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A BRACE OF BULLIES.

‘Tur La!t.e,t-(!u.y Saints ut Rock
Bprings, Wyoming, having made ar-
. Yangements to bulld a meetidg liouse
at that place, the fre of svine sectarian
bigots bas been aroused “to fever beat.
1 The fellowiug, which appeared-on the
'$2nh inst., in o paper called the Budget,
gives evidence that the Jpurderous
sptrit which prompted the Chinese
massacre at Rock Springs Is still 1n
force, and that the majesty of the law
will probably have to be invoked
.against the "'Christian’ violence that
is threa‘tened:

‘*According to the Rock Springs In-
dependent, Lhe Mormons of that villayge
are maklpg arraugements 10 ercct a
church edlfice. For shame!  Llock
Springs ought to be ashamed of itself
and if it should turn levse and give the
multiplication-matrimony people a 1it-
‘tle of the same medicipe it admiunis-
tered to the Chinese a yearago a grate-
ful people will rise up und call it
blessed. 1 would not coutisel builets,
but would substitute bad exge and wise
hall bats. Brothér Puimer, of the
Rawlivs Tribune, gives my views ex-
actly when he savs, with.referedCe to
thig-rnatter: ‘We would sugyest .tar
andufeathers und rotten eggs as weag-
ons which should be nsed ayainst the

: Morfon residents of Rock Sprivgs by
decent cliizens, instead of inviting the
' grection of aneditice that will always
stand 48 a monument 1o » hellish fnsti-
. tution—a disgruce to the 'J.'errlu;ry and
the fair uame of Rock Spripgs.'””
*Bil. Barlow,' us the hullviwho edits
the Budyet calls himse!f, witn ** Brother
Pulmer' of the Ruwllns Tribune should
be indicted for imcitinc to comwit
erime. The ‘“Morinon~’® have as 10uch
right to build & meeting bouse in uny
ars of Wyomiong where they can leggl-
y acquire land oz which tu ercct It, as
the Metbodlsl._& Episopalians or uny
other society. VAnd they can clujm the
‘protection of the -laws equally with
s pther religious Bodies apalost rufilang
of the Bariow and Paliner stripe. Such
men  arg  Aageassins  at  heart. and
“are a8 cowardly as they are mur-
derous, ‘The **Mormon" residents
ol Rock Springs are a peaceable and
iodustrions people who interfere
with po man’s relivfon and tuke no
part in any kind of disturbance. While
they do pot break the luw they are en-
titled to ull its aid againgt mobecracy,
and cap claim the coustitutional right
w worship God according to the dic-
tates of thelr own consclénces,without
foterraption frou such biackguards
gu the scribes of the Budget and Tni-
e,

When guch arguments 88 tar and
feathers, bludgeons and bullets are the
hust that cun be dsed apaiost 4 cause,
they are good cvidenées thint the posi-
tion ©f those who use them isun-
sound, and that the object of attack is
ungsfuiluble-by truth snd reason. The
gospel' of violence will oot prevall in
the wurfare on ''Mormonism.'” It has
been tried, muny times, io valon, It is
2 counlession ¢f weakbuss on the part
of those who use¢ or advise it, aud
every man with a spark of decency
should frown it down.

If the'*Mormons’ of Rock Springs
intend to bulid & meeting house, we

. presume they will build 1t. And we
warn the mobocrals and munrderers
who edit the Budget svd the Tribune,
and their associates, tbat they wiil run
great risks it they attempl towards the
aw-abiding **Mormons,” uny such
buase, craven and criminal dologs as
digeraced Rock SRrings in the assault
on the Chinese. Lct them make a note
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of it.
il ————————
A MOST DISGRACEFUL
AFFAIR.

THE verdict in the Jones-Treseder
case wijl be a sarprise to many people.
We confess it is not 8o to us, When
furiesarc uuderstood to be empaneled
for the purpose of carrying Ut the in-
structions of the Pro:eculor and the
Court, it is not 10 be expecied that any
other verdict will ve rendered than
thut desired by the prosecution. We
do not believe, and the general public
do not helieve, that it the accused had
not becp **Mormons? there wonld have.

