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ITS USUAL STYLE.

Tux down-town advocate of absalnte
suppressjon and subjection of every-
thing and everybody pertiining to
“Mormonism,' fu its higoted zeal
sometimes neglects to compure its]
own statements with 4 view to that
certaln concordance which journai-
i8m is supposed to maintain, and thus
illustrates with almost every issue how
piain o caseun wlful prevericator al-
ways makes agatusg himself if Ict alone.

It reminds one of the adage tbat **liars
should  Lave good inemories,”
und  to  this  we will add
thut if they expect to escape detectlon
their memorles should be constuntly
on the gut vive, The organ referred to,
a few days ago,had the tementy wsay
o speaklug of the persecutious for
‘tonlawiul'™ cobabiwation, eolug oo,
and puarticularly the case of Apostle
Buow ;

*‘He has practiced the crime for more
than: forty years: he hwus opeoly
freu.ched it for more than thirty years.

o that respect,by precept and example
lie has done more barm than any one
mau liviog, with perhaps three cr four
exceptions. The Edmunds Act becume
4 law four years ayo. No man, inorout
of the Morwon Church ever, up to the
time of his arrest, had heard of any
change jn his domestic relations. When
arraigned he decluréd that be had only
ilved with one wife since the passage
of the law, and tha. o pinral wife, The
Mormoun press declare that 11 i8 an in-
fumous thiug that the Court did not
accept tbut statement, and hold that
the law bad not been violated, The
dullest mind will see at a glance that
had the Court so held, there would
never have been another conviction for
the crime with which be was charged.”

If Apostle Snow has practice
Ycrimu’’ for forty years, he did so for
thirty-gix years before it bad an ex-
istence as an entity in criminal affairs.
1f 1t were worth while to bandy words
with so depraved o sheet (foritnever
ascends to the plane of argument), we
would call on it to define how a social
transaction which is nota menace to
1lfe, limb or property can be a crime
uut.ll it is made one by law, Apd then
when it i erected Into un artiticial
offense, how is it that the great charter
of the country can be ruthiessly
brushed aside at the behest of & cheap
judge or su nuprincipled editor, and
the newly-made offense be given a
retrouctive spplieation? The orgen
professes to be 8o determined an up-
nholder of the law, such & stickler for
obedience to every requirement, and
yet It refuses to cuosider or to
permit s ullies to  coosider
the fundamental law, buot hangs
on to technical  coonstructions
of questionable statutes by partisan
judges, as though they comprised the
whole question. Herein s u specimen
of avoidance of fact, arroxance, ig-
norance, fanaticlsm and hute com-
bined such as countd scarcely be found
elsewhere. It is one of those mon-
strosities which have become 30 fre-
quent hercabout that they mo longer
creale sBurprise.

‘iNo man, iv or out of the ‘Mor-
mon’ Churcii, ever, up to the time of
his arrest, had heard of any change in
his domestic relations.” This is a
faischood, pure and simple; the evi-
dence showed to the contrary,and there
are plenty of people who had heard to
that effect within the time stated.
Truth, veracity, honor, are all set
aside, men's oaths count for naught,
their uninfluenced abd disinterested
statements go tor nothing with this or-
gan ard its henchmean in their uugoedly
raid. Ib their Splenetic frenzy to con-
trol everything or destroy it, they will
accept of but one condition from .the
people they are hounding, and that is
one which “makes marriage vows us
false a8 dicer's oaths,"

s*Had the Coutt so held, there would
pever have been annther conviction fo
the crime with which he was charged.”
Just so. And in order that there
mlght be such convictions the Court
so held, lnother words, # the law
will not fit the crime, the crime must
be made to (it the law. This is a feat
eany uf accomplishment by those who
tind the erime existing 1o toe shades of
the past when there Was Do law atall.

Further ou the samne articlesays:

"“Therc are plenty of evidences that
Lorenzo Snow did not in fact change
one lota from his rezular course i Jife
npon the pussage of the law. All that
he did wus to devise n plan which he
believed would batfle the court und
defeat the luw.?

