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there has never been any ussoc[allan| H. G. McMillan testified—I remem-! In addressing the'jury, Mr. Rawlins

between the two famities; could not
suy what the exact date of the visit 10
Quden was; heasked me if [ would
Itkg 10 o to Ogden, and | told him yes;

be¢'was only in wy rooin on the occa-: any statewment to the court as to his|tion existineg between them.

sions mentioned 10 my answers to Mr.
Dicksou; have never lived with the de-
fendunt us his wife sioce the 1st of
May, last year,

’1‘{; Mr. Dickson—He may have ac-
cotpunied me to the depot when we
went to Ogden &nd drove me howme
when we returned. f

bey wifen Mr. Arnold pleaded ggllti' Lo
{ the charge of unlawiul cohabitation;
it was in April, 1885, .
| Mr. Rawlins—Bid Mr. Arnold make
iotentions? .
Objected to by Mr, Dickson, ()bjec-
tion sustained, A
Mr, Rawlins argued that it was mate -
ria]l evidence in thecase,as the promise
mtnde at that time wus a disclaimer of
defendant's relationship with his
plural wité, It would be but the in-

yargoed that the azrecment bebween toe
delendant and bis polygzmous wife,
dud the former's promise made In
| court, dissolved tue polygumous relu-
Their
children, nowever, were lepitimate,
There had grown up between Lhe
i parents, durfug wheir years of associa-
tloa, feelings .of affection lor cuch
otuer, whicu could not Le sundered iu
i mowent, ¢ad which wovi be con-
sidered n dealing  with  this
jquestion.  The  defencant, not-

Alicia Arvold testitied—The defen- | ference that he hud held her out to the | withstauding  these ' clrenmstances,

dant is wy fstber; I have lived at iy | world a8 his wife sioce that time, Had | and

i adverse puoblic feeliny, bLua

motoer’s durtng the past two yvars; | it been his lawfal wife tbe divorce | promised 10 obey the Jaw. e had,

{ather bas been home every nicbi, save |

obe, wlenever he wuas in the citv, and

would have been admissible, but us in
this casetne marriuge was nou legal,

nowever, continued 1o visit his child-
ren, The District Attorucy bad said

thut wus when he atopped ut the vther | ibe ouly way possible for pim was to | & could not do this, but the attectivos

hunge-—the occasion of the child’s sick-{ make 4 public

ness,
Eliza Gardoer was the next wltness.
Sue wsaid: [ live jo the Fourteenth

Ward; kvow Fanoy Arnola; my resi- | Jated to 4 period vrior to the drst dute | offspring. 1t wus sai

cgenc: Is three bivcks away from ber
place; previous to two months azo I
JIved civse to her bouse—next Jdoour; I
know defeudant; buve been acquuinled
with bimm 1wo years; | saw him at
Fanuy Arnold’s frequently during last

declarstion, which he
bad dooe. They wanted to show that
he promised Lo obey the faw,

My. Dickson suitd the question re-
io the imadiciment, end was not ma-
terial.

The Court roled that this evidence

| miebt be admitted.

Witness, to Mr. Rawlins—Mr, Ar-
nold promised the Court that he would

suinmer—could Dot suv bow often; bhe | obey the Jaw in future; this was on
wa3 there sometimes in the afiernoon | the 13th of April, 1885,

and other tiwes in the mornioy; bave
beeu io the boure sjoce the 1st of May,
1855, nod have scen defendant there;
have uever seen the detencunt there ut

nlzbt;hé nsuallywent in tbe back door, |

and came gut toe sutue way; the house
fronts 2u the street; bave seen Mr.
Artuold there duriog the present year.
To Mr. Riawlins—ile came 10 the
bouse the same way visitors usuaily

0.
Fauny D. Arpold was recalled by

Mrs. Alieln Arpold testitied—I am
the wile of the defendunt; since May
-1st, 1885, be has lived at my bouse; ne
Wiy abseyﬁt in Februdry aod April,
1336, and i October aud Nuvember,
1§85; he was away from the Territory;
bre was in Ogden fu)3sh, when they were
bullding the rallway track; he wuas not
absent frow bome last Junuury; he
lived with me wheu he was in the city,
and took his meals at nome; he al-
ways stuyed at my touse at nighty, ex-

Mr, Dickson and suid—I invited the cejpt onceln the suimmer of 1853,

delendaut Lo come and take meals with
the children; we all ate togeiher.

