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when sulphide of ammonium was
ve a heavy pre-

added to it, and
cipitate with oxalate of ammonis.
On analysis I found that thm
of the syrup was made of |
sugar (glecose) instead of true su-
gar, e free sulphuric acid (oil of
vitries) the sulphate of iron (eop-
peras) and sulpho-saccharateof lime
were probably the eause of the
sickness in the Doty family.”

Professor Kedzie was led by this
result to make an examination of
several samples of syrups, and the
result we give below.

No, 1—Pure cane sugar syrup.

No. 2.—S8tarch sugar syrup con-
tains some su/phate of iron (cop-
peras), and contains in each gallon

107.35 grains of lime.

No. 3.—The grocer called it **poor
stufl.,” I have seldom seen an arti-
cle that better sustained its recom-

mendation; made of starch sugar;

contains plenty of copperas and 297

grains of lime in a galion.

No. 4.—Nearly pure cane sugar

girup.

No. 5.—8tarch sugar syrup, con-
tains copperas, and 100 grains of

- lime in a gallon,

Nos. 6, 7, 8.—AIll made of starch
sulphate of iron and

sugar, con
plenty of lime,
No. 9.—This is the specimen from
Hudson which caused the sickness
in the Doty family, A starch sugar
syrup; contains in the gallon 71.83
" of free sulphuric acid, 28
363

grains of sulphate of iron, and
No. 10.—Contains starch sugar,

- grains of lime,

copperas and lime—amount not_es-

timated, :

No. 11.—A starch sugar syrup.

Contains in the gallon 141.9 grains

grains sul-
ﬂhata of iron, and 724.83 grains of

free sulphuric acid, 26

me,
No. 12.— Contains starch s

seasoned with sulphate of iron and

lime,

No. 18,—Starch sugar. Contains
in the gallon 58.58 grains of sal-
phate of iron, 83 14 grains of free
iiulphuriu acid, 440.12 grains of

me.

No, 14.—Starch sugar. Contains
in a gallon 80 grains of free sulphu-
ric acid, 38 grains of iron, and 262.48
grains of liwe,

No. 15, 1R.—(on
atbhate of lon. Sy RataReh sugar,

ooy
of ir%:}%'n_dswggn ) ma}ﬂ Eata
The Professor ail:o Ethioi;:rghnt,
supposing glucose is not In ous
. 3, ay for sugar that _l;

le who pa
m?taﬂted with it are swindled,

the date of the telegram affairs
were at a dead-lock,

‘“‘Boise City (Idaho), January 13.
—The members of both houses of
the Idaho Legislature met here to-
day, but failed to effect even a tem-
porary organization. The members
of the Council met in the Council

Chamber at 12 m, pmiaelg, when
they were called to order by Hon.
James H., Hawley, Chief Clerk of

the Council at the previous session.
An effort on the t of the Repub-
lican members Lo proceed to a tem-

porary o

from the County Boards
from . the Secretary of

Territory. As
other method of preceeding, or
evidence that could then be offered
as to who were members or wheth-
er any were elected to seats, no
further progress seemed possible
while the clerk held this ition,
and the council took a recess until
2 ]l) m,, when tha were again
called to order by the chief clerk,
and upon motion of Colonel S8houf,
of Lemhi, the council adjourned
until 11 a. m. to-morrow.

The eouncil stands seven repub-
licans to six democrats, one seat—
that of Mayhigh, of Oneida—being
contested by William Clemens,

The democratic members of the
assemably, including the two con.
testants to seats from Oneida Coun-
ty, met in the hall of the Central
Hotel between 11 a. m.and 12 m,
& quarter te half an hour before the
time fixed by law for the assembly
of the legisiature, and, in the ab-
sence of the republican members,
proceeded to effect a temporary or-
ganization by admitting the con-
testants from Oneida—Messrs. Ho-
mer and Wood ward—to a partici-

yi:tiun in the temporary organiza-
Jden.

