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recommendation coupied with the ap-
purent desire for huste to have the
popular prestige placed within the
gubernatorial ;grasp, puts bim in a po-
sitlonto bave his motives misiaterpret-
ed if such were not their complexion.
We regret that he ahould make so
wide a departure in his report from
what we esteein to be the basic princi-
Ele‘Tt upon which this Repnblic was
uilt. .

——

ALMOST LABOR IN VAIN,

IT is pretty well known that the work
of convertlng the Jews to the per-
verted systems which are mis-calied
Cbristisnity™ i3 very expensive.
“*The Lritish Society for the propagu-
tiou of the Gospel among the Jews,'
initsannual xeport shows bigtlzures
©u the expense side of its nccounts
with very small ones to iadicate the
known results. Aud i the subsequent
bistory of “couverted Jews' ‘were re-
Jdted in conneccion with the accounts,
and the nnmber of “*backsiiders” de-
docted trom the satn of the converts,
the disparity between expenses and
conversioas wollld be still greater and
more discouraying.
The society has recently turned is
attention to the United Stutes asa teld
- for proselytisin. America I3 pro-
nounced **tue New Jernsalem.' More
Juws come to this couatry in a vesy
1hat go 1o Pulestine in ten years, A
missionary named Matthews has heen
urging the **Christiuns’ of Califoruiu
tu vnguge with bim 1o the good work.
His arguments smaex of the wodern
Denecon and Churchwardeu ratber than
of the BEvangelist. According to tue
Chronicle, they are of a business char~
weter. Revival vromoters nsually have
40 eye @ speculatjon, and Hoances
cut qaite a figure in their seusu-
tlon proceedinzs. Their tactics seem
to have been adopted ny the mission-
ary from over the wuter.. He un-
nounced that he underswood the Jews
iu Culifornla wery wauy of thein very
weaitby. ‘'lfsconverted they would
more thun repay aby expense which
ahe vCoristian cliurches Lad borue in
wreaching the Gospel to the,” Bo the

1

We reproduce Section 3 and part of

the ones involved io the queries of our
correspondent:

“*yec. 3.—1f any neat cattle, horses,
rcules, sheep, poats, or bogs, shall,
First—break through o lawial fence,
or do damage within the e¢oclosure or
premises of any person in any county
or portion thereof, where the juhabit-
auts have declared, oy may hereaftet
declate, in fuvor of ?feoving; Sec-
ond — Break through o lawfuol
fence within an incorporated icity,
or town, or any lawiul cace
enclosing any- city lot, orchard or
stackyatd and do damage therein;
Third—I}o damsyge upon the premises
of uny persof, whether said prewises
are protected by a fence or not. the
persou agprieved therchy may recover
damages either by an uction araiost
the owner of the trespassing animals,
or by impounding thetn in the precinet
pouond. .

Sec. 4. —Apny counnty, or precioct
thereod, nay at a4 geueaal or special
election,called for that purpose by the
County Conre, by i vole of u two-
thirds majority ot s legal votera, vut-
inr at snco election, declare 1n favor of
fexcing their farms apd allowing their
animals to ron at large. Iusuchcases
sub-diviaion 3 of section 3 of this act
shall he inoperative-duringsuch period
decided upon by sueh vote, and datn-|
ages may be recovered whbether said
farms be protected hy fence or got.”

No, wonder our correspondentis puz-
zled over the luneuuge of this stutnte.
in the lutter purt of Section 4 the ver-
bal copstruction completely obscures
the evident meuning 2od jntent of the

|

Sectlon 4 of the estray law, they being |

LOCAL NEWS.

FROM THURSDAY'S DAILY OCT. 21,
MUSICIANS' EXCURSION.

THE TABERNACLE CHOIR AND THEATRE
ORCHESTRA VISIT NEPNL,

From a gentleman who accompaunied
the party we huve received the follow-
ing acconnt of the excursion to Nephi,
aud of the coucert in the taherpacle
there, given by the Taberpacle Choir
und Theatre Orchestra ol thigcity, who
left here on a trip to the ~town
named  last  Tuesday morniog.
Tbree extra couclbes were attuched to
the regulur trufn to sccommodute the
excursionists, who arrived at their
destination nt 11:45 &, m, They were
met at the depot by the Nepbi Brass
Bind aud myoy kind fricods with
team=, who escorted the visitors to
their bomes.

