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Homielde at Goose Creek.—By
letter tromn Jumes Stoddart, dated
Qakley, 7th inst , we learn tbat news
had just Leen received there that p
uegro sheep berler, nawed Gobo, who
it i ciaimed {s well known in certain
purts of Utaly, bas becnshot by cattle-
men. We are proised the particulars

23 500D 48 Lhey caa be uscertaived.

Accidental Death.—Neplt Stewart,
whbose home is in Paysou, met with a
violent death while on bis way home
from Tiutic on the 7th iost. He
passed through llomansville about 11
a.m., and four hoars jater was fouud
onty half a mile from thal place beside

dleton was postponed in consequrncel The Court averruled the objection. ‘lrﬁout a year:’she had four chdldren;
l Mcssrs., Bemis and Scott were t.hen] last saw Ler early in 18%5; the founrth

of the €ickness of Hon. K. 8. Ricnards,
one of the connsel for the defense.

By tonseut of counselior the plaia-
Liff the cases of Moses Thatcher vs,
Josiab Hendricks, same vs. Job Webb,
same v5. Geo. Broan, same vs, James
Cowley and suine vs. Niels Nelson,
were continued for the terwm.

est of Judge R. K. Williams, |

By reqhu
W, ¢.Child,8r.,nus given t.lllTuesdu.{.
February 17th, in which to plead, in
order that his attorney may hove an
opportunity to look over the ruling of
the Supreme Court in the 800w cases,
His Honor then stated that to day
wus the date set for passiog scntence
gu C. W. Hemenway, editnr of the

Ouden Heraid, and requested that gen- |

tleman to staud up sid state if he had
anoy reasou why seutence should not
be pussud npoa ks for the (irst of the
three cases of libel of which he had
been couvicted.

Juodge Willlums represented Mr.
Hewenway and stated thatbis conduet
durinyg the probationary period allowed
by the Courtslnce the couviciiou bad
heen such as to commend itseif to his
honor, and reminded the Court that the
defendaut was the first person who had
been prosecuted for newspaper libel in
the Territory.

Judgs Powers then reviewed the
case, reminded the defendant that the
law allowed hiw to impose a fue of
$1,000 and imprisou him for ooe year,
and concluded by saylug:

‘““The sentence of the court is, in
case No. 694, that you pay a flne of
$200 and costs of prosecatioa, and that
you stand committed until the tioe 1s
paid. In the other two cases, Nos,
686 and 753, sentence is suspended.
1 have not thought it was oy
doty, in view of the course vou
have taken, that I shonld inflicta jua-
jshment, or that this puuishinent
rhould be severe. 1 have endeavored
simply tv do that whieh would eall
your attention, perhaps more foreibly,
to the fact that the law of libel ruust
not be violated, aud to call the atien-
tion of others to that fact—as an ex-
ample to the public, apd as a punish-

his wagon, whichk bad tipped over upon
j1s side. He had evidently been
thrown to the ground wheu the wagon
tipped, and struck upom the backof
his head. e was unconscivus when
found and remained so up to the time
of his death. Walter Gardner and
John Miller, of Homanpsville, did all
that was possible to resoscitate Liiw,
bot the doctor who was suinmoned
from Eurcka sald there was uo hope
for bim. His body aud team were saent
on to bis friends at Payson.

Trim Your Trees.—Now is the time
to thoroughly trim the trufl snd shade,
trees and destrov the moth egxs, whice
are t¢ be found in bands eucireling thh
twigs or smaller limbs, and which will
after awhile develop into  eaterpillars
to denude the trees ot their leaves aud
destroy the froit, crawjintooor hoases
rod make 2enaitive people shudder at
finding thom upon their persons. A lit-
tig trouble 311t D0 & onthe part of those
who own trees, If a]l willact unitedly,
will effectually rid our gardens of the
caterpillar pest, and that too without
injuring the trees or destroying their
symmetry, for only the very small
limhs, and as 4 general thing cnly the
ends of them will nzed to be trimmed
off, apd burned, to clesr the trees of
them entirely.

A Narrow Escape.—Whilea team,
the property of Brother Ezra T. Clark,
of Farmington, was coming up Sonth
Tcm?le Street, past the south gate of
the Temple block, to-day, with a load
ol hay oo the wagon & slight breakage
of some part of the vehicle occarred
when the wheels struck the railway
track, to remedy which the driver de-
sceuded from Liis load and unbitched
his horses, leaving thew untastened
while ke busie hiwmself about
the wagon, at once the
animals took It joto thelr heads
to run away ond started so
suddenly that the driver was nnable to
catch the lines, which were dragging
upoh the ground. OUu reaching a poliut
opposite the old Councll Hopse they
overtook a buggy in which Mrs. John
Wardrobe, Jr.,and three children were
riding, and there the frantic animals
attempted 1o separate and pass oo

either sidcof the vehicie. The lines
by which they were cunnccted
prevented their doing so  and

at the same time threw the buggy top,
which was resting behind, so vlolemFy
forward as to sinke the lady upon the
head, tear loose some of the braces by
whicn the top was supported - and
otherwise dumuge the bupgy, besides
thoroughly frizhtening its occupants.
Had it not been- for oue of the run-
away animals fulling down just after
the collision and the horse attached to
tie buggy belug an unusually quiet and
safe animal, the cousequence must
have been much more serious for the
lady and the children, whose cscape
{rom infury was rather a narros one.
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FIRST BDISTRICT COURT.
EDITOR BEMENWAY FINED Fol LIDEL.

in the First District Court held
at Qeden yesterday, the case

ment to you for the offapse charged .
Mr, Hemenway was then rematded
to the custody of anoflicer.