. There were also plenty of evidences
the other way; but as long as the de-
fendant hud to be convicted, they did
not seem to count. 1t is only such
evidences, such law and such interpre-
mtioss as tend tv produce the desired
result that arc wanted. And in the
last senteoce of the above paragraph,
Enavery Is united to mendacity. be
usuul beneflt of construing an accused
ergon's acts In the most fuvorable
gbt, which obtaips in courts and
journals elgewhere, i3 sct aside bere;
and the absolute fagt that such person
is living ag more ip conformity with
the law a5 his upderstundiog suggests,
and hi# circumstances permit, which
in other plices would secure acquittal,
Is here a *‘plan to baiMe the Court and
defeat the law.?? - O Christianity, civil-
{zation and law, if you are indecd rep-
resented only by such exponents asthe
organ und its allles, assuredly your
Juneral hus been delayed too long!
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NOT A RAPID PROCESS.

Tirosy who are so jubilaut over the
proposed Coustitutional Amendment,
expecting great auti-*Mormou’ re-

sults right away as a cobsequence,huve |

4 peculiar fuculty for drawing comtioit

from frail premises or else are lament-
ably lgnorunt of political methods in
this country. In the first place the
proposed amendment must go through
Congress, and as there is matter
deetned ot more conseguence o
the shape of the appropriation
bill and the fishery question
before that body just nosw, the chances
for aclion this sesslou are slim; cer-
tainly it cannot go through jmmnedinte-
1y, and the prospects ure that it may
go over till next session, which, beluy
1 Bhort one—endiugz ou the ith o
March—may be unsble to bother with
itutull in the pressure ol other 1unt-
ters of wore 1mmediate concern to the
couutry at lurge and the selons indi-
vidually. Tne next} Cougress, which
meets a4 year from next Decem-
ber, will be cowmposed of - dif-
ferent materizls in  some  re-
spects  at Jeast, and euough long-
hesded, unprejudiced meu muy fod
thelr way into it to leaven up 1bhe lump
of bigotry upen which muny of the
members are tow feeding; und it may
be that in the midst of itall, at auny
point a Power which is not cousulted
a8 a rule by politiciuns, 1nay chunﬁe
the tenor Of their purposes and the
cuarpcter of their dreams. But sup-
posing the worst should come—that
the Sixteenth Amendment should be
rushed through under the whip
and spur of publlc necessity
und suspensinn of rules, what thep?
1t woultfthen begiven 1o the States of
the Union for their action, cach one
voting on its adoption or rejection
separately, througb their respective
legistatures, These bodies would take
action in aud by thewmselves, unless
Congreas ordered it submitted to the
opulur vote, the latter being a ques-
tiou involvin%cousideruble more delay

than if the legislatures them-
selves  ucted, as elections for
4 convention  would have | to

be called sud held; but in either case
the delay would be conslderable, as it
the Legistatures themsclves acted,
muny of them would not cooveue for
at least o year after the submission
and wouold not certaialy act upon the
new amendment the first thiog then.
Then, when three-fourtus of the States

bad been heard fiom as voting aftirma-
tively, evegthlng being certitled up to
the State Departmnent, the Secretary
theredf would issue big ofilcial manj-
festo  decluring the new  birth
4 part of the bousebold, and then, per-
haps many of the States would not” act
during the first session of their Lepis-
latures  following the subinission,
others might not act at all, and a few
might vote in the negative; and thus
the necessary three-fourths of the
sisterbood be found wanting for a long
time, if net altogelher.

i ——
USURPATION AND CRUELTY.

On Friday, under the title of, “'How
can we have confldence?'’ we showed
clearly that certain ofticials here bad
made judicial constructious perform
the fuuctlons of wished-for special
aati-“*Mormou legislation., The sub-
ject has been more or less frequently
ventilated in these columns, bot it wii
bear a good deal of probiog und punc-
turing, Itceu be pursued u good deal
further, and the proposition proved to

a demonstration,

In the earlier stage of the present
anti-*Mormon'’ crusade Judge Zaue
was in the habit, when u victim was
before nim to be sentenced
for unfawiul colichitation, of
expressing  polignant regret  that
tbe unishment  préscribed by
the Edmunds 1w was not heavier,
Tuis manifestation of beuevolent wrief
thatfilied toe sympathetic soul of this
kindly disposed olficial cropped out
notably in the case of Parley P. Prate,
who had plead Iiullty to the indictment
found against him. Of course it would
have beencruel to have left this phil-
nnthropic official in such aa abyss of
grief, 'The effect on his constitution,
mental and physical, mizht have neen
permanently injurious. But the dificulty
was easily surmountable with such an
able, uugcrupulous, and subtie rescuer
at band us the mild-mannered Mr,
Dickson.