In the aiternocon tiue Tabernscle
Cholr Band, in copjunction with the
Nephi Baod, serevaded 2t the principal
placea in town. iu the evenmng the
¢hoir 1

GAY E A COXCERT

at the tabernacle. A large raised plat-
form had been erected for the occasion,
whicl; wzs occupied by the Tsibernucle
Choir and Theaire Orchestra.

The building was crowdes to its full
capacity. Afier prayer by President C.
Spenry and an everture by the Theatre
Orcbestra, the Taheruacle Choir zave
the “Sonyg of the Brotherhoud.' Organ

law. If ail of the words after the word
svote' in that portion of Section 4
above qootecd were stricken ont, the
‘meanjng of the Legislature would be

plain. The jutent of the law
18 this: Wihere animals o
dauwgpe upon the premises of

any person other than the owner, the
Jutter may be sued for damages, or Lthe
anlinals muy be impounded aud dam-
apes recovered in that way, nnlessz
“'po fence” vole hus Deen curtled in
the county or precinct. But if the

eople of the county or preciact have,
By an eleciion neld for thefpurposge,de-

solo by Jos. J. Dayues; sony, **Stinnie
Spow,’ by Wm, l. Fuster; chorus by
the choir; duet 'Merry, Merry are
We,” by Mrs. Jolia Silverwood and
Miss Gusste Vincent ;**Muarch Song’* by
toe Glee Club; encore, the “*Waltlz
Song;'’ sonyg, “Trust and be True,’ by
Miss Keutle Raleizh; xylophoue 20lo,
by Adelhert Beesley, accompanied by
orchestra; ““Battle flymu ol Istael,”
by the cholr. Intermission.

Mivhty dehovah,*’ by M.J. Thomas:
chorus by
Miss Nellie Colehrook, **Tue Station

Overture hy Theatre Orchestras solo,

the choir; recitution by

you masrried to anyoue?

Witnuss—I decline to auswer.

Mr. Varisn-—~Second, ure you mar-
ried to the defendant, Mr. Herman
Groether?

Witness—I decline to answer that.

My, Varjzp—Haye you been assoc!-
ating with the defendaut as bis wife
during the past two years.

Wituess—I ducline 1o answer,

Mr. Varian--Is he not the father of
your child?

Witness—] declice to answer.

Mr. Varian~—If net, who is tne futher
ot your chlld,

Witness—I decline to answer.

Mr. Varian—Were you not married
to him io the Tcrntgry of Utab, during
the year 18847

Witness—I decline to answer.

The Cownnussioner decided that the
questions wore proper, aud the withess
was given a sbort time to cousider,
aud pluced’in the custody of the Mar-
shal. Mrg. Caroline Grother, how-
ever, sugkested 10 her (1n Germnao)that
she angwer the questious,

fan a sbort tune Anpna Schulthess
Grmther was recalled, sud 1o the fivst
four questions replied in the aflinma-
| tive. To the sixth inguh'y she answered

thutshe was married in Feliruary, 1882,
ut the Endowinent House.

The witness was then snbjected to a
rigid cross-examjnation by M. Varisu,
in the hope of making her testify to
the marrjage at a subsegiieut date, but
the witness malntuined her position
and told a straight stor{ ithrooghout.

During this proceeding Mr. Varian
asied—Do you belleve wa o God?

Witness—Yes, sir. |

Mr.Vanan—Do you bellevein heaven
and heil?

Witness—Yes, sir.

Mr. Vu.rian-'Do you believe lying
& siu, even when told ina conrt of this
kind?

Witness—Yes, sir.

Mr. Variun—Do you, ou your cou-
sclence, und before your God, say that
you were married to your busband two
years before you went to live with
him?

Witness--Yes, sir.

\

| be rewarded ju s future stute accord-

Me. Vﬂ.l‘ial—.l—l'll ask you, first, u,re|

Mr. Vurian--Do you believe yon will

appeal to the California Christiaus | ciared in favor of fencing their farms,
wus based ¢n tbe probuble pecumary |etc., und of allowing taeir animals Lo

muster’s Storv;" song, *‘Miguonette,’

iin 10 your deeds?
by Mrs. Juliz Silverwood; sung, *'Star ! > %

Witness—Yes, 8ir,

¢ -

the  defendant vemaining  with
ms legal wife, The public declar-
ution of the defeudant was that he
would covform to the luw, dissolve the
relationship whicth formerly existed
with the polvgamous wife. The evi-
deuce showed that that relationship
bad never been resumed. The regis-
tration of tie polygumons wife as Mrs.
Arpold, at the botel in Ogdea, wus no
evidenee of ‘*olding out.” There was
no deceptlon practiced, and the par-
ties occupied separate rooms. There
nad been uo acknowledzment of eact
other as hosband and wile.