Jonn Tyler, clerk ot the Broomi

Hotel, Ogden, testited—I am elerk st
the Broom Hotel; was there during
the mouth ¢f May, 1895; [ know the
defgndant; he came there io May,
1585, ln compuuy with a judy; he re-
gistered as ') 1. Arnold*? uwad My,
Artoid; I saw the lady with bim, apd
ugked bim Lo register; bhe did B0 und
slzned **Me. Arnold ;" he sa1d be wanted
two roows. (The Lotel register was
stiown to the jury.) The rooma ad-

To Mr. Dickson—] wus ar Ogdea
with bim on several occasions, and
sometimes stayed over night.

Mr. Rawlips stuted that the defense
bad one other witoess whom tbey
wished 1o introduce—Dr. Beuedict;
Capt. Greenman haa been ]ookm% for
itllimbuf.hac! not succeeded in finding

ira.

| "It 'was learned that Dr. Benedict was
at South Jordan, so the defeuse rested I
without bis evidence,
Mr. Ihcksou make the openingarga-
megt to the Jury, claiming that the de-

jolned esch other, wud were counected | fendeut’s copduct bad beeu such as to

with u door.

lead the neighbors to believe tnat his

Tg Mr. Itawlins—The rooms were|relalions witphis former plural wife
sepurate; the defendunt usked 1or two | bad not terintuated. Mr. Dickson did | covtormed to it and disregaraed (he

rooms: he did not select the rooms; 1
cave them to bim.

defcndant  bad

| vot bellevy  the
k ‘to  obey the

cept his promize

ot his neart said he must. The prose-
| cation usRed what no man with the in-
stincts of munhood coutd do,—tury a
deut c¢ar 1o the appeuls of his inbocent

| porl them. But the were support of
Lemier culldied Wus but 4 smuil part of

[a parent’s duty. Uhey needed
his  fostering cure, and  there
should be BRo eusure attacped

to um lor visitiug themn daily, it he
considered it necessary. The luw was
Dot 50 harsh as Lo forhid these visits,
theugh the District Atiorney demanded
it, leal Lhe man wus so debaved that he
W disregard bis solelun promise in
COou.., and violute the law. The most
that could be sald of the defendant was
thut he Dbad ¥lsited his forwer pojyg-
uwwons wile snd her childrea, le nad
ceused 10 cobabit with ber, and pro-
clafed that fact to the world.  But
thut  proclamation did not - re-
auire that he should become a brute
und cust her and ber chidren adriit
She sull lovked to him lorsupport and
uadisiance im resriiy thelr chlidren.
He sbould surely buyve the privilege of
sutootbing the path of thut life thut
wus DOwW Bcarcely worth the living,
sioce sbe liud becu deprived of the care
of & husband. Yet the District At-
toroey suys toe Juw wlil not permit It;
thet it would not permit the woman to
receeive  any  altentipn  whatever.
Tne man’ who, uoler the cvidence
in this cuse,.cutne tu the conclusion
that tie detendent was ygnilty, must
i Rimselt be ol Lbat corvupt nutite -that
be would perform an wct \put no de-
cent man would be pzuilty .0f. 1f the
Jaw wus as inhawuan as the Distriet
Attorney sald it was, the mun who

life of his offspring was uuwortby the
uame of w wau. 12 tae defeadant was

Deputy Marsbut Tom F.Smith was | law and sbagdon bis secoud wile for | convicted under the evidence in thin

sworn aud sajd—I1 kuow deteudunt; |24 bours. Deputy Franks hud walcbed | puse, 1 would be

know where Fanuy Avvolid lives; have
seeu the defeudant cowing out of Lhat
hnouse since the 19t of Juunury, 1856;
that was betwecn 8 apd ¥ o’clock o the
morning;: the boy was wuiting jo a
buggy outside; he bad his bul and

overcoul on; that was on the 24th day | some requests to make of the (Pourt in
of Juptury, oneund o hall nours after | reference Lo ihe charge ot the jury.

sunrise.