The Judge himself had manofactured
an obstucle that stood in the way of a
construction thut wounld effectuully
obliterate his own sorrow. By the siin-
ple expression of his personal grief at
the paucity of the punishment, he
Jude it plain that he himself Lnrew that
the maximum penalty was six months’
imprisopment aud “$300 .flne. This
would have been a formiduble barrier
to the upplicatiop of the elastic pro-
cess of construction to other men, but
80t 30 to hiin. The prosecuting attor-
ney inveuted the segregation -process,
by which the penalty can us easily be
made imprisonment for life and g
fine that would require a collossal for-
tune to pay, a5 that specitdcally de-
fined by the law, and Chief Jostice
Zane, whose judicial back-handed
agility has probably seldom been
equalled und surely never surpassed in
the unnals of jurisprudence, accepted
of the Dicksonisn theory, He adopted
it with as much ease as he usunally
rules during the triai before him of Ja
“Mormon''—the objection of the

Pprosecution iz - sustained; objeca

THE DESERET NEWSDS.
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tioy of the defense
The ultra-liberat
bsy the judges

caught up

of the other Districts, and re-echoed
in Idalio, Mr, Idickson beinyg the' foun-
tain of the judicizl diabolism. While
that wentleman’s ability, especially
displayed as concoctor of extraordi-
nary constructions, may we u subjeet
of admiration, the fact that it should
be prostituted 1o such demouiuce] uses
is equally a subject for recret. If he
had a drop of the miik of buinan kind-
ness—even if it were so infiniteslinal
as to be barely susteptible of
being .seen by the ald of a2 pow-
erful microscope, the scene presented |
on Wednesday last in the First District |
Court, at Qpgden, when men who were

overraled.
construction was

were sentenced to another Ior the sume

shame,

But the leading polnt we now eluci-
date {s not the mere fact of the
stralned, chanzeable and elastic con-
structions placed upon the law by ot-
fletuls elaiming to be kind. Toe feature
uow insisted upon ns Monstrous 1s that
the churucter of those constroctions is
such that they dre made to
do the duly of speclal epactments.
Tue otticiz] usurpers in Utah have, o |
their endeavors to crush an honest|
fct)pie. pructically exerclsed powers

hut areclzimed only for and by Con-!
press, while it is questiouable whether
it even belongs to the Iatter,

W}en such wen put on an afr of io-
juredinnocence, because their cruel-
tics are publisbed to the world, the
sublime point of effrontery 18 over-

0

topped.
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AN OPPORTUNE RISCOVERY,

Tae Hawallan Gazettc of April 20th |
| contaius an apnouncementof the desth
‘of Mr, L, L. Rice, whose name bas flg-
ured prominently in connection with
' the notorious Spaulding story. It will
be remembered that Professor Fair-
child ot Oberiin Coellege, while onu
vist to Mr., Rice in the Sandwich
Islands, induced him to hunt among
the old papers brought by the latter
from Ohio, whbere he had been an edi-
tor, for the purposec of finding some-
thing in regurd to the sluvery question.
And that the old **Manuscript Found,'’
which was written by Solomon Spaul-

ding was discoyered.

IL was the identical mauvuscript
which Dr, Hurlbuit obtained from
Mrs. Quavidson, Spauldings re-married
widow, on the supposition that it
formed the basis of the Book of Mor-
tnon, and thal did not read as wuas ex-
fucted and so passed out of aicht. Ar,
Howe w t0" have published it, if ft
suited. r. Riceand nis pariner suc-
ceeding Mr, Howe n the printing
business, this with other papers fel
into their bands, and when BMr, Rice
moved o the Sundwich Islands it wus
taken there with ether effects. The
wanuscript is now in Oberlin College
und an attested copy will soon be
published from the otllce of the
LDESERET NEWS, verbatum, with all jts
errors and erasures, and 1t will be
scen how much resemblance it has 1o
the Book of Mormon.

