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senting himself as the son o Dr" E B
Foors of New York, the well
specialist, ‘as abundantly proved by afids-
vits. Ap rumors came into Sals-Lake Otty
from Dakota and Montana frem an €
madae there, he changed Als base and repre-
sented himse!f as the sdn of & more noted
specialist in New York ®ity than Dr. E. B.
FooTE, the well known suthor. Mr. JOEN
F Trow,of the well known Trow's Direc
tory, in New York City (forty years in the
direwtory busi ). Ex- ernor FRANK
FuLrer, of Utah, and the Hon. ABRAM
WAKEMAN, for many yvears Postmaster In
New York Uity, also Surveyor of the Port,
gave their aftidavitts that there are no other
doctors in New York by the name of Foot
or FOOTE, exceptin Jr. E. B, YOOTR, the
the asuthor of “Medical Common Sense,”
ote., and h & two sons, Dr. E. B, FoOTR, JR.,
and Dr. HUpert T. FOOTE. The genuine

Dr. Foote, Jr,, will hereafter always em-
ploy the initials, E. B., m des his
nime, Heretofore he has been known n®

ouly at home but wherever hia pablications
have been circulated, by the name of Dr.
FooTE, Jr. Greater care will be taken
hereafler, in view of the faec that an un-
srincipled person has assumed to profit by
[na. and his Tuther's reputation.

Those desiring {arther and more satasiled
information in respect to this matter, will
receive it by saddressing Bex 414, Salr
Lulte ity Utah. .

Persons baving information of advan
to plantiies will Eadly communicase
snnie o J. W. fvey, wi{h Sutheriznd & Mo
Bride, »ait Iake Qity.

Those desiring to consult Dr. FOOTR pro
fesmonully or Lo order remedies ahould ad
dress either

Dr. l.. 8. FOOTE, Sr., or Dr. E. B.

FOOTE, Jr.,
120 Lexingiom Ave., New TYork.
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Montana. (Territory v. Lee, 2 Mont.
132; See also Na. Bank v. Yankton, 101
U.S. 133; Reynolds v. The People,
1 Colorado 181; Treadway v. Schnau-
ber, Dak. 219; 1 Peters, 511.)That posi-
tion, ifitis a true position, answers,
n law and in logic, most of the
gentleman’s arguments, In this Con-
stitution,, 1 thmk in Sec. 10 of
Art. 1 (if 1 remember the divisions
of the Constitution)there are numer-
ous limitations upon the powers of the
There are other limitations