Miss Alicia Arnold was recalled and |

sald her fatber usualiy left home be
fore v 2 m.

Depuly Marshal E. A, Franks said-—
I saw defendant go io and out of
Funay Aruold’s bouse several times fu
Junnary last; I saw hiw zo ioto the
house uetweea 7 und 8 o'clock inthe
evenioy, and come out between 10 und
11. He then went up to the Coutinen-
tal; this was ou tbe 1oth of Javuary; I
saw him apuin on ihe evening of the
171; he cawe out abuut 11 o'clock,
wedt Op town and returned,

Two Mr. Rawins- ‘The defendant was
at the Coatinental about 10 on the
night of che 15th; { followed Lim right
up; do novkoow wiere he went after
he left the hotel; ot the nizht of the
17th e went intu 1he house about ¥; he
catue outubout 11, went up to the Cou-
tinental; foilowed blm oack to the
house, ubd 1 saw him enter §t; I theun
passed on Lo First Nortk Street; do

‘ pot know where went.

The prosecution them rested their
case and, court adjourned to [0a. m.
to-day.

This morning the defenss recalled
E. A. Franks tor turther cross-exami-
netion. [e testiicd—On the 17Ln of
Junuvary last, when I suw the defend-
ult go from Fanny D. Lisne]l's bonse,
he went {o the Continental [lotel; be
called uatthe telephone lor Dr. Bene-
dict; he next went into the bar-room,
und theo returneci to Lhe house; there
wasa lght there; be went o at the
front door; on the 15th I watched lam
g0 to the house; thurc was a light
there then.

Dr. H. J. Ricbards was called for the
defense, aud said—[ um a practicing
physiciun and sorgeon; about the iUy
of Jaly, 184, { was called to visit the
defendant's sick chaild, st the house on
First West Screet; 1 preseribed furthe
child, and advised them to keep it out
doors us much 43 possinle sud take jt
out riding; 1t was goite ill.

To Mr. Dicksou—I left Lthe city fora
tew wecks a couple of days sfter I ut-
teucled the child. .

Jumes Juck testitied—] am ac-
Jguafuted with defendant; bis busincss
oflice is at the sume place as mine; he
uscally comes betweeu 7 and 8 o’clock
a. .

Funole 1). Lipne!'l testified—I had
sickness in my family last January:
Dr. Bepedict called there with Mr.
Arpold on oue occasion; two of the
chtidren were ill wilh sore throat; it
wag about the mddle or latter part of
January; we feured 2u attack of diph-
theria. :

To Mr. Dlickson—Dr. Benedict was
there ouce at night; It mipght bave beun
10 p.m.; he came several times in
the daytime; the children were sick
durioy tbhe remzinder of that uouth.

To Mr. Rawling—Diphtoerin  wuy
prevsient at thut time, and [ feared L.

a

’ meany to Hve or dwetl together ns husbund

hiw visit the plural wife on two eveon-
ings in Jauwnary. The conduct of the
defendant, us shown by the evideoce,
;:'.as such that the jury should convict
im. -
“Mr. Rawlios sald the defense had

‘Fhey wuaoted the following inatruciions
given: E

1. Cohnlitatioy in the sense of the lnw

iippessivle for him to
ruy that he would obey the Jaw
because he could not learn whut that
lew required. The Court had suid ne
could visii, und now lhe proseccution
wanted him seni 1o the penitentiary for
doiug  80. If u¢ was convicied, it
would s.op ull progress at Lriuginy
euple witnin 1he lsw.  The exunple
0 LL1y cuse would pe poinved to for the
eifects 0f prowisiug to ohserve the faw,
and that example wouid be sutficient

and wife. and before yon can ilond thy de-
fendant guiiy, you muel be snosfed from
the evidence” beyond i reasonrble doubt,
thut the defundant, while living with lis
lawlul wife, Alwia Arnold, alsoJlved or
dwelt with*Fanny Dory Lionell, within 1he
])lil'lud tuentioned in 1he indictont, ashis
wife.