The BPistrict Attorney had argued
tinig the alleged marrinze must be de-
clared o nullity. This proposition,
though nol recogaized by tie court,had
its effect on the jury. ‘Ube position of
the Distriet Alttorney was utterly ah-
surd, The 1des that a man to pluce
himself vutside of the charge of erimi-
nality, muost iuvoke the aid of
the arm of the goverument, wuas tocl-
iglr. The idea thut a man Could not
place himself in harmony with the luw
of the luad, without outside ussistapee,
would muke the law ridiculouns, snd go
to show that it was uot fonnded on
reason and justice. A man should not
he required to ask the goverament,
or #ay ageucy thercof, for the
privilere to be iunuvcent. He
wuzht to be able todo that within
upmself. The law had made the

|

DEFENDANT'S CHILDREN LEGITIMATE,

that punisbhment pught noi fall on
tbemr. 1t did not deprive them of a
motber’s ¢are, or deprive their fatber
of the privilege of wvisiting them.
The father owed to hia legitimate enil-
dren certain (aties; smong these he
was ot requirectotake thewn from their
mother's cure! ‘T'he controliing power
uvfa father wus still due them:- it was
his duly to zive them social aud
domestic care, to administer tu their
waterfal comfurt. He should not be
eompelled to leave to others the per-
formance of thet Juty which thelaw
enjoined o him awvd him slone. lle
conld eare for support and visit his
children,inthe presence of tbulr mother.
"T'o suy that be could vot attend to this
duty persomally, was to rast illiem
adritt. This cage was very different Lo
one where 4 man clalmet both of the

profit ot Jewish proselytism.

1f this anticiputiou should prove tv
be worrect, the results would murk o
Jew ere ig the iswory of the Society’s
business. A balunce showing u profit
would be an inoevation. Bot we do
ot think there is much prospect ot Lhe
<chabge. Modera Chrisiianity bas lit-

tle in it to attract the genuine Jew. I8

xead forms have mo more virtue than
Uebraic ceremonies.  Jehovah s
equally absent from both, Andsif the
crved offered vo Judah were imbued
with Ldvipe vitality, it would have
snil] eifeet Just now on the Jewish
wind. “Biinduess in part has hap-
pened unty Israe, until the fulness of
the Genliles i3 eome 1.’ ‘Lhis was
prociaimed by Paal the Aposde, the
wodern Christian’s favorite preceptor,
and they should give heed to bis
words, the zeal ol those wealthy
persons who contribute freely to ihe
calls of tne Soclety is very conmenda-
ble, but one wouid whiok if the luck of
success that hay attended it were con-
sidered in connectn wilh the saying
of the Apestie to the Gentiles.it woulu
dawn wpon the minds of the donors
that there Izbor is in vain.
The *‘fulness of the (Gentiles’ bhas
‘Dot yet ecme in, but the time for its
consnmmation is close st hand, Then
-deliverance will go forth from Zion, the
word of the Lord will come to His ser-
‘vants bearing the Holy Priesthood **Go
¢ unto the lost sheep of the House of
srael,’’ apd then Judah will rejoice in
the glorious news, gather home
‘to their own Jerusalem and  fol-
il * the predietions of their an-
clent seeys concerniny their latier-
-jday glory. God’s peepie will be **will
ny 1o the day of His power,’’ hut nn-
‘ti He turns the key for the redemption
.of Judah, their hearcs wiil rewain
-hard, abd their cara closed, and the
:Society for the Propagation of the
(ospel among the Jews will leok in
vain for converts who will **more thau
repay the expeuse of their conver-
sign.” Besides, when they do open
their ears znd hearts for the receptiou
of the Gospel, it will be to the puare ar-
ticle a5 revealed anew ino this age.