The sudden death of Mr. Rice nod
long after the resnscitatiou of the
mauuscript and his ,pulmpenchahle
testimouy concerning it, makes its
production appear quite providentiul.
We recognize tne haud of the Lord in
its opportune discevery, for it effectu-
ally puta the quietus on the siily story
| thut conuects in the public mind the
Spaulding story with the sucred re-
cord, tbranslated by the gift and power
of God bestowed on tne grewt Prophet
of the Nineteenth Century. The Fa-
zette gives the followiny account of the
demise of Mr. Rice:

Mr. L. L. Rice, father of Mra, J. 3.
Whitney, died suddeculy on the worn-
ing of the 14. The deceased gentleinan
has resided withlhis daughter sincef1879
and his wvenerable tigure was wel
koown about our streeis.

Mr. Rice was born in Otsego Co., N.
Y., in1801. When a youug man be be-
caumea printer and after following the
business some tioe in New York City,
lac remoyed to Ohio in 1830, und re-
mujned their for nearly 50 years. While
in Obio he was 2. promiaent figure in
thepolitics of thestate, occupylng at
varjous thines the position of e:ﬁtor
und nlgo that of state printer. He was
un ardent advocate of total abstinence,
which couse he chiampioned with both
pen and tongue. Hewas also, before
the war, strengly opposed to sluvery
and publisted an awti-slavery paper.
Sympathy is felt for Dr. and Mrs,
Whitney 1o thefr bereavement.

———l i efp——— .

A NEW-FANGLED CONSTRUC-
TION OF THE LAW,

Oxe of the resons why *‘Mormons’
who go to prison and remain inprison,
for their religionm, will not make a
promise which 1the Utah courts seek to
extort from them, is the nocertaioty
that attends the meaning of that
promise, It has been demonstrated,
time and again, that *obedience to the
law as construed by the courts' has
no settled signigcation. The courts
have cbenged the meaning of the law
more than balf & dozen different times,
A promise to ohey the luw as construed

tally different signification to-cay. And

the meaning of it in the Third District
is different to Its meaning fu the
First District. Thos a defendaot is
notonly required to promise to obey
the law, but to be subject to the whims
of judgus whbo chapge their interpre-
tations at will, and who differ {rom
f_uch other fn their arbitrary counstruc-
ions,

To meet this objection, Judge Pow'-
ers has sitempted to explain his latest
views on the subject of uulawful co-
hubitation, und his dictum as, to
what 8 “Mormon™ with plural wives
mnst do in order to obey the law,
is triumphantly waved before the
world as proof that when' the
‘‘Mormons’ complaip of the indetinjte-

!

serving out s term in the penifentiary | ness of these constructions, tbhey do | dicial v

80 without a cause sud are therefore

petud] punishment. That {8 tae sub-
stapce of au argument lu the organ of
the couspirators to-day. Let us see|
what it i3 worth,

The judicial manifesto of Orlapdo
W. Powers was issied on Wednesduy,
The prisouers in the penitentiary who'
declined to make promises for oue|
resson on accouunt of the judeflujteness
of the law's coustruction, were all
incarcerited before the promulgation
of the Powers ultimatum, How,theu,
can their stutement be properly de-
nounced as *'a fulse plea?”’ ow cau
an objection as to Iudeflniteness,
made on Tuesduy, be classed as
*‘utterly false,' becanse of un 4ttempt
at & detiuition on Wednesduy? and
further, what assurunce bhave rwe
that a construction 1nade in the First
Judicla) District will hold good in the
Third, when the opinions of the
Judges 1n the two Districts have pre-
viousiy tdisugreed. Agd, sceing that
there have beet o many vuriatious up
to date,how do we kpow that the latest
Power’s manifeste will lust any longer
than till the time when u{case with
some uew. features is developed? The
uncertainty is not removed by a pew
edict from the bench, Tbere is noth-
inr to blod it a3 a settlement of the
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aviding citizen, as your example s
sreater than some others. There are
otbers who have followed vour teach-
ing and have entered into plural mir.
rtege. !
Tnere could not be any more painful
duty ituposed upon this court thao to
bm.s:i sentence upon a inan whom the
udge personally hes learned to look
1l:pon"us a friend during his resideuce
ere,

The Court then sentenced the de.
fendant to the full penslties ¢f the law
ou the frst jodictment, namely three
hpodred dullars fine and six months
Imprisonment on that indigtment, snd
six months imprisonment on the sec-
ond indictmeut, which exercise of jn.
cn}geauce we suppose was be-
[

CHUSE tite defendant’s excelleot

offense, would fill uim with remorseful | deserving only of merciless and per- | gualiticsand the fact that bhe bad plead

rutlty and thos saved the prosecntion
cousiderable tronble.