2. Cohabitation meaus haviog the same
hubitatlon; nét & sojourn, & hubit of vieit-
Lng, O ¥ remang for a e there must
he yowmething more thin mere meretsoclons

| futercourso.

4. 1t the jury find froh the evidence thot
the defendunt, bafore the lst day of May,
1885, wilhdrew himeelt frop his second
wifo, und Thererficr censed t&hold her out
or ieknowledge heris such, but lived and
dwrelt with lus lawtel wife, ostensibly re.

| fruininy from dywelling with such unlawfgl

wife, though he sup&»ortcd and visited b

and her children, iied though she way hal

becu somotlnes known nws or called Afys.

Armnold, you should fud the Jdefendang npt
t Ruilty.

. I yon ind that tho defondant merety

| vlsited the house of Fanna Dora Linnel] for
the purpose of soding or inqguiring after the
welfure of hev or bisehildron, or ascertain-
ing their wants, Lot not for the purpose of
marits] assoeiation or holding her out or
| ackpowledming lher an 1s wife, and that he

dld nog held her out or claim her us such,

you shauld find the defendant not guilty.

5. The word vigit. nceording to its ofdi-

| nary und wrual significktion, eeans to keep
up the ieterchange of cwilltlen; tu nraeticy
gumf Lo see othera.

6. IT yourhonld iind that the defondant
penssed s oight at the house of Faony Dorg
Linnell, iu cavmglor apd nursing u sick
cluld, the cirenmstinee vught not to Le
considered agimst him,

7. The jury should not convict the de-
fendant unleéss you find bevond n renson-
stlite doubt thiat the defendunt within the
time specified in the indictment, lived with
or held gut as his wito Fanny Dora Pinuell.
What is meant by halding ont in this sense
fa sucl language ind condact on the part of
the defendant a8 would lend the world w
Lelieve that the pavties . were azsorinting
and living together as husband and wife.

Mr. Rawlins raid the Snpreme Court

| had tixeu the meanipg of the word co-
hubitation as dwelling together us
husband and wife, and this detinition
i hud a special bedaring on this case. The
defenduant had disavowed his relation
with the polygnwoeus wite,and bad on-
I¥ visited his children. It would be
unreasooabie to ray this copstituted x
crime. The chbilaren were lezitimnte,
baving been made so by the Edmunds
law. Because the polygamous wife
had becu called Mrs. Arnold was not =
reason for conviction, lor the defeund-
| ant couid not help that, IHe had ceased
to clalm her a8 his wife. A public
| avowal of this gct had beep miade In
Court, thereby réwoving all poasibili-
ties of leadicg people to bulrewe that
they still waintained the rejition of
hinaband and wife. There was po habit
:l\uldlrepu feof marriayge 13 the case on

riul.

L6 deter olpners from ziving
similur  assurance. The  District
Attoroey himseit would sot know how
to live to conterm to nis owndetinition
of the Juw, and wowld find nimseit in
u fix It Lbe should be converted und
bapiised, -‘that is if they would not
boid Ll wouver, wrich I think they
would.” Tue jury in tis case woold
uvot be justiied in inging any other
verdict vul that of eot xniiLy.

‘I'he court took recess ugtil  p. m.