been any pretence of & Chse againsts

them. That the verdlct was not only

unsypported ¥y the evidence buatactu- |

alty in dlrect opposttion 10 the evi. wothing criminal in theiractif Franks Auy presumptivn of  law miy
dence, must be pulent to &¥ery person | wis not an officer. |be  reluted by evidenee,
who h&s watched the case mtelu-J His testimony is that be was wadean | tbe  opposiog proof is  adduced,
geotly. ! - oflicer lp make the crime complete! And |ihe presuwmplion is dissipated.
The defendants were indicted under[the ﬁersous who iuld tbis trap apy hus no lurther exlstence. But
Section 3431 of the Revised Statutes of | worked to turn the scis of Junes and | according to the Powers-Boreman idi-
.the Unlted Stutes, which reads as fol- | Treseder into a crime, are District At.-locy and infony, presumption is to i opposition to
_UWB: torueyDickson and ex-h[arshal Ireland,
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“fivery person who promises, offers
or glves, or cuuses or procures to be
promised, offered or given, auy money
or other thiug ot vaice, Oor makes or
Teadders any coutract,undertekiog,obli-
gallonm, gratuity or security for the
peymept of money or for the delivery
oY Conveyunce ot unything ot value, to
auy officer of the Upited States, or to
uu}'g_ﬁrson actiogfor or on behalf of
the United States in auy ofilcial func- |fargely to blame for the resuit. Judge
tion, noder or hy authority of wny de- { Zaue, &8 reported, ruled that it wus
partment or office of the Goverument!*immaterful whether defiendsnts knew
thervof, or to auy ofiicer ar person act- | thal Frapks wus in fuct a deputy-
ing for or on bebalf of vither House | Marshal.” That §f “defendznts were
of Conuress, or of any commities of [ mistaken as to the character of the
cither lfouse, or both Houses thereof, oflice beld by Fianks, aud M the
withinient to iufluence his decision or | luiter did not 'hold tne ofiice they
iction on any question, multer, cazuse | suyposed he did, the bribery 18
or proceediog which mzy at any, time | not less crimipal because of the mis-
be pending, or which 1nay by law be|ake.” Ailso, that *it Is not waterial
brought before bup iu his official | whetber the bond was or wus, not
capacity, or tn his place of trust or|slgned by the soreties, or that the
proflt, er with iutent to ipfluence niw | - ureties were vot worth the wmoung
W commit or aid ju cowmitting, or (o [ jnvolved.” Tiis, it appears 1o us,wus
collude in, or altow, apoy fraud, or|very misleadivg. ‘Fhe question i not,
make opportunity for the commission | did the defendunts make a mistake “ag
of any fraud, onthe United Stutes, or |to the character ot the ofece,' but did
to indeace biin 10 do or omit 1o do any | they believe that Frauks held any otlice
act in violutlon of his Juwiful duty, | under the United Stutes st ail, and
shell be punished as presciibed in the
precediog section,”

The former suggested it as ‘*necessary
for the accomplishmeutof the purpose
in hand,”’ and the pliunt Marshul was
ready to cirry it out, t'x up the strew
voodund swear apytbing and do aby-
| thing **10 mzke tie crime complete.”

Under such circumstapces and in
| view of these facts, canany falre
minded person say the verdict was ae-
cording Lo the evideuce? ‘Fhe court is

uty-Marshal? Also the point is not
The penalty prescribed in the pre- | the sigoature of the sureiies but the
ceding scctioniaa fipe of *‘not more | Biguuture of the principal?
thun tiree times the umonnt of muney |  The chiarge is bribiog u U. 8. depnty-
or value of the thing so ofereq, | Murshal; the evidence showed that
promised, given, made or tendered, or | 4€Cordibg to the requireinents of law
caused ot procurcd to be so offared. | Fronks was not 8 luwful deputy-Mur-
promised, viven, iade or tendumd."lsn“ln for the reasons we have ciled,

and imprisonmeut for not more than |1t they bribed suybody it wus boLa
three years. . |lawfuiofticer. Eveu takiog the vicws