At 12 m., preciselyy; the republi-
can members came into the hall,
and seeing what was beinf done,
refused to recognize it as legal or
proper, and after protesting, with-
drew to the Bupreme Court library
rvom, which was under the charge
of and was immediately prepared
for tl::_am by the BSecretary of the

chairman and eclerk, and
|

the

gr}eg the roll of the members as
certified to by the Territorial Secre-

tary, and finding that they needed
two for a quorum, adjourned until
10 o’clock a. m, to-morrow. It takes

because a pound of pare cane sugar | fourteen members for a quorum,

is eq
.. of glucese.

islation is sadly needed in
many parts of this counfry to pro-
tect the public against the numer-
ous adulterations in food and
drink, and  laws to  pun-
ish thes¢ who commit such
frauds as are calculated to effect the
health and lives of the public,

should be made thoroughly effec-

tive.

Meanwhile, the people oi Utah
will do well to return to the culture
of sorghum and manufacture their
own syrup, and also take measures
to prove the practicability of mak-
ing sugar from the beet., Tests

will be applied to samples sent to
the Agricultural Department at

Washington, of beets raised in vari-
ous localities and on different kinds
of eoil, By availing themselves of
this opportunity, our farmers
may learn whether the sugar beet
can be cultivated in Utah, contain-
ing sufficient saccharine matter
of the proper kind for manu-
facture Into sugar, and
whether bench Jland

best ada
this reliable mwot,

This is a matvar of considerable

importance te tle people of this

Territory,and we hoge that, during
the coming season, solrg gteps will

be taken towards testing and prov-
ing the capabilities of om goil for
the production of beets thatwp be

worked u

into pure unadulterued
sugar for

method,

and genuin e syrup.
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IDAHO LEGISLATURE.

——

THE Idaho Legislature experienced
considerable difficulty in effecting

The following
dispatch from Boise, which appears

in the Coast papers, shows that at

an organization,

also
or bottom
land, light soil or heavy soil, is

to the produaction of

_ ome use, and that a sufi.
cient breadth of land will be put in
with the best kinds of cane, to be
worked up after the most approved
80 that no one here need
be undar the necessity of purchas-
ing poison under the name of clear

ual to two pounds and a half |and the democrats have only twelve

—the same as the republicans—ex-
cept by taking on the two contest-
ants,

-—-—-———*—.-‘h

EDITORIAL NOTES.

The four per cent. bonds issaed
by the Government have been tak-
en up with avidity by the people,
They are a safe investment, and
being untaxable, ofler a better per
centage without risk than ecan be
obtained for money in many parts
of the Union.

The City Council of Logan,in the
exerclse of powers conferred upon
that bedy by its charter, has pass-
ed an ordimance prohibiting the
sale of liquors by any person with-
in the coorporate limits of the City.
We wish the civiec authorities sue-
cess ia their endeavors to suppress
the ligquor trafiie. .

The California Constitutional
Convention has rejected Woman
Suffrage. A minority report in its
favor was ably defended by several
members, but the msjority voted in
support of the old platitudes about
“woman’s sphere, and the contami-
nation of polities,” It takes time

to lift the average mind out of the
grooves of centuries.

8. D. Richards, the cold blooded
and unrepentant criminal who cen-
fesses to six murders, and asks no
odds of God or man, has been found
guilty of killing Peter Anderson
\ast December, and sentenced to
death. The law of Nebraska al-
lowes 101 days between sentence
and execution, and he will be hung

on the 26th of April, if h
lynched before, pril, &

The Omaha Heral/d is anxious to
know hé:tw tl:hf din!niun of the Bo-
preme Lourt in the polygamy case
will be treated by Eajz'ghiurimu"
people. 8o far as we can learn, they
treat it as one of the shallowest
pieces of legal sophistry and feeble
special pleading that has ever been
presented in the shape of an argu-

ment against an essential ré of
their religion. -

rganization was defeated
by the refusal of the chief clerk to
call the roll of members claimiog
seals by virtue of their credentials,
which were certificates of almtimdl
an

there was no

S

The Philadelphia ZTimes in an
intemperate article on the Rey-
nolds case says: “By a single en-
forcement of plain law the erime of
polygamy, withinthe Territories of
United Btates, ¢an be wiped out.”
Really] We were under the im-
pression, which is general, that *a
gingle enforeement™ would not go
far towards squ g a
which extends through a whole
Territory. If “gﬁﬂ enforcement
will settle the business, we do not
see why there is so much fuss about
the matter. '-

THE SUPREME COURT.
[Salt Lake Herald Jan. 16.]
(REVIEW.)