‘I'nis alerneon. K. 3, Kicharas made
@ powerlul argament betore the jury,
pointils ont Lthe sbsurdity of the Dis-
irict Avlorney?s clabw thut the defeyd -
ant bad viojeted bis promise made to
the Conrt. ‘I'ne visits he had wade 1o
the home of Fanry D. Linoell were
only Lhose which were justituble, und
it was beneath the digpiiy of the gov-
evoinent to vindiciively pursue a wan
for visiting and nursing his children
when they were ill.  [o order to pro-
| cure a coavictiou, the steps of the de-
fendant had been dogged 1or weeks by
deputy mursbals, and the worst thut
could be said of nim was that he wus

giving 4id to a sick child. ‘I'ne bovor
of tpe prosecution of he de-

tepdunt wus shown in the course
tollowed by the officers. g
bad promised to obey tue-law, and
thun the deputies Lagd houcded hhno
oigut and duy, @ fad somethigy
agdinst . Had he vigited his chifid-
reu by steaith, that would have been
brougut against bim. But hu bad vis-
ited thew openly, as he had o right to
do, under the instructions of the court,
spu for tha!l he was  relenllesaly
loliowed by the District Atlorney,
Toere was oue thing he did besides vis-
iting his children, snd thut was to tuke
Lheir tnother ont mding. And whbay a
terrible offense in the eyes of tire Dis-
triel Atloroey! If the jury guve a ver-
alct of guilty in tuls case, it would
mesn  that 1 ever o  nen  who
| promised to uhey the law
should be in the presence of his
forraer wife, or should visit his
children under her care, he was gullty
of acrimme. [ithis wus true, the law
was more cruel tbun the .anosg
tyranpical edicts that had been fssued
by Fagan Kipgs, aud was not entitled
to uoy respecl. But thls was pot
ibe Jaw. These parties had been
husbaud apd  wife, 1uat relation-
ship  terinipatea  April 13, 1885,
amt bad oot been resumed,  The aets
ot the tefendant under these circum-
stunces were jonocent, and be was
therelore entitled to acquigtal.

Mr. Dicksou clused 19r the prosecu-
tion. ile npposed glving the {uslruc-
tious asked tor Uy Loe defense. 1o ad-
dressing the jury he said the laws
ugaiost polygmoy and uniasw ful cohub-
titation  had  mever  beeu  reapec-
ited in this Territory. ‘The law was

e might sup-

not more severe thad was Decessary
anc usual when crime was committed.
It might be true that inoocent children
were compelled to suffer, but that
couldinot be prevented. As for the
woman suffering, she knew when she
murrled the defendant that it was a
‘1elony, and pust bear the suffering
therefor. They both committed the
deed and must bear the cross. however
beavy it might seem, It had been said
ber lile was not worth living when she
was  deprived of =  husband,
but Bhe ouly had herselt
to blame for the pain they suffered.
| Tielr children, thouch innozent, woull
have to suffer, but that could wot Le
i helped and mist be buroc. When the
nidrderer was executed, it might break
the beart ot his-innocent wife and
being iznominy va ionocent children,
but  tbut mwade po differeuce. It
might be,us suggested by Ar. Rawlins,
thut the District Atlorney might be
converted and shake hands with trait-

ors. if he did he shonld bhe
made to feel the weight of
the law, He’' did not want

the defendant convicted for visiting his
Bick cbildren. It Was not necessary
for him todo as he did. He might
have seul a carriage to take his chbitd
out ridiug, und 0ot gone gone himself.
If be had only visited the house when
the children were siek, that wight be
excused, When the defendant prom-
ised to obey the law, the polygamous
wife wnos his wlie still. It was
sald that  the marriage,  be-
iny  llegzl, ecould npot be dis-
solved by divorce. Rut this defendant
shounld have dore all in his power to
make it appurent, not only to the cousrt
butiouli, Lbat e meant tno keep his
word when be suid he would keep the
luw, and should bave filed a bil witk
the court setting forth the facts, aumd
usking the court to make u decree set-

lirg forih that ihe marriage
between bim  and Lis plu-
rel wife wius illegal und

void. Every man who mude the prow-
ise should do this, and put ap ¢nd to
the polvgamous status. It was thetr
dury'to do thls and the status could
oot be ehubped in any other way. The
defendsut had ot doue thls, so both
wolmen were his wives still. if thls