It will be perceived that to constitute | ©f ihe prusecution, the detpndants did
this ofiense, Lhe persou sought to be | DOt know they were juduciug & Unlied
brived must bu actine ot the | States olicer of apy class o perioin
time in an oflicial function up- | 2B unluwlulact, apd lae matier being
der authority of tue United States. |10 doubt, they were cotitled to b
If he is not an oflicer of the|Penesitol the dunbt.
Uniled States o crime ls commitred | = Butthe jury was selected from a
fn offezing u person woney for 1nfor- | C4SS Oppozed to that to which the de-
wation such as Lhe dejendants songht fendapt Jones beionys, and tw which it
10 obtain from E. A. Franks, Every- | Wtssupposed Treseder belonged. It
body is at liberty Lo jorn nu oplulon | W83 pi.cked with the view of huvink it
88 L0 toe ppropriety, morality, wisdom | JTOM thut cluss. It was not wo tm-
or expediency of wuch & proceeding. E\nmaljur}. It was not a jJust verdlel.
But that-wus not the quesijon before|lbe¢ whoole procecdings wure Lulited
the jury. If Frupks wus hot acting 1o Wikt the odor of the ploi between
un-oligial cipacity nrder uwutharity of DLickson and ireland, to turh o lawiul
the United States st the Ltime when the | 8€t 10t0 u crime, and then pursue the
the oney wus suid 0 huve been ten- | dlleced erlmineds with tbat walice and
dered to hiw, ns prepaid wares for the
sc:vices required apd apreedto be ren-
dered, no offunse wug cominitted
upainst the statute wuder wuich the
delendants were lnaicted.,  This is
bei'ond dispute.

The prosecution- uwnilerstood that
fact, and thereiore procured the in-
dictment of ibe defendunts for biibing
a Uuited States deputy-Murshal.
‘This, then, i what the defendunts
were tried for. ‘Fhey were not bried
for bribiog u bailiff, or a penitentiary
aurd, orapy one else but & deputy-
larshal. The evidence establislied the
fact thut the so-called deputy-)Marshul
wus nol an officer of the Unlted States
uor in auy oflicial cupacity, but simpiy

anli-“Morwon"”  prosecutious and
niade the trial of & Mormon’ usham
util a pretence.

‘I'he delense was vigorously con~
ducted, aud the uiler basciesshess of
the churge snd the shameivss contduct
of the villciul conspirutors were jorei-
bly exhibited. The verdict was zotthe
funl, of the vhdanls' ¢ase nor o1
defendants’ cBunsel. it wuas simply
the ccho of the prosecutionuud the vx-
peetea fisule to apother anti-*'Mor-
ou’ furce, Tie verdlet wuas wanied
by the ’roseculor, aud ail e peeds Lo
do under present urraugewents, is to
let the jury know it. A new triul will
be usked jor wod probably refosed, We
sn upoflicial employe of Marsnal Ire- hoype it will be esrried up us fur s LA¥18
Yaud's. [t is bevond coubt that he was | AW allows. Itis a dispracetul affair,
neither, when approached by ‘Treseder snd whulever iay be the wutcome, the
who claimed to be acting tor Jones. ofileiul conspirators whno plotted te
He had peen bota guard and bailiff, COMPlete the crime will stund be-
but hud been discharyed. No sttempt smirehed with tue dirt of their doings
wus wide to endow bimn with officiu] | 1O the disgust of vvery nonurable wun
{au lhorit]\;unl il District Attoiney Dick- | [1 the couutry.

300, as the evidence ahows, conspired

with  Muarshal  Ireland to entrap

gt:iucs and Treseder by waking Frapks | JUDICIAL FDIOCY AND INFAMY,

eputy.

_ That whey did not succeed wasshown
in the tact that Franks never exccuted
aboud. A purporivd boud was iniro-
duced, but it was not sixued by the
priocipal; and the preteuded sureties,
if they swore they were wortb $10,000
comnmitted perjury., The docunent
wus 3 Y'straw hond: i e, not worlh
two straws. Fruuks swore he never
sive thedond, or suw It, or kuew of ite
exfstencl®, ‘I'nst o boud to be valid
must be signed hf the person execut-
ing it, peed not he vxpliined to any
one with the least kuowledge of lauw.
The Poland Act of 1884 provides coun-
cerning the sppointibent of deputy-
Marshalsio Utah:

“Such appointment shall not pe
complete until ne shall give 2 bond w0 l
sajd Murshal. with sureties, 1o be Ry

By the avsurd and unjust ruling of the
court of Wednesday, David Leaker
wus conviclea of an ofense which he
bad not commitied. The cyidence was
couclusive as to bis inoocence. He
wus charged withcohabitlng with more
h.tw.n one woman u violatlon of the
Edmunds Act. The testimouy atro-
ducett by the prosecution estublished
the fuct, thst since the pusssze of the
Edwunds act and for sowme time before