The Court wished that tbe defendant
would live with his legai wife, Judge
Powers might have saved his breath on
that polnt, unless he wished his words
to carry a meaning to the prejudice of
the defendant. He has lived with his
iegal wife, When be bus served his
double term, s8iXx mooths of which
isan outraze ou luw uy well us justice
he is likely to hve again with his legﬂlj
wife. .There i8 no issue 1nthat, except
that uo judee has the right to order
auy man to live with a  wife, legalj or
illecal, But this the Court assnmes to
do tnrtherou, Hesays. *““All that is
necessary is that u man shall live with
his lepal wife,” There 18 notbing in,
the Edmunds law which makes any
such requirement. A mman cau live
alone If he chooses aud the law cannot
touch him, npless ft shoold be admin-
istered by o Judge who legisiates, ug°
Utah Judges frequently do wlen the
law canpot be stretched far enough to
cover the grouud they mark out with-
ont authority, i

What else? The defendant, by jhe
wish of the Court and by this latest in-
terpretation of the law, in order to es-
cape puuishment most say: “I will

yestion. Who can sav for certajn that
this detipition wiil ot be withdrawn
at some nol distant period, as the
opinion in the Caunon case was with-
drawn by a far higher court?

But let us examine this wonderfuol,
expianation, dettuition, futerpretation
or whatever It way Le called: The
case was that of Ambrose Greenweil,
the well known butcher of Ugdeu City.
e was indleted twice for unluwiuil
cohabitation. He plead guilty to both
{ndictments, ﬂltbuuﬁh they wwere for
the same offense. When asked to make
the required promise e declined say~
{nr apnytinng about the future. Pressed
by the Court 10 further remurks, he
said he married his wives twenty-seven
years ago und they had borne him
tweunty-=eveu children; he could not
ayree To repudiate them now. He wus
rendy to recelve whutever might be
passed upon hin.  Judge Powers then,
as reported in the orgap aforesaid,
proceeded to remark as follows:

“1f yon were to receive wbat the
Judge wishes personally, it would be,
upon recelvi.niz from you assurance
that yon would obey the luw, to
suspend sentence in  Your cases.
The Conrt is aware that In most
things you bave been a most excel-
lent man. The Court is uware that in
this community you have o large circle
of friends. Atthe same time that has
riven you additional iufluence amony
your nelghbors, and the people. would
say: ‘If sogood & manus Greenwell
cuan violute the law,why cannot others?
You cootinued this vioclation of the
luw after you were aware that the Jaw
was being enforced by the Government,
You have, in other words, determined
by your conduct,notwithstanding wbut
the law says. notwithstanding what
yonr country may siy, to be your own
judyge aod do as you please; that you
cau continue to violate it, and ycu
caonot make a promise to the Court
thls morning whether you will live
wittnn  the law or not, 1 wlsh you
migbt, I-wishiyou would say 1o the
Court: “'Henceforth I will live with
my lezal wite, I will not hold ont my
unlawiul wife to the world asu  wife.”

I see by a statemcnt from those now
in the pcnitentiary that they say they
ure ;not aware what is neccessary in
order to live within the law; thut the
courts have falled to instruct them.
Now, that you may be fully aware of
what i3 required, and thut you may not
go there feeling that you canuot tell
what the Juw requlres you to do,
would suy to yon what I have said to
two or three others: The law is simple
and plain. The principle upon which
this government is founded is the
Christizo idea of home—oue wife, one
mother and one home. All that is