Sum. 3 - . . L . ' r'h,'{. (‘mk!"’""""" .'.ll, . saslssEPamErsRERERERREE " . b
upon the powers of the general govern- | chart by which bis ¢hildren and his | proviso to sec.1860. I argued that under F CF Jrilﬁ::u { Counselors. SCUPIOynennnans ,l’i!ﬁ:n':a‘:d%?t‘g gum:. s .....Jorxe:‘.for erte?
ment and opon the powers of the Con. Jchildren’s children, and his fellow |the Orgunic Act, under the section I WARDS. BISHOPS. Loyton, o S Tohn Walker
gress. But it has uniformly been beld | countrymen anfl their descendants, to | bave just read, Congress haviog ex-| g.... Can Abraham Redford. P. R T, oz 04 s nonnohossnsannenssann J. K. Rogera,
ever sincg the adoption of these amend- | the last generdtlon, mright tread, and, | escised these concurrent powers, by | Gurton . Lo George Foes, P. 14 MORQAN STAKE TRALCAET)s s s s ssanses cusnes.Bamuel Claridge
ments to the Constitution,which were | treadng by that chart might save | familiar canons of construction the | Cedar Futies......oen.es e B R. L. Bybee, 4 .
made sine gua non of its g&option—bc- their liberties 1o the last generation— | inferior legislature hoiding this con- | Fagle Rock,..... «.J_ D. Evans, P. E. Morgam County, Utah. e
cause the Constitution would not have | ue explains the history of tlus bill currentgower lost it and could not | Lewisvills, ...... «easss R F. Jardine. ’ SUMMIT STAKE.
been adopted by all the States if it had | thatis referred to. He explains what | superadd or make a supplement to the | Lyman, ...c.caen.. .---Sldne& Weekes. W. G. SMITH, President.
not been for this mutual agreement— | was intenced by it; what they under- jact of Congress. I read very pointed f";""b’;; 1?1' I-{.‘;i"“?"- Richard Fry, W. W. CLUFF, Preaident.
that these prefiminary features—the |stood by the guaranty. And in his com- | authorities in that direction,: where a | GXexburfi.seeeerreseeemeenes T RIGKS AV Samuel l‘rtnc.ls,lo"“m"" Alma Bidredge,
first 10 amendments adopted at the | munication to the Danbury Baptists he  many judges, with whom the | sand Creck,........Cadwalader Owens, P. K, WARDA. BISHOPS, W. E. Pack, ‘Oouaelnu.
tirst session of Congress,are not limit- | expresses his prfle to bave been a|great Chancellor Kent concurred, held | 7etom, .....wveecuesens... -.John Donaldson, | Croyden,...... ¥eisseeranansss John Hopkins.
ations upon the States, but are limit- | member of & community where his fel- | expressly that when the superior| s eesseces smsstsnasanatesnss T. S. Smith; | Enterprise,.... vovsesased, K. Hall SENESAY Sompiurs N
ations upon the general government |low citizens adopted thls amendment | legislature exereises one of those com- oo 0 s s~ Eli Whitear, WARDS. BISHOPS.
But after our making those admissions | to the Constitution, and explains |current powers, the power is no longer . O.B. Anderson. | » Coalville,.cesscssssms, onss-Robert Salmon.
time and time sgain—neither of us | what they understood by it. It was a | concurrent. but is suspended in the BEAR LAKE STAKE." s --Oharles Turner. | Echo,....es-..- <veseakling Asper.
having said te the contr of that— | guaranty against any religious test. inferior legislature, that what the Port. o Fast ----'-------’lﬂrllgnlt;ﬂzan. Henne/ b Charies Richens.
the gentleman(H. W.Smith)bas per-| But we are told, in answer to this | did not say was as significant of thelr WM. BUDGE, President.  Porterville, West, .o e Baratus] C:r“t:; Hoytsolllg,. ... -Alonzo Winters.
sisted in reading case after case &s to|not that Cengress may establish .a |true intention as what they did state. 3 B BB, ..o ' | Gounsélora. RIS, cr s cemmeneonastnaranadhs Db DICKBON | Tah Gl e e T RDC
the power of the States to make these | religious test,but thatthe qualifications | Inanswer to all that we are told that George Osmond.‘ : w.p‘v. no. Holmber .%m
tests. We have mot disputed that.|forthe elective franchise, or for hold- | the 8th sec.of the Edmunds act,whichis| @ Bear Lake County, ¥daho. | E T ]P0 eeirinratanrens e eee. .Btephen Walker.
That is left to the States, and where | ing office, are-in the| powers ot the |aderect enactment by Congress, is no ’ i ONEIDA STAKE. ROORPOTEives v assasesassasss weesad, M, Mulln
the particular States in their constitu- | Legislature. Tnegentlcmau reiterated | enactment by Congress at all, but only WARDS. BISHOPS. El l-:r;uo-,........- cesadnbaarvaiiy caz RO Cluk,
tions have not been t‘lfiim oir liilberul in,lanéi ?&z?en t?mt;e t;sw?‘ish;:d egnaﬁw LE?;. tt;c;'l‘eré’imrinl ﬁe nl:.tttzhre gmmw», ............. :I'Jh;aAI_':.‘igrl‘Fli} W.D. HENDRICKS, President. OMEAAD, v nninnenennnian E R. Young, jr
enough to insert something similar to | when 1 adm = the epis- | s not do and s0; ao a e Foke nd o 65 bes ink B L = 8. P.H