Yet be wus convicled uud, no doubt,

tion of the law, will receive the full
pepalties prescribed tor un aileged

: . crilue Lhat ne never commitied,
hlm approved. in ke peual sum ot tew | “Frot (0 OF BHEESORIL B L
thousand dollura condillqped for the |y L was shown 1u cvidence that

taithful diseharge of his duties,” etc. the detendunt Lad Lwo wives. ‘Phe Qrst

Fraoks not buviog given a hond waa | wife bore hin no children: the second
not a deputy-Marsvsl, The attempt to | bad & family, By mowal crrungement
mauke hin one for the purpose of en- | Leaker lived wits the sccond, tne tirst
trapping Joues and Treseder juto com- | vine near by hut witbout cobubi-
mitting a criine was a fafluve becunse | tutlon. This belny salisfuciory to all
of the false bond bustress. The whole | partics, no one was injurcd agd Liielaw
scheme wus disreputubie, almost too | was bot viclated, But ibe Coust, re-
loWw for the scrubbiest petiifoggers, | {using ibe request of counsel o ¢harge
and yet on {t is made o hang the rulipg | the jury accurding to the law aud the
of the conrt and the verdict ol the |lesumony. instructed thew dhat co-
juty, and consequeutly ibe fate of the | Dabitation with the #irst wite was
two defendunis. Bulview the statps [0 be presumed; and us cohabi-
of ¥ranks 28 we IDuy, the fact remulua [ tatlon with  the sceond wite was
that neither Jones Dor Treseder knew |adiditted, of conrse bpothing was
that they were treating with u deputy- | lefl for the jury to do but to briug lu a
Marshal or other officer of the Uujted | verdict of guiltly or lignore the ruling
Siates. Frunks testitted that he told | of the Coutt. Judge Zune, perhaps, 13
Treseder ut the third conversalion that | DOt to be plamed for these insiruce
be wus not e deputy-Marshal; that|tivns. Itisthe dgctrine of the nfam-
he pever told bhm he was o deputys | ©us Powers; codorsed if we remember
that be pever juformed bim of auy|righily by Boreman, but dissented
change; that wheu Jones and Treseder | LFom DY Zune, abd 'this is the law as
were present he never told theimn ayy- laid  down al.present by the'Supreme
thing =zbout it. The defendants then | Courtof the Territory, and unuil re-
having been informed that Franks was | versed,must govern lu she
not a deputy-Marshal, had 0o idea that | Courts of Utab, ¢
they were violutinge the law. What{ I[& 18 in violstion of well known
Lhey did was under Lhe impressionthat [ and established privciples of jurispru-
they were doing nothing in violation of | dcbce. FPresumption of 1 fact cubnot
law, for, 18 we have shown, there was

|
t

|
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further, did he boid the office of dep-

vingicliveness thut bave diseruced the.

like others equally innocent of intrae- |y

only fo the absence of testimopy to
support it, butin spite of conclusive
evidence against 1t. Could zoything be
more preposterous aud subversive of
law and justice?

Bet why is thiz perwitted? Sjmply
bezuuse the end ip view 13 Lo send as
mapy *'Mormona’ as possible to
prisvn, aud the doctripe of the prose-
cution i3, “The end justides the
means,’’ This has appearcd t.umugn
the whole course of the ro-
cevdibgs against the “Mormous' in
the Utub courts. it is :a damnable
doctrine, It stamnps with ineffuceuble
obloguy all who advocate or act upgn
I, wudk i will blast Lo all eternity those
upjust stewards who 1bus misusc Lhe
authority briefly entrusted to them
when they stand betore the Eteroal
Judge and give zccount for 1his prosti-
tutivn of temporary power.

WIGGINS®' FAILURE.

“‘ProrEssoR' WiGgINs, of Canada,
cowes to grief over the fallure of bls
predictions relutive ty the great earth-
yuakes which were to huve Gevastated
ularpe portion of the Upited States
and a4 small part of Muxico yesterday.
He is betng, und fora few days puast
has been upmercifally bandled by a
big proportion of the presg, Lthose who
formerly scouted his pretensions join-
ing with those who are now ridiculing
bin, in meking the jman,feel as uan-
comfortable us possible. There is
little if  woything savoring of

spirit » of charity or considera-
tion in  e&oy of tthese ebulll
tions, and in their  text  and
coneciusions they bear the apgarcm.ly
inettucesble imprint of the scoffer; not
sl Wigsing deserves a d=fense, bot
Lhat they are too basty ip forufying
their own opposition to the fdeu ol
uwuything tuking place which they uare
uuible Lo explain.