THE ESTRAY LAW,

CONCERNING some of the provisions
of the law relating to estrays, passed
at the last scssion of the Legislature,
by which former statutes npon the
same subject are rcpealed, a corres-
pondent writes from Meadow, Millard
County:

Editor Deseret News:
You would confer a favor wpon my-
gelf and o nuinber ot others by helpiug
us to usderstaud the meaping of Lhe
law pertalning to esirays; Bession
Laws 1886, Sections 3 and 4, puge ¥,
in snbdivision third of Sec. 3 we are
told that damages way be recovered
whether premises ure protecied by
fences or not. How are we to under-
.atund this? In Sec. 4 we are told tbat
if we vote to allow znimuils torun at
large forsome peried, iben suid sub-
division toird of $ec.3 shall beinopera-
tive daring such period, etc.; but
again I8 repeated: **and daluages
may bo recovered whetber sald farms
be protected by fence or not."
his i3 not easy ior conntry folks to
understand.
Yours respectinlly
.fo:m N.

1ELD,

run at laTve, then damages cannot be
collected for injury done by unimuls on

of Descending Nignt,' by ten niembers
of the chulr; souv in Swedish, *1ln the

remises not protecied Ly a lawiol
ence, during the period covered by
the vote. o

in case of ambignity in a statute, z
court will conatrue it according to the
intent of the Legislature 48 nzarly as
that inient can be sscertained from the
language nsed or from the circumstan-
ces of the casz.

THE WYOMING CAMPAIGN.

IT seems that our Wyoming neighbors
are having the same ganje played on
them that is worked by the unscrupul-
ous Dnbois in Idaho—that is, linding
the **Mormous’ vote not 50 pliable as

|they thought it would bhe, and
our people gepeirlly Dbeivg pde-
pendent enongh to  vote for

those they consider the best men, the
Republicans have tuken unp the anti-
“Mormon®’ scure and are trying to pull
an npopopular cundidate through by
means of driving out from the Demo-
cratic rauks the men whom they conld
not lnveigle into coming into tiose of
themselves, That it wiil bk a sorry
tailure in gl respects i3 vow pretty
well assured, for Wyoming, with a fajr
vote and couut,is stroogly Democratic,
and it Is Dot lkely that the mansvers
of that party will permit its strengtn to
be {rittered awav by any such xanzy
scheme on the part of the mivority.

A paper whose match for peanness

can bhe foand perhaps nowhere
outside of this city—and they
ilso bave the same nume—bails

from Rawlins, Referring to one of {ts
recent iuncendiary articies, the Uintan
Chieftizin (Evansten) says:

+A few weeks ago the Tribune advo-
catect driving the Mormous cutof Rock
Springs with tur and feuthers, roitcn
eges, ete., saying the Chinese were ruy
oatand why not the Mormons in the
ssme way?y Thus advocatiug mobs
and riots in 4 wanner pecnliar toan-
archists. The ouly redsou we Can sce
for this unwarranted assaulp opou an
inoffensive people is tbat it I3 vne ot
the pecaliarities of the Repubiican
purty to ubuse all classes who mind
their own business aud do uot coin-
cide with Republican views. The
| Mormon ypopulation will probably
'know wlho their friends are at the next

‘election. They will eertamly cain
'nothin;z by votlug the liepublican
ticket.”!

The candidates far the Delegateship
in Wyoming are—Henry G. Baich,
Demograt; Joseph M. Cary, Republl-
cul.

Damage Suit.—The long-pending
snit of Sam Levy vs. Sult Lake City
will probubly be resched in the Third
District Coutt to-morrow. On a
former trial tne jury disagreed. Tha
spit is for $5,000 dumages, alleged to
have heen suffered by the pluintiff in
the loss of a large qoantity of clears
and tobaceo, whieh pud been stored in
his celiar. A quautity of water had
peeped thrdugl the ground mte ipe
celiar, It |8 claimed froin the swwater
ditch, and the plalntiff zllezes that the
fu:y is liable for the damage there-
rol. -

Foresy," by Alired Neilsen;violin solo,
by Willard ,Weihe; charucter duet,
“*When a Litile ¥Yurm we Keep,' by
Miss Lizzie

the choir.
of the Nephi Sunduy schools.

Benediction by Fresident Charles
Sperry,

Qctober 20, 10 a. m.

Conceit {or the benefit of the Sandoy
School of Nepht.

‘Prayer by supt. Langley A. Bailey.