this, %hay have, toa certuh;sext.ent, in-4 lature might cenfine the eléctive fran- | Supreme Court of the U, 8., when, in | Bloomington -.;V:xm GO ,:;hm ( Counseloss, Uintah County, Wyoming.
terfered with the free exercise of re- jchise to married men. I made that|114 U.S., it upheld that as & law of | fr e i e s 5 4 4 ©Oneida Connty, Idahe. pasetsanssannesasessasesessJBIEs DOWDA
lizion. Again, he says that new States [admission becamuse I believe 1t i) Congress binding upon USah, WAS | G rorgehowm. soon corsssssosres . W A Lovis) ol ‘:-m....................Jmnruwn.ir-
have been admitted with constitutions | correct and also out of my respect to|mistaken, bécause it WBS NEVEr iD= | Liberty, ...voeenvesssseesansnenn E. N. Austin; WARDS, BISHOPS. "
that enabled the legislature to estab-|the Supreme Cort of the .U. 8., for|tended as such, but only as a limitation | ¥ AR ——— T }lnttheg Cherry Creek,.coecesesisansssans,d. D. Jones. Greem River County, Wyqming.
lish some sort of a religious test.|they actually say that, If the Legis- ulmn the powers of the Legislature | Nownan,........;es00e....dJohn Kinner, P. E.| Clifton,,. ... ¥ Dixon. | Rock Springs,.... ..c......James Sime, F'. B
Congress cannot refuse to admit a|lature,lacdording to the doctrines of | of Utah, and the question could never| Ovid..... el Fard, Peter Jenseu | Mairview,... ..Heman Hyda.
State onany such ground. When-a]the Garland and Cummings cases, | have arisen under it until the = aArS, P Ward; soe e, Woalid Erankiifeeresseceessons sariens.. L. 1. Hatch, — R
State is admlitted, it is admitted on an | should undertake to disfranchise men |lature had passed 8 Dill In CODTHCU| precton,..vunssnenernrmsnnn-H. H. Dalrymple, | Mink Creek,... R..Geonr‘g: Stuart. TOOELE STAKE,
equality, in every respeet, with the|because they had ' been married | with this Afth limitation upon their| s: Charles,....--.-- wn-.o- S Jo AL HONL| DYCEOR. . cvroearne b P W G B musesn.
original thirteen. They cannot admit{ heretofore, that would be ez post facto, | powers. Congress did not wait for # M TNeordale,..c.vnesusnsenineenn.. Potar 0:; Tootle County, Utah
a State with limited powers. They | that would be a bill of attainder. But|that. Congress exercised this con- Bingham Cownty, Idabo. | sanaria,. 'Jf“h Evans
cannot refuse to admit a State with a | that is not the question. I sald they |current power, OUongress nad the| sode Springs.............. Daniel Lan, P. E i‘,l,;;ohu.-- seeniasesd. B. Harrison H. 8. GOWANS, President.
claim in its constitution that any other | might conflne the elective franchise to | same right to decide, under the Con- © - OThyenn et neneeacc Al A Allen C. L. Anderson, le
original State might maintaln., If | married men and they might disfran- | stitution, the qualification of voters in Rieh County, Utah. ] Fingham County, Idaho. T. W. Les, :
there is nothing in the Federal Consti- | chise married men, and 1 say it still. | Utah and Idaho as the Legislature had; | Garden Olfg,.cocuioerscassecs nobmmgnr Chotiasid - WARDS. - BISHOPS. |
tution, as there ™ nothu ing that no|As I said 'before, if they should |they had a more extended  right, be-| Laketown,... ..:I.-.!rahNebe“a‘li Faoarasy m}:g WIeY. | Clorera oo nneoeeronnnonncs . Dé St Jasr
State shall piohibit the gree exerclse | disfranchise| married men because | cause the Legislatare was limited by | M ch < R K innons MM,d..J.'.'.:'_',','.'_'_','_'_:','::"J H Thacel nu;&hl. vonsress Wi, L. -
of religion, Conecress cannot, and no |they had married heretofore, that |their four express limitatlons. Con- {;.m' ettt W, H. Lee!| Mound Valley.,..... e H. . Wiliams, | - T cianssss W. F. Mosa.
man in Congress ever did in all the his- might be, ex J}( s¢ facto; buot | gress did not pass that 8th section as R i ) il P ORIV = demsnsinanosannns e R T aain . «ee.Efiward Hnnm:
tery of the admission of the new States, | if they should ranchise from |a limitation upon the Teritorial Legis- | - ™ LesHne Sven D m“:ﬂ“
ms{e such an objection, because such | being in a state of matrimony, that|lature; did not passit as an amend- R STAK s '"“""""'::::::::::_’;‘_’:_" 5 m‘,’
State cannot be limited further than|would not be ex ppst facto. But if | ment to the 1860 sec. of the Revised BEAVE E, 5 b e ed) Os B
the original States, and they enter | they should disfranchjse men because | Statutes of the U.8.: bujthey passed it, Beaver County, Biah. ' PANQUITCH STAK :
upon an absolate equality, not limited | they were members of a sect that {in the lenltugh.oﬂ&lr‘gom as & '&. W. OROSBY, Jn., President. = — e
by the Federal Constitution against]taught, asa t of their religion | direct legislation, and thereby anni- J. B, MURDQOR, President. % '