Wiggins'ls an lndustrious 'and earn-
est worker jnoue ot the British ob-
|servatories i0 Capada. He is voL a
“reat map, dbd we very mnch guestion
il be has the eleroeuls  of grestuess
witlgn bim. But be is cotitled 10 some
respect, aud s opinlons should re-
celve decent cunsideration because ol
{the factk that be bas  studjed
thetm out o scecordalice with his traln-
1ug, etducation aud ihe rules governing
sC1eLLILC research, In this be has ex-
bivrted cowmendable indusiry and a
udesire to advince to a frout positon
swong the scieptists of the age; so
Lhar,

vlals of our wrath upon the nap him-
seil, overlooking the syslem upoon
which alope, duubtiess, ne fased his
concluslons? eupposing, for exarmple,
e saih been an emyloyd inu surveyor’s
ot ¢, and lbaviog wastered by
rute  apd experience the futricdte
s¢iences of trizngu.aifon, bad fullowed
those rules inihe cowputation of a
|clicleor the are of a4 circle ut & dis-
tavee, uid Buad tzHed short s fracrion
of ua iuch, wonid it be just to blume

jm LE bis equations were correct and
| the rules strictly followed? Hurdly.
Yot we conceive Wigkins, prescot pre-
'.thicumem to be,somewhsl simifar te
that.

success makes villainy a virtue,
while fajlure makes henesty a crime.
Had the strugeling scientist
wno is  now ympaled  upon
tbe lavce of the Press upnd
puclic opiniou huppened Lo kit it yes-
terdsy, the world would buve been at
Ibis leet to-diy. As it is, there are
none so poor us 10 do him reverenee,
He was lyulish for startlicyg the lgnor-
ant by apnouncipg as a certaiuty what
wi8 ut best but & hypotheticsl conclo-
slon, and fucorrisg the ridicule of the
culttvated by making bimself their

ke bad only cobubited with one wouwuanp, | victim in the event of fzilure. As-

tronomers ure the only purely sclen-
tflc wmen whose prediciious seldow
uil, but Wiguvins 15 evideutly not sn
usLIonoLuer.

THE FIRST WIFE NOT A

WITNESS.

IIN the First District Court at Provd on
Thursdzy, durieg the progress of the
case of James W. Loveless, indicted
for unlawful cohabitation, Mrs. Love-
less was cailled as.a witness for the
prosecution, but objected to by the
defvnse &8s Lhe legal wife of the defen-
dant, The Court decided to hear tes-
timony on tirat point, which be in-
structed the jury was not to be taken
in evidence, but wasonly tor the con-
sideration of 1he court. The lady tes-
Litled that she was the wife of the de-
fendant, and was married 10 him in
1847 ul Council Bluefis, lowa. n

being asked by the proseculfon
whether her husband hud otoer wives,

|

District | tiou.

the defence objected to the guestion
apd the Cowl susiained the objec-
The question of the ad-
missibility of wne evidence of the legat
wife agalost the husband wuas then ar-
rued swod authorities cited, and the
Court ruled that the wite was not a

Stund in fuce of prout to the contrury. | cowpetent Wilness in the case.

This action of Judge Henderson 1s
judicinl uutboriies, wilth rvcegnized

with the statutes of Uwth governing the

‘|the wilness apd of the

the

whben he falls short o1 what js |
aimed &L, woy sbould we ewpty the

legal wives have hecn compelled under

threas of imprisonment for contempt,

to testity avumipst their husbunds in

tie face of proteste on the partof the

defendaut.

Tuis, too, when the law i3 cleurly op-

posed ro such proceedings. “I'be prop-

osltlon in the new Edmunda biljw

muke the lawful wife a computent wit-

pess arainst the husband o cases of

polygumy and upnliwiul ¢ohsbitation,
ruised more opposition, perhaps, than
u.fv other teuture Of iue obuoxiols,
bfil. It was denon.znced Ly per-

sobns ol both politicul parties, as
a violation of principles recoguized
nlaw for centunes und enunciaied re~
freatedl_v by the Suprenie Court of the
‘United Suates. Toe endeavor to folst
it upon the statutes of the United
States was evidence that po law ex-
1sted permitting such aun outrage, forif
toere bad been u provision tobuat could
be rcasouably copstrued to coupten-
ance l1, there wonid bave been no need
to try to make special leglsiation con-
ceroing it .