Uverture by the orchestra ;i Song of
the Brotherhood,’ by the choir; song,
“Brine Biack the Old Folks,” by Wm.
H. Foster; orrun solo by Joseph J.
Davaes; thet*March Song,’by the Gle
Civb; xy.onone solo,
Bersfe)’. aicomprnied by otchestra;
duet by Mrs. Jnliz Silverwood aud
Miss Gussle Vioceu!; ;Thunksgiviogy
Authem, sojo by alfred Nielson, ¢ho-
rus by the cholr; vielin solo hy Willard
E. Weihe; ciaaracter duet by Miss Liz-
zie Thomas zud Adelthert Beealey;
sopy, “*Stanpie Suow,’ by W. H, Fos-
ter, chorus by the chnir; sony, *‘Star
of Descending Night,* by the wembers
of Lhe choir,
Bupt. L. A. Bailey, In behalf of the
Sanday' scheol, tendered & vote of
thauks te Prof. Beesley aund choir, and
Kindly invited them to come uigain;
closiug plece, *Mighty Jehovuh,’ solo
b[\; Aloroni T Thomay, chorus by the
choir, -l
l?lnnedic'.lon by Elder George Ken-
all.

Lust eveningz the “Taberpacle choir
were to bave 8 complimentury dunce,
tendercd by lhe commitiee ¢f arrange-
nents.

A lew of the excorsionists wentob to
Sanpeto Valley on \Wednesday.

-

HERMAN GROETHER.

DOUND OVER ON TiHE CRARGE OF
LIVING WITH HIS TWO WIYES,

Yesterday afternoon, Herman Groe-
ther, of the 10th Ward, wus arrested
on a ckarge of nwlawiul cohabitation.
The cowyplaint against him is signed by
. W. Rench, and alleges ihat, from
November 1, 1843, to Qctober 1, 1884,
he lived with his wives Caroline Groe-
ther and Anue Scholthess Groether,
Mrs. Claroline Groether was tge tirst
witness called by Mr. Varian. She tes-
titled that she wus the defendant’s wite
and nad three children. She bad known
Anni Scholthess siuce 1879; since the
sommer of 153 Awvn had occupled
Lbedroom in witness' house; she bad
had two children, the eldest of which
was dead; e other wus an infapt;
wituess did not kmow of her own
knowledge that Anna was defendant’s
wife, but thought so; beard a tumor,
i 1532, that stue bad been murried to
the defendant.
Anua Scbultbess
next witlesa,

AMr. Yarian asked her, are you mar-
ried to Mr. Heriman Groether?
Witness—1 decline toanswer,

Mr, Varlan—Have you a child?
Witness—Yes, sir.

Mr. Varian—Illow old 15 iL?

—Gmether was the

Witness—Abont two mouths eld.

Mr. Varian—I}o yon believe polyg- | women as his wives, thereby piving out

Thowmas snd Adclbert
Beesley; soug, “*Alice.” by H. Gard-
ner; wnchem, “Jebovah’s Praise,' by

1t was announced thatthe Taber-
necle choir wonld give u councert the
next morting at 10a.m. ior the beneflt

amy to be a Divive comwand?

Witness—Yes, sir,

Mr. Vurian—Do you helleve the law
against it i wronpg?

Witness—I guess it i8.

Mr. Varian—When the law of God
and the luw of mancome in conHict,
which wonid you obey?

iug him)-~Both of theno,

Mr. Variau—Do you believe this
Feople are being persecnted for their
cligion? )

Witness (emphaticnllyz—-l do.

Mrs. Cast aud Arnold Scholthess
were examined, bnt knew very little of
the ease.

The defendant was held to awalit the
action of tie zrund Hll‘iy, and wave bal)
fu the sum of $3,000, James Solomon
und Jamed C. L'etersen bLeing the
sureties.

«| Q. P. ARNOLD SENT TO THE| ,
by Adelbert | B

t PENITHNTIARY,

|The Result of his RKudeavor to
Obey the Hdmunds Law.

Motion for & New Frind Overrnled—
Fiiteen Months' Imprisonme:t,
£$350 Fine nnud Cosis — Batl

' Pendiug Appez! Refused,

To-day the motion of the defenge for
a new trial, in the case of the United
Siates vs. Urson P, Aroold, was taken
np in the Third DistrietsCoart, Near-
l¥ two years agg the defendant
was arrested ond indicted bg the
grand jory  for unlawful coaabit-
ation  with his  wives  Allcia

On_  April 13th, 18%, he  pleade

zuilty to the charge, promised to obey

the law in {utare, aud was relensed on
]pal}'ment; of n flne of $300,

o May, 1886, he ¥ax asuin arrested,
and i three-count jndictment choryging
bim with a similar offense wilh the
sume wolnen as his wives, was found
axuinst him. The flrst count covers
the period from May 1, Lo July 1, 1¥85;
the second “fruin Any. 1, o Dec. 81,
185G; and tbe tbird from Jan. 1. 10 May
11, 1866. At the Septrember term of
court he was tried aud the jury rave
a verdict of puilty on  all  ibree:
counts. His couusel moved fora nesv!
triai, on the grounds that the evidenece i
was insuﬂlciem. Ly warrunt a convie- |
tien; that the verd:ct was contrary to
the evidence; aad tbat the cnurt
llmsdlrccted the jury in the matter of
aw,