establishingsuch a test. Con can- | or their -doctrine, that matrimopy | hilated all "concurrent power- Jokn m! o mm:'n 'm UTAH STAKE, -
not require it from a new State any | was unlawful or should not be en-|that sﬁecb—uﬁm the disfranchis- -,mem Counse *y. —
more than they can‘réquire an old State | tered into, that would be beyond their | ment and disabilities out of|. o _ 4 NpR— . Gerfield County, Utah. 5
to abolish it, and they never have at- | power, Isubmit. Cobgresscould nuz lygamy and bigamy—that thereto- ¥ JH h WARDS. BISHOPS. | A. O, SMOOT, President
tempted to interpose their will beyond | and the Territorial Legislature could |iore existed o the Perritorial :M—%.’M- ¢ ﬁ% COnnOnOille, . .. o s . o+ besses WL . Dayid John, i %
‘the Bonatitnt.ion, and any such obfec- | not, disfranchise & man because mat- |lature, The pretense that that is only Sona Wond 20 T X, Smith | Becalante,.. . eeseeeseresses vesh. P, Schow.| | H. H. Clufl, Counsal !
tion in the halls of Congress would be |rimony, or the reverse of matri- |an additional restriction upon > am.#“:‘ Benjarain. Lilley mkmﬁ rreassssnaracesss--Beth Johnsom. | e '
answered at once by the request to lay | mony—celibacy—was & part of his|torial legislation, nullifies one half of | Ariford,.... . vvevesssoneerse B B.%nmﬂ_ A AT ...O:Jl:glmm County
your finger upon anything in the Con-}religions creed or of the creed of the |its power, paralyzes the armef Con- | Minersvills,...........oivecdamen MoKnighta} First '-.'&......... g peves. WARDS. _ BISHOPS.
stitution which lmits the powers of | sect to which he onged, and no|gress, No mn would more sur- ; bpinens ARG v e vnnsencnsosesnsnss T T M
the State in this regard. e argu- | court has ever said it .could, Phere is gdlld thq% e learned suather of that :'_":_"‘.‘..—'_1—-»:1_‘;"___‘_ : Fiute Couniy, Utakh, REriCam FOTE, s sesssenss Wi M. B
ments amount to nothing. That ac- | the distinction. - gentléemiin had | bill himself to bé told, as counsel, |* BOX FLDER STAKE. | tangston, .. veositsests Wiltians King. &-m. .. .,..,..I‘I'l Benn
counts for the cases that the gentleman | proyved that, e wounld have proved a |has told us here to da ,» that it was R e e e g‘_ m.
has read. . L caaulln J:olu " Tt?ler aylllm titto ghe :;)et aubl;a‘untlv‘ti il.e;m; tion by Con- 0. G. BNOW, President, - : ” gespbensvennr UNLE mo'”" +rag
What we claim is this—and the learn- | married men or the single men; but S8, that an additionsl re- | o . : I3 e el o : L
ed counn:l in most of !cllis c;t:t:.ions nknd hheft lctnt:mot, unde‘;‘tme t(t.:.m:t.-mltl.tt.iou, :t&r:lctdlobgg : nla%ihleghln&l‘zﬁ :.6 ttﬁa ,ﬁ'ionk '0“"""“' gl . PAROWAN ““.'ﬁ e Prankiid i ; ‘“‘.‘
arguments has been wide of the mark— | lim Y & proy at no man @ 8 sec. 8 the ¢ Otak. i i . : i Povee  BAret Ward,s,esds Jo |
ncﬁ.thnasmm cannot limit the elec- | shall havey the elective franchise or|only answer made to these decisions o Ty wey, i Tres X , Second Ward,....J. W, Loveless
tive franchise; not that States cannot | holdoffice who belongsto 8 sect that |of the Snﬁeme Court, which seems to WARDS. : l'f’-l
interpose rallglu‘nun tests; mnot that|teach matrimony, Dﬁ that, on the meh.vb& ) in%udg t.m K2«§m«. 2] : Provo + Fourth -r*-"-_-::: . _
States have not interposed religious |other hand, teach celibacy as.a part|as laid by Chax hig | : ard,. . _
tests; nmot but that some soverelgn |of their religious creed. Why cannot | Comme es that 1 have _your o . -
State of the Union may tomorrow |they do it?, Unrestrained by the Con- | hanor—thst itis'mot su e | B TR+ GRSy N X
interpose a religions test; mnot that | stitution, they could do it. They can- lnt]o:h.hnmb.mother additional or S sdisveneeres
this act if passed E};Btﬂa leglaln not disfranchise them under' that fivet | dith mowm, q%‘lm cemernnanansaisoss luglul
would be un tutional, or would |amendment for religious ballef, |sec., and T that no lature ..........p..mwwml.
violate the lst art. of the amend. to| whether that bellefis a question o shall heresfter extend the elective Lake e rqepersesaras 5
the Constitution, becuuse that 1st art. matrlmonyorcnubscyl or whether it|franchise w0 any bigamist or poly- | North vermsaarennras ; sty Vonmty
does not to the States, and as|1sany other questionjof religious bellef. | gamist or person cobabiting with | Park ............ leccham Pleasant Valleg,. .« sessnes--David Williums
faras a &'J"Et?;.m,, edth'i“ is no|And it !:nao answer dw say it;tu.t more ssnsssees M. J. Richard — : :
more bound by n ere mever | no ratio mas should make a i
had been an amendment to the Con- |part of his reli belief. Thuyj imn ‘.AL'I’ LAKE STAKE,
O