But District Attorney Dickson,whose
teal for the law s 80 stroug thet bo
has no scruplies ebout pervertiog it in
order Lo secuare victims 1o ity proulties,
by quoting pue Ytah stutnte aud con-
cedling agother, apd by iwpirtiog
Lo the section clited 4 straiped upnd 1m-
proper meabing, clearly i opposition
to the intent of the framers, managed
to induce Juage Zute Lo rule in fuvor
of bls itlegal demand for Jawiul wives
to testify against their busbands in
cus¢s Of this character. The iaxcility
with which the District Attorney can
obtain the decision of tbuat court in
uwccord with bis desires, bus justified
lbe common rayvicy that Zane ¢s but
the echo of Dickxon.

‘The section relied upon by the Dis-
trict Attoruey for maging the lawfol
wife testify ugaiust the husbund is In
the Utab liws of 1884, p. 459, which
provides as follows:

‘A busband capnot be examrned for
or agaiust his wife, syithout ber con-
seyt, nor & wife aguinst bher busband
without bjs couse¢nt; por cun cituer,
duriong the marriage or atterward, be,
without the consent of tae other, ex-
atilined 4s 1O any comimupication wade
by one to the otber duripg the war-
riage; but this exception dues not ap-
pi¥ to a clvil uscuon or procieding by
obe ugainst tbe otheyr,”

The pojnt dwelt nppon by the
Dintrict Attorbey wus Lbhal 1u the
offense ol polygamy or unlawini
cohubitation the husband com-
mits a crime agaiust the wife.
But he did not take 10to consideration
vhe fiuportany fact thas in Luese cuscs
4 mun is nut charged with a criwe
sgalnst nis wife, Siedoes 6ot acceuse
nim, she does not ¢iaim (o bive been
lojured, in most cases she has been o
purty to Lhe proceedings which the Juw
seeks to make crpwipaf, aoud it is Dot
intimated in the indictment that the
defendeny bas commutted sny offense
wewinast BlS wife,

To s¢tile the meaning ol the law,
aowever, there is snother section gcun-
sined in Utab lawsy of 1878 which bhus
0oL been repealed and which will be
found un page 1561:

“*See, 421. kxcept with the consent
f both, vr ipocases of criminal vie-
lence upon one by the other, neitbher
diusbznd nor wife are competeut wit-
nessces for or aguinst eacn other, ina
criminal action or proceediny Lo which
one or both are partjes”

This expluins tbe weanivg of the
words ‘a4 ¢rime commilted by one
aguinst the other. The wife shonld
ue protected by law from crimiual vio-
lence on the part of the husbaud.
Toat iy the jutent of both statutes. IL
isin barmony with fnpumerable pre-
vedents und 18 sustajoped in principle
by jadicisl decizions of the bighest
conriy fn the Mates and of the nation.

We hope this mustier oo s proper
-pccusion will be {nkly tested, snd Lba
the richts of witnesses may come to
be respected in th& courts of Utab.
Al presetl on numy occasions they
yré not protccied, but even ladies ure
iublected 1o treatinent which 1akes
very decent man’s blood boil with
indiznation. It way scem to some in-
dividuais who ure nov moved bLy the
nobler impulses of humanity, that the
best way t0 bring 1 communiy jnto
subjection to a law which they resent,
18 L0 proceed Lo exlremes, Use every
trick aud scheme kpown Lo petti-
foggery, und even pervert the
law 10 base* uses, but the
better class of marnkind will view such
aoipgs with contempt, and the time
must come when law and decency in-
stead ol illegul rulings and merciless
severity will prevail In the D'u#trict
Courts of Ut.alll). -

— - ——
LITTLE COLORADO STAKE
CONFERENCE.

The Quarterly Conference of the Lit-
tle Colurado Siske of Zlon met at St,
doseph, September 4th, Joseph H.
Richards acting Presideut. St..Joseph,
Wilford and Tonto Basin Wurds were
represented. A good spiric prevailed
apnd wuch encourseement und conso-
lation were given by the speakers. The °
zenera] and local authorities were sus-
iuined and the Saiots manifested y de-
termination to Iive taeir religion.

8. G. Lapp, Clerk pro tem. 3

]

Mr. J. E. Bonsal, New DBloomfield,
Pa., clerk of the several courts Perry

tism for more than thirty yeaps. Alter

It | principies of law and public policy,ind | spendiny hundreds of dollurs with dif-

ferent physicians, and tr¥ing every

rules of evidence: Buiit is in direct | known remeay without beneti,be nsed

e course pursned [ St. Jacobs Oil,wblch effected an entire
stand, aod convict a defendant, notlin tne Third PDistriet Court, where|cure, . .

When | strictly in accord with a Joog line ot Co., Pa., was afflicted with rheuma-

r
[