THIRD DISTRICT COURT.

CASE OF 8, §i. B, SMITH IN PROGRESS.

NO CASF FOR THE PROSECUTION—BUT
TUE YERDICT 1§ JUST THE BAME.

Our report of yesicrday’s proceed-
jogs in the Third District Court closed
with elght persons having bevn selected
as jurymen for the case of S. H. B,
Smith and the jssuance of a special

venire for 50 more names frowmn
which to complete the panel.
After Court wasi  opened this

moruing a call was made for 1 W.
H. Remington, 46 Josepn R. NMergan,
53 Moroni Gillespie and 4 Wm. A.
Crahtree, a1l of whom responded.

W, H. Reminzton did mot believe it
rif;ht. for a man to have more thaa one
wife, and was passed.

Mesars. Morgan, Glilespie and Crab-
tree believed 11 ploral marrlage, and
were excused. W

Mr. Reminﬁmn in & general way had
formed uu opinion us to the zuilt of the
accuged. It would require evl-
dence to remove that epinion,
If & man wias arrested charged
with crime, be would couelude
ke was guilty, but would be guided Sy
evidence. Challenged by defense.

To Mr. Dicksou — Believed al sac-
accused of uulawin! cohabitatiou to be
pullty,

Court — You had better stand gside.

The following urmed and numbered
were then called for: 50 Esaac A, Emu-

ery, 41, H. N. Greene, 107 ¥. H. Bemis

2ot 20 George M. Seott.

l[.sr!r. Emery wus excused for bis be-
ef.

H.N. Greene,of the firm of Knowlden
& Greene, real estale awents, did vot
believe 1u&l=ural matriage,nor did F. 4.
Bemis or George M. Scott, who fol-
lowed,

Mr. Greene bad ne bias against the
detendant; was friendly with hiw;
knewsome of the facts in the case,
and had formed sn naquuilitied opinion.
Chullenved and cxcused.

F. H, Bemis was o miner; he koew
nothing of the cuse, und had no opiu-
fon or prejudice; weuld give the de-
fendant the beneft of the doubt the
law allowed hun.

Geo. M. Seott had formed ua opinion
froin whbat he had read; had uo bias
1n this class of cuses, nor axainst tpe
defendant;  had a bias against the
crime, a5 cotnpared with other offen-
ses; thonvht it wonld ot require less
evidence to cogvict in theae cuses than
in others: there was 4 presumption ot
wuilt In thiis cluss of cases, whieh it
would require evidence 10 overcome.
Unallepged by detense,

To Mr. Dickson—Illad a gcoeral

regjudtice apainst the offense of unlaw-

ui ‘cobabitation; thoucht he could
i;lv- the defennlant o fair trinl.  Coal-
enze denied by the prosecntion.

Tae Cours overruled thie challeuge
and the juror was acceptod.

Mr. Rawllons suid the defense desired
to cexercise their peremptory chbai-

of
the United States vs. €. F. Mid-

beiog sworn until the panel was {ull.

lenges, and objected to any more jurors

sworn.
Two others, 36 Edwin Pettit snd 63
John M. Young, were called.

Mr. Pettit was excused for hix belief,
| Joho M. Young did pot believe in
plursl tuarriage, but would not be as
zealous ju proseculing this class of
cases as others. Excused.

1 Next came 197 Stanley H. Clawson,
Innd 92 joseph A. Peck, both of whom
were excused for thelr bellef; as were
113008 Zadoc Mitchell, and 134 Wm.
Gtalbrajth tor the same reason.

‘I'he pext called were 81 Bolivar
Robherts, und 70J. J.Greenwald.

Bolivar Roberts would be s zealous
in punishingthose entering the relation
of plural marviage subsequent to 1862,
a3 other offvnses,but not against those
marrjed prior 1o thatdate. Challeuged
by the prosecution,

To Mr. Rawlins—Hauad no biss for or
against the defendunt; would deter-
mioe the case on the evidence,and
wolld not require auy more evideuce
thap o ordinury cases; would convict
if the evidence justified iv; would be
with the luw. . 1

To Mr. Dickson--If it transpired
that the defendant married his wives
before 1862, he wonld buve sympathy
for b ; would meke up his mind from
the law and evideuee; would require
positiveevidencz in anycase; would
act with impartiality. Juroraccepted.

J.J. Greenwald was satisfuctory to