There is but one really Supreme
Court in the Unifed States, and
that is the pe%)ﬁ of the whole
country. The Washington tribu-
nal has always beed reviewed, criti-
cised and corrected by this truly
ultimate tribunal, the people them-
selves. Thisbeingso,the judgment
lately rendered inthe case against
George Reynolds, eomesjunder ulti-
mate critical examination by the
peeple of the wholé country. Com-
pared with this angust court the
Washington fribunal is a petty
affair, and its judgments are liable
to be unhesitatingly overruled as
was the case in the Dred Scott mat-
ter, wherein not orly was the de-
eiston examined and repudiated,
but the institutionof slavery which
the judgment sustained was abol-
ished.

Let us then respectfully but
freely look into the judgment
given by the court in the
case of George Reynolds. It
will be seen that the decisicn in-
cludes the two points—the law it-
self, and the reason of the law,
The first amendment to the Consti-
tution forbids all legislation which
shall abridge the -free exercise of
religion. The debated int is
whether or not the law of %%nm
making polygamy a crime is in
contradiction to that amendment,
Madison and Jefferson are quoted
in explanation, Jefferson says: “It
is a dangerous fallacy fer the civil
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sion and propagation of principles
on the sup

tion of their ill ten-
dency.” hough this has not the
remotest applicability to the ' ques-
tion before the court, it does apply
directly to the popular allegation
against polygamy, and is in fact an
answer to the court’s subsequent
averment that to tolerate polygamy
would embarrass social and legal
practice. Jefferson’s preamble fur-
ther quoted says: ‘“Itistime enough
for civil government to interfere
when prineciples break out into
overt acts against peace and good
order.”” Consequently government
may not interfere in any case
wherein principles have not bro-
ken out info acts againat peace and
good order. This really goes to se-

cure the Mormons against interfer-
Eﬂ.'ﬂﬂ,

inasmuch as they have
not broken the peaee of socie-
ty, and to make them guilf
of offense against ‘‘good order”
it would be necessary to assume the
point by an ex post faclo interpre-
tation of ““geod order.”” To do the
court justiee, however, the distine-
tion between principles and the
acts flowing from them,asdrawn in
the quotation, isintelligible. Aec-
tions only and not opinions, are
cognizable by law, says Jeflerson.
But *‘religion,” according to all
common judgment and common
sense, is both action and opinion.
And, therefore, to give the legisla-
ture control of action is to give it
control of religien. Suppose Con-
gress to prohibit the ontward act
of baptism, or of the Sacrament of
the Lord’s Supper, would it not in-
terfere with religion? The whole
distinction between opinion and
action is, therefore, sophistical. As
to the qualifying phrase—*“good or-
der"*—an infidel legislatare might
gay that the sacraments of the
Christian religion were contrary to
ood order, as the French Assem-
ly did say, and consequently abol-
ished the religion itself, with which
school of politics Jefferson was im-
mediately and fondly connected.
A co-partner in the triumvirate
that produced the Federalist was
not likely to be surprised in an am-
bitious attempt at glitter. “Coldly
correct” but never
dull,” Madison, in his guiet way,
analyzed Jefferson’s crudelyconeeiv-
ed theory,and the result was the first
amendment. And just here, it may
be presumptuous, but one feels im-

practice | tyranny.