was not done, there was no place al
which the line of cohabitation could
be drawn. 1If Lhe womau was di-
vorced he could visit her at any time,
nud al3o visit ber chiliren. 1lé mixht
cven sleep under tbe sume roof witn
her, and cominit no offense against the
Jlaw or good wmorals. But as this de-
fendunt had not dissolved the refutions
with bls polyramons wife by a decree gf
the court, he could not viwit her us he
had douoe, witheut eausing the coucln-
sioa thut the relation of husbavnd and
wife was still maintained. Taoe jury
might say that wben tne woman or her
children were slck he wight  visit
them, but not &t amny other time. He
could provide {or them wuen in health,
but must abstain from visiting them

while they are livibg with their
mather. He could send This
tuwiul wite aud have her

bring the children to blm, where %
could give what case he chose, but that
wad 8 far ay be could be prrinitied 1o
go unless be bad the uulawiul marriuge
unnulled. The law wus uot ajmed at
meretriclons intercourse, but }o breuk
up the polygamons youscholdsad put
awuy Lhe sewmblance oI‘Polygumy from
this commuoalty.’ vuny  people
|growing up In Utah could
pot lewrn tu respect the monogu-
wous howe if the polygeinous home
wiy permitted to exist by its side. It
was Lhe evil exampie of puH’gnmy that
Wwas soughit Lo be removed, apd the
atatus ol the Poly'gamouu tumly must
be dissolved, In the present case toere
was uo evidence Lhat there haq beeu
aty chanze io the muyoerof living alter
{.he defendunt maqe the desired prom-
se.

Mr. 8heeks corrected Mr. Dickson
in this statement, but the latter roas-
seried it 48 troe. .

The IMstrict Attoruey said the visit
| to Qgden within u 1wouth of Lhe time of
| the detendant's appearaace ln court OG
the former charge, and writing pfs
name on the register, for that of bis
polysamous wife, wes copcinsive evi-
deuee agaiust the defendaat. That zct
slone waus sutlicient to cunvict.

Tae Conrt instyncted the jury that, if
they found that the defecount, dusiny
| the perlods numed in the iodictment,
bavigr a iczal wile aorl aigo s po yg-
umous wife, assoclated with the latter
nnder such clicumstauces iy toindicute
that he held her pul asw wile, they

should ¢onvict. HHo vcould wvisit
his  childreu, bot showld do
it under circumseinces that would

ot fndicate thai he wuasassociating
with their motber as ber nonsband.
It was oot pecessayy for a divorce to
be obtained from tlie second wifu, The
fact that they bad been murried should
| be takeu into consideration, as should
also the promisc of the defendantin
wourt. All of tive facts should he cou-
sidered in foding a verdict,and coming
10 « conclnsion as to whether

| he bejd ont FaunleD. Lianaell to the

world s his wife and cohabited with
her 4% such.
Thbe jury then retired [a charge of an
ofllcer, } .
The jury returned a verdict of guilty
| on all viiree couats.

]
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FROM DETROIT.

A PRISON AND PRINCIPLE PRESERVED,
LDETTER THAN THE WEALTII OF THE
WORLD AND WEAKNESS.

Housk or CoRRECTION,
DETROIT, MICHIGAN, -
September 20, 1836,

Editor Deseret News:

Deur Brother—FPerhaps I am tres-
passingin writisy so olten, but I feel
thut our condition partly justitles me
in lmposing boin upvn you aumi yoaur
redtlers, #3 il appearstu us toe only
mennsd by which we can reach all who
nuve so {iheratly,butn in word und deed
befricnded us b our npenvisble sitva-
t.on. Muanyof our fricuds earnestly
reiquest ug w write to thein and we are
48 unxtous 1o do 1i; but it iy impossi-
ble, us even these few lioes dre sent
you lbrough the special kinduess ot
our depaty, who exteuds L@ us every
favor the prison roles will allow. If,
bowever, all the Saints appreciated
Lhe pages of the Newa as hleculy as we
prisoocrs in Detroit do, there wounlg
certainiy be n copy in every house
and all would read sk lexst part of this -
our huwble communication ;the Nkws,
Bikuben,Millennial Ntar, P. L. Jovrnal,
Juvenile Instrucior and Histerical Ke-
cord never fail, und ihe Kra and
Svenste Marolden we recelve part of
the e, tor ull of which we heartily
thankk our brethren, &8 wlso [og books,
pamphlers and otber similar fasprs. 1
#180 foel 10 expruss my specidl thanks
Lo the editor uf Bitulben Tor bis kind-
bess in taklog the trouble to trausiate
iy letter for the benett of my Scand]-
uuvian frieids while I canool periorm
my real duty to write to him specially;
hoivever, It is not only those who have
Lrjed to lirbten our burden here with
lterary blessiogs that 1 desire o ex-
press my gratitudle to 2t present; there
are waoy ways in whick both we and
our families have been remermbered by
the Sejuty, for which words arc inade-
yuate Lo express ous Leellogs of grati-
Lude. .

Ul health is at present good with
the exception that { am ecousidersbly
puined by rheumatism. Qur hope ut
deliverance helore our term ot sen-
tence is out is not gulte dead yet, but
Is Ladly shakea. ‘T'me entire ubsence
of auy fairoess or {ustice toward us fu
the pust lexves Hut & mmeagre hope for
any ¢lemeucy in the {uture. {story
furnishes but few instances or pural-
leis of 50 uujusl und atroctous a crime
againgt funocent men us we have been
subjected to hy what ought to be courts
of justice, and we can Lot paturstly
suppose that even if the President
should be disposed t0 grant us u par-
don, he will be so intlwidated vy our
eneimes sl 80 inligeyced by fulse roe-
portsthut he will drop the whote thing,

We cunnot deny that we are sick and
tired of prison life; [ bave heard auna
read of encient Selonts being Imprisoncd
for the Gospel'd sake, hut 1y imagina-
tion pever conld comprehend the feel-
ingsof 2 prisoner in his lonely cell,
thousands of miles from all that ia
near and dear Lo him: It 18 agoay that
words fall to express; but while we
driok the biiter cup of hate,
envy apd mulielous bhatred, poureu
tull unto us by our enemles, we rejolce
in the knowledge that there is no clond
S0 ¢ark 1or no st 30 thick but 1hat
ut some time the sup will ogain send
its illumlugtinq rays through it, and
that when’the duy dawns, when the
cup Of the wrath of a just God shail be
tilled, and He shall suy toere shall no
more beg vea thine, then I hope my
garments shall be clean from the biood
of this geueration, and though to-day
I feel the burden bs heavy an grlevous
to benr, yet the wealth ot a Vanderhil
or the power ot a Bismarck outside the
Gospel vf Christ, would weigh as air in
the scales 1o exehaoge for cternal life.

The poet's words, aiter all was lost,
are worth remembering: .

“The best of all I st1l] iave left,
My taith, my Bible ond my God.”

We were greatiy disappointed in not
seeipg Brother Calne or hearing any-
thing from Lim, but suppose it could
not be avolded. Friendr, pleuse re-
member us with e word now and then.

Your brother sud fellow-laborer in
the Gospel of Christ,

Cux. I. Kemre.

P. §.—Three weeks ago [ saw all the
brethren from ldabo, they were all
well and feft well. C.I. K.

S
BIRTIIS.

Pear 80N-=To tile wife of Henry Perrson,
of the, 215t Ward, of (hls city, on OctoLer
Sth. niine boy, welghing 12 pounds. Mother
and child prespering. —

KELLY-Tao the wife of John Kelly, Port.
age, Utal, October lat, at half-pnst 11 a.m.,
o Hnc sen.
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A (Clear Skin

\is only a part of beauty,
lbut it isi Lpart. Everyla&,y'
may hav :it; ‘at least, what
it.  Magnolia
freshiens and

looks Jil e
i Balm hiith
beautifie: -
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