediseaso isbevond the skill
of physicians, 8. 8.5 isthe onlycure,
Lecause it is the only remedy which
goes deep enough to reach Canoer,

Blood

(Swift’s Specific) is the only blood
remedy guaranteed Purely Vegetable.
All others contain potash and mer-
cury, the most dang2rous of minerals,
Books on Ouncer and bleod diseascs
mailed free by Swift Specitic Compsny,
Atlanta, Georgia.

making
Hsusge In

Whittemore

logar

f the

the American Congress
his speech on the flo
gisting upon excluding
gald—what?

“In reference to 1 jents, it
sald by men whispering md 4that
there is no precedent f course that
I desire the House shall take th this
Case,

‘But If we were to v predhdents,
and ngk ourgelyves is 1} any prece
dent to be found nnvwhere for this
copduct of ours, T #u rie is; and the
only nrecedent you « nd 18 againsl

| take the
nglish parlia-

Mr. Whittemaore, If
cage of Wilkes In t}

ment—he was fopr tin [ halleve, ex-
pelled from that parliament.

One resolution of exciusion In  the
Kentucky cages was adopted in 1868,

Just think of it! Logan taking part
in this debate early In 1870, says

“If we were to ask ourselves, I8 there

any precedent to be found anywhere for

this conduct of ours—"
He put it falrly well—

one precedent you can find."
Mark that!

e only precedent you can find s
ngainst Mr. Whittemore, if you take
the act of Wilkes, in the British parlia-
ment, who was twice four times ex-
pelled."”

Logan said In his speech, fresh from
the cases of 1867 and 1868, that the
Wilkes case was “the only precedent”

1 submit in all soberness and seri
nes to this Houge that it Is a far cry
in 1900, thirty venrs afterwards, to cite

[ say there 1s but |

qualification was incldentally referred
to once, Indeed, they
different

|
apparently acted

upon an entirely proyision, |
that does not relate to exel !
termining c¢lHgibilily r qua ns,
and Mr, Logan distinetly based h (we

upon it when hie says

Y1 basae my opinlon, first, upon the |
wnstitution of the United Suates, which
withorlge Congress to preseribe rulea
and regulations for the government ot
their members, and provides that by 4
two-thirds vote elther House may expel
iy one of (s members hout pres
scribing’ the offenses for which either
house may exj s |

He then proceaded to make this
pratultous and unwarranted assump-
tion

“This being the th ! ith which I
start out, 1 then assume that where th
Houge of Representatives has power 1o
expel an offer izatnst rules,
r & violation of any law of the land,
it has the same to exclud a
person from its bod |

Without glving any attention to the
legal distinptic i ins 1 £ ! g
ferring t consiit 181 1 i
; - U H f 1 E
ng to tl i o

{ ol mal ty and ex { tWo
thirds, he 1 he ¥ n and

wum heh 1e1 } a

| statuls tnak n
to hold oft ] 1 it upoh
a col 1 1

\ ith there
h ! H |
th W ¢ 1ent
f i) ! prog H
¢ites (! W ! n
parhiament i !
HLat » |'. | 1§ o ) I~ 1
point t him W gava,
was ¢ ed four 8 1o
the ! parliam vith-
out  opjpn n 1 1 { time
0ug { P 1 5
tir he X} h tim
aotording to hi 4 Wilkes
excluded

Juxt how 1} ¢ i .
T", far axil i 1 y x
Whittemor nnot 't I
iderations nd ma n I b

1 SURResLed) 1 View t that U
Hous ! Mr. 1 lend h
Jutely 1 i to ] nmitts
to examine, for th {

H g 1 | 3! ) 1
hi th referrved t
' th P 1eh a « y
| by st Poland of
Fa verth Tlinols Sel k and
! f 1 v G |
] to } ! }
minu i ]
my « n 1'
nt
(To be Continued.)
o e

‘ FLAYED OUT,
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VAN HOUTEN'S Eatin

SOCIAL NEEDS.

Whatever questions of Social Needs may exist

discover satisfactory solutions of them, there is
at least one—and certainly not the least import-
ant—province, in which the solution has been
found, Foris not the question ** What is our
best daily beverage " of importance to all class-
es of society ? And is any other answer to that
question possible, from disinterested persons,
than *‘Van Houten's Cocoa” ? It is more whole-
some than any other drink, it is nourishing and
easy to digest; refreshing without acting injur-
jously on the nervous system, in the way that
Tea, Coffee, and other drinks do; and its delic-
ious flavor in no way palls on the taste after
continually using the cocoa. Asregardsits price,
it is, as thousands can testify from practical ex-
perience, not at all dear to use.

What a pity all social questions cannot be answered as easily
as the above one; but their answers require a great deal of
thinking about. Those who are busy thinking about them,
cannot do better than take a cup of Van Houten's Cocoa daily,
as for helping the brain-worker it is without equal,

BE SURE YOU TRY

we may rack our brains to

CHOCOLATE.

Red, Rough Hands, Itcing, Burning
Palms, and Painful Finger Ends.
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ONIE NIGHT CURIL.

Soak the hands on retiring in a strong, hot, cream
CUTICURA SOAP, Dry, and anoint frecly with CUTICURA,
the great skin cure and purest of emollients, Weat, during the
night, old, loose kid gloves, with the finger ends cut off and air
hoiu cut in the palms. For red, rough, chapped hands, dry, fis
sured, itching, feverish palms, with shapeless nails and painful
finger ends, this treatment is simply wonderful,
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HEBER J. GRANT & CO., Generat Agents
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DR, COOK.
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My guaranty Is backed by

years of successfu

My charges ar

vited 1o have a confidential talk

go without the try
Consultation free
WRITE

$100,000 in ted capital,
| expe ¢
hin the reach « both rich and poor
regarding tr 8
atment that will effect | plet 1}

Home treatment Is

COOK MEDICAL COMPANY, 1623 Curtis St., Denv

satisfactory
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Such {8 the testimony of many hundreds of men
and won ho have been  ruccessh treated
and perma ed by the eminent specialist,
DR, COOK aad of the great

COOK MEDICAL INSTITUTE,
And these cures include every form f

Uhronie, Nervons and Private Diseases,

85 obstinate and so difficult to cure by ordinary
methods
BLOOD POISON
Completels { permanently eradicated from the
gystem in from 20 to 40 days by a treatment that
contalng no injurious medicines but leaves the pa=
tlent In as healthy a condition as i g niract-
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Address

ELIAS MORRIS & SONS CO,,

2

23-25:27 W, South Temple,

i « Salt Lake City, Utah

Wood Mantels, Grates, Tilés. Brass Fenders, Fire

Exemine our new stoch of Monuments, Place orders now |

Sets, Spark Guards, Etec.

We are offering some FINE OLD IRON MANTELS Complete at

$25.00

Decoration Day
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