‘eritically |

pelled to say that there is a miser-

-

able pettiness in all this reference
to Virginianism, because there is g
peftiness in Virginianism itselr.
'he proper term for the states’

rights school of opinion would be{i

provincialism, Patrick Henry, for
|example, was .a provincialist, ex-
cept when acting and speaking un-
der an indignant impulse against
He subsided so soon as
his noble subsided, The
choicest aflections of the entire
school of provincialists are, and
have always been, lavished on the
narrewer statehood rather than on
the nationality in the grand breadth
of which Virginia provincialism is
slightly pitiful. Glittering gener-
alities, whether practical or not,
were .f efferson’s forte. Let us |ex-
amine further quotations—pausing
only to observe that the Washing-
ton court eatches at and fondles the
old Virginia hobby, church and
state—a phrase which, borrowed
from its rightful owners, helps to
clear the question of the rights of
conscience or give the distinction
between opinion and action. The
abolition of the union of chureh
and state was for years the pet
hobby ef Virginian demagogues,
But does that matter really illus-
trate the rights of conscience?
The same rights of conscience
which abolished the wunion of
charech and state in Virginia main-
tained and confirmed that anion in
Great Britain; and the British peo-
ple are as free in establishing and
upholding the union of church and
gtate as in Virginia in abolishing
that union. *“*Church and state”
was and is only a demagogical
cateh-word, expressing no prinei-
ple and vindicating no right either
social or religious. Its use by /the
court at Washington isconsequent-
ly neither pertinent nor dignified.
To determine what the word *“‘re-

ligion” means in the constitution,

an electioneering utterance of Jef-
ferson is quoted. In reply to a ru-
ral committee of the Baptist, from
Danbury =— that is, the Virginia
backwoods—Jefferson talks grand-
iloquently, if not confusedly, about
religion being a matter solely be-
tween a man and his God, and says
that man owes account to none
other for his faith or worship. Isit
easy to see the remotest bearing of
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eration? Is the court capable of
trifling? Jefferson, however, fur-
ther edifies his Baptist friends by
repeating the conclusive phrase
“actions only and not ﬂpiniﬂnﬂ,’j
winding up his declaration with
the ever prevalent, popular ecateh-
word, “church and state.” This, I
will only say, is the whole of the
Washington court’s authoritive
explanation of the meaning of reli-
gion in the constitution.

In the hope of measurably fore-
stalling ecomplaint that we are un-
necessarily peevish and hard to
please, one begs to say that the
phrase ‘‘sovereign  reverence,”
udu’pted by the court from Jeffer-
son’s stuma p tHterance to the Baptist
committee, is on the whole exceed-
ingly apropos. There is a jumble,
doubtless, in King Richard’s mind
when he ““thanks God for his hn-
mility.”” Blightly in the same way
Jefferson, and the court after him,
talks of their ““sovereign reverence”
for the rights of conscience—very
‘“‘govereign’ their *““reverence’’ is—
rather absolute one fears on !the
whole., But it was Jeflerson’s ofl-
hand talk to the erowd,and he only
meant to saay something that should
have an inspiring gound, never im-
agining that he was furnishing the
true key wherewith to unlock the
constitution. Nevertheless we are
glad to have a precedent so emi-
nently flexible, that while it estab-
lishes the judgment of the eourt,
equally sanctions a eritical rejec-
tion of that judgment. Frankly,
therefore, we yield the court our
“govereign reverence,’’ not, we are
gorry to have to say, profound. Bul
like Thomas Jeflerson’s, our re-.
verence is “sovereign;” our defer-
ence is also ‘‘sovereign.” Not to
make the most of slip-shod, Jeffer-
son probably meant that the peo-
ple were sovereign when he falked
about his sovereign reverence. And

according te the best patriotic for:
mula, the present reviewer shelters
himself under the fact that he is
‘“of the people.”
And now for a brief glance at the
reasons of the law of Congress
nst polygamy as those reasons

are given in the judgment. -
The court evidently sup that
it has touched bottom when talking
of ‘““the fundamental interest. of

tal interests.”” Plainly, however,
those interests demand not the

—-.l'l- -y

science or even the severe limiia-
tion of them. It is really quite
possible that polygamists would ap-
Peal to those fundamental interests
0 detenge of their views and prac-
tices. At all events there is no
conclusiveness in the reference to
the fumh:qantal social interests,
but rather wsplendid opportunity is
given for retoet since those interests
embrace both wligion and purity
of character in their proper scope.