In enpport of the motlon foru new
| triul, Mr. Rawhnos argued that, as tao
clenients were neces:=ary in this class
|of cases, the marrisge stutws and
marita] association, there mist, be
some proof in suppert of each, or a.
verdict of puality conkd noti
be found. Evidence of were;
association was  insufficient  to!
convict, The ¢videnceia this cuase had
all been to one cffect, nod the inry had
poricht to cometo aconciusion op-
puscﬁ to the wholo evidence, or tp cast
aside all the testimony of the witnesses
|:md proceed wilbont. As to the

marriage statns, which existed prior
to Apnl 13, 1885, it ceased at that

date, as the parties had ugreed to dis-
| continne that relation, and the tie-
tendant bed promised to obey Lhe Luw,

Subseqnéent to that time the relution-
ship had never been resnwed, and the
mauner of living bad been chavged,

Wituess (evideutly misunderstand-

Atoold and Founy 1. Linnell Arnoid. |

the ostentation  of
bouschold.

A3 to asking the conrt to decrec as a
tnollity & polygamoua wmarriayge, when
both partics Knew it was vold, und
lthclaw did not.reécognize it,
lcou
ol

a polygzamous

XO LEASONABLE COURT

1d entertain such & request. 1f one
the parties had been inveigled
wrongtully inte an illegai statns, the
| court cou:d give the deceived person
(relief. fu1lhis case the defendant had
po power, and would not have been
i permitied by the Courtto do as the
] District Attorney demanded. The jury
had, bhowever, paid attention to the
| attorpey’s argument rather than ihe
Court’s chareze relative to -this. -In
view of the District Attorney’s argo-
| ment beiore the grand jury the Court
should have insiructed thém not only
that a diverce in this cuse was not ne-
cessary, hut that iv was a circula-
hich they bud no right tocon-
sider a8 bearing on the guilt of the
defendent. Under thege cltcumstan-
cas the defendant was entitled tow
pew irial,
The evidence had shown that he had
only visited and admivistered to the
necessary wants of his ¢hildren, He
bad ocenpied bo position that would
shoek morality or decency. There was
uo testlmony to coutroverd this state-
ment. The defeudant L:nd doue every-
[thing that he counlt lawfully do.
His public deciarction in regardto his
polygamous wife was of jnstas inuch
torce as if, in reference to hig legil
wile, a divorce had been granted, yet,
in the latter cuse, if the defendant had
| vigited his sick children, thougl in toe
mother’s costody, would the liw pun-
ish bhin? It certainly could not be so
jugumasn. No sane person woald con-
sider this u continnance ¢f the marriagn
relationship. With reference to the
registratioy st Ogden, the inosi reason-
aple course to expect was that the
mother of defendant’s children sbould
be cnled *‘Mrs. Arnold.”” ‘Thar wag
the name by which she was Kunown,

and ft was a matler  over
which  the defendunt had no
control. Ilehud no right to desienate

rer by puy other name, and thus brand
higg lugithniute children with infarmy.
1f the defendant wis guiity under tie
cri‘rcumstances showl by the evidence,
then

NO MaAN WHO I'ROVISED TO QDEY THE
LAW COULD n¥ INKOCENT.

The jury evidently did not comprehend
the case when they cape to the con-
clusion they did.

Asto his visits to his children, the
defendnnt must be ajjowed 2 reasoni-
ble latitede under Lheinw, The court
had said he might do this, and nothing
transcending thid conld Le pointed tu
by the District Attorney. bere wus
afllrmative ev fuvoce on the part of the
defencunt that he kepr withino the
Loupds of duty.

Mr. Varian argned agzinst the mo-
tion far & new trial, salating tbas so
much had been sald ju reference to the
lepal duty of men in the positiont of
the defeiviant, that further discussion
of it by the uttorney for the govern-
ment was unnecessaty.  When the de-
fendant promised to uhey the law, be
promieed to conform te that law as
cansirued LY the courts; he promised
that he would so regulute s condaet
1hat the nithnate end sought wounld be

Cofitinucd on page €323,