-

not bold out my :unlawfat wife to the
world asa wife.” And further, ‘*This
is iy wife; Fhave no other.”” Now we
ask any lawyer whois wlilling to tell
the troth, to say whether this require-
ment of Judge Powers is in the Ed-
munds law, or whether it 15 simply the
dictom of a Court. We affirm, acd
defy i@refutation, tbut the Edinunuds
law makes no such demand npon any
man. [t imposes a penalty for polye-
amy, and another for cohabiting with
more than ove woman. There is noth-
‘mﬁ: in it uzbout repudiatiug wives,
whether lawiful or unlawlal., All
that it probibits is marrying more
wives or busbands, while the legal
wife or husband is living, and cohubit-
ing, that is llving with, more thauone
waorman,

The polygamist is not required to,
say of his plural wives, ‘'These are vot’
my wives;' he is simply probibited
from liviog with them ashis wives, He
may proclaim from the pulpit orthe
bonsetops, **1 have married these wo-
men by o divine law, and I propose io
ackoowledge them as my wives for
jever;" if he does not cobabit witly
{ them e does not hreek the law against
unlawinl cobabitation. Any mun with
COmMmon sense can pee that Judﬁe
Powers’ edict is not [sustained by the
Edmuuds law, but we will now show
that it i8 contrary to that law as io-
terpreted by the Snpreme Court of the
United States, which Judge Powers Is
buund to recornize as a finel sutbority,

Iu the case of Murphy agaianst tke
Utah Cummission, the court of s
resort decided that the status of ap-
lvyamist is not neceasarily crimizl
The words “bigamist or polygambit”
\were constroned to mean 'any one wio
in past time nas been, and who stlis
in those relutions,' and while suca
person caunot vote, his stutus doessot
even jmply crimipality. A man ¥ho
has several wives liviug and oodi-
vorced caunot vote, but he eanwt be

rosecuted ander Section Threeof the

Srwuuds Act nnless he lives witkiwo
of thein, Thus he is not compelled to |
live with auy, and he §8 not debarred
from uacknowledging all. & long
a8 he does npot live with two
or more of them, he is notamen-
able to the Jaw. Under one construc-
tionof the Utah courts, cobabitution
with the first wile is presumed—even
if the facts show to the contrary, 3
slngular treak of judicial eccentricity,
but even then unless he lives: with
wuother, hia recognized status as s
polygamist, bis ackuowledgment that
more then one woman are his wives is
oot crimiual, if the Supreme Court of
the United States is competent to de-
cide, und that declsion, be it remem-
bered, has not been withdrawn. But
what does Judge Powers cure about

i

uecessary is that a man shall live with
his legul wife. He shonld cleave unto
hig lawiul wife saud be should say to
the world: “This is my wife; I bhave
ng other.’’ Hc shonld not hold ont to
the world the exumsle of the plural
household; be should not hold out to
the world other ludies as wivea. That
isnot permitied by iaw. It doesnot say
he should not aid In their snpport, nor
see that theirehildren are educated. All
this he cannot legally be forced todo,
Fet it 18 a moral duty he is bound to at-
tend to. Ofcourse, if you ure permit-
ted to llve with one of your plural
wiveg, and choose which one, it would
lead to confusion. You could hve with
one this year and with another the
nexs.

Yon may copsider this matter hard,
but & mau sometimes has to do many
things which seem nard; it is a duty, it
is & duty you owe tp your couutry, and
I hope you will reflect upon it, so that

l

anything of that kind?

A very short time ago, **holdinz out.
to the world more thun one womin as
wives' as well a8 living with themn was
held to be essential to the offensc of
unlawful cohabitution. This beld zood
in the First us well as the Third
District. Judge Powers now throws
that detinition down and stemps upon
it. Tokeepthe law, he sa¥s, 2 1Dap
besides abstaining from **hofding out”
and liviog with ns plural wives, must
say “these are not my wives; 1 pave
otlly ope wife.”” A man with plural
wives must not only abstain from eved
the appesrance of evil, but, he must
come out and repndiate,in some public
manner not clearly deflned, any matri-
monisl connection with hig wives
whom he has married uuder an eternal
contract.

This, he well understands, is some-
thing thaot a troe Latters day Salnt will
never do. The law does oot requlre

ufter you have underyrone the sentence

by the courts, given ayear ngo bus a to=

liﬁo
of the court you will be a true, luw-

it, and his religious Obligations -forbid
it. Every plural wife isa wife in the