The clinching of Yae'court’s de-
cision jis in the analog\eal illustra-
tion from human sacrifice and the
immolation of widows. This takes
one back to his childhood reading,
and Sunday school books. Noue
the worse argument, however, for
having so long done service in the
missionary cause. It would not do
for Congress to allow human saecri-
fice and the burning of widows;
therefore polygamy must be forbide
den, That is tosay: Congress may
not legalize any special multiplica-
tion of the species because it would
be wrong legalize a special
destruction of the species. You
may not'kill offspring; therefore
offspring may not be begotien. Hu-
man sacrifice is bad, therefore hu-
man propagation is bad. This, it is
necessary to say, is fundamental
reasoning. This is the way in
which the Washington couart gets to
the bottom of the question concern-
ing the fundamental interests of
gociely.

But human sactifice, unfortu-
nately for the court, and its elinch-
ing illustrations, is still in use, The
old heathen were moved by rever-
ence of the Deity—not‘‘sovereign,”
however, but profound—to give the
fruit of their bodies for the sin of
their souls, The meodern heathen-
issn makes offerings of hecatombs
of offspring, bedy and soul, to brute
Just. The eld sacrifices were open;
the modern are in secret. Prostitu-
tion and the seul-and-body rotten-
pess clinging to it surely have
something to do with the funda-
mental interests of society. But the
Washington court cannot see hu-
man saerifice, unless lit up by
flames,caunot sympathize with the
woman whose very life is a living
death. The court seems shocked at
the offering of a widow on her hus-

) i t is blissfully
Eﬂ-ﬂuff E?—r?}:g 1}136:23: of the poor

but honest creature whose body be-

comes a living eepulchre in her
husband's llfetime. Think of it,

however, men and women! Read
the vile advertisements in the
newspapers. Do not turn too quick-
ly from the horror it implies. The
Washington court never looked
into the records of hospitals;
never inquired into average medi-
cal practice; never glanced from
civilized to savage life and witness-
ed the decay of races by the rotten-
ness of prostitation and its invari-
able horrors, 1t is to be feared that,
however, the court never dreamed
of it, and languidly doses over the
story of Bel and the Dragon, never,
apparently suspecting that child-
ren can be destreyed except by fire,
Human sacrifice has not been more
rife in any land, at any time, than
it ismow in America. The court’s
phrase is a good phrase when it
speaks of the fundamental interest
of soclety. Ifs instinctive recoil
fromm human sacrifice and the im-
molation of widows is a good in-
stinet. Nevertheless, on its own
showing argumentatively, since
human sacrifice prevails in Ame-
rica by means of prostitution and
kindred barbarities, and woman is
actually immolated and suflers a
hundred deaths while living—
though the court has no suspicion
of such facts contrary to the funda-
mental interests of society, yet it
follows that its argument is nulli-
fled;and polygamy not being either
human sacrifice or immolation of
widows, should be legally tolerated,
first, because conpsistent with hu-
manity; second, because esteemed
by its advecates a religion. Other-
wise expressed: BSince congress in-
directly winks at human saecrifice
and the immeolation of woman, it
may consistently tolerate poly-
gomy, which instead of sacrificing

oftspring, propoges to replenish
human kind. (GENTILE,
— - A e

We ask kindly attentien for these
pathetic words, which are to be
found in the cemetery at Childe-

| wald, England. There is a tone of

regret in them which may serve as
a wholesome warning:—

| society.” Boeciety has “fundamen- [.Here lies mo and my three davghters,

Brought here by using seidlitz waters;
If we had stuck to epsom salts

.‘bﬂdgmﬂnt of the righta of con- | we wouldn’t have been in these here vaults.