stitution adopted; not that this is a

biil of attainder or an er post facto law,

R

-4 B Uoase g (QUISE)

a bill of at-|the idea that these
&pemil;

do

. ined. Judge Gleihndm m
sustained. 1] r.

that io his case. Cummings|U, 5.

m.{ , They were
as the Supreme
pally said.

L T L

drawn by Jefferson. | They quote from
another communication — one to the
Danbury Bu.ftism..'l‘nuy say that from
the history ol the times they are justi-
fled In quoting this definition and the
doctrines he laid down upon that sub
Ject, with authority—he belng in reality
the father of this amendment; and
we hBave shown to you the intention
of this amendment. Jefferson, in his
mature years, writing his .owm bio-
graphy—not to glenty himself but as a

can do iv; they ve done it.

114 U. S. says they, may disqualify

be made on
the mem

word

iad

The

acted that ** no bigamist er polygamist
or any person c¢ohabiting with more
than one woman” should, *in an
Territory or other place over whicg
jthel l‘i{‘.?. :tednb‘tates mhar:a htex(ilush;e
urisc on €njo e r o sui-
frage or of hcld{iag ofﬂfce. Am I
wrong? If I am rignt, then it takes a
strange perversion of words to con-
strue that 8th sec. ot the Edmunds act
into a fifth restriction upon the Terri-
torlal Legislature, into an additional
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which my friend, in his ment, 80 |for the practice; says they have right- | of the U. 8. for somé time, and if he A. M. CANNON, President.
courteously informed us that we ve | full squalified fo g the | had b contented with such legisla- 5 ; : § 1 s - ;
weakened "our case by absadonng. forbidded sine; . Bap Shas ches, 0o ton aa e genbioman SA7S he. has i | SEyeley «ucoveesesoos o W o & TR | ooenssiom.
The eman would unquestionably | more than the Reynolds no more | acted, he ‘wo ve put It as an i o | BALT LAXE CITY WARDS.
have been pleased to have us rested |than the Senate of ithe U.S. In the addition to that section 1860. But he alIoan i
our case upon that. He has great re- | debatesthat [ bave mﬂu{m:honor wis not contented with that. He de- WARDS. ST mons,
spect for the strength of mxocgtlon, intimates that th«u;m do it without manded specific,substantive legislation. : ........_..-w Arburton
because we have notady it ‘here. rmﬂoou n the belief in the t- must guard _agalns kuk ' . -
The answer to that is, that th is | fulness of it. Thage is nota d in 0 I8

troactive in oimm' not- sllotthmmthanmmnm% . . G
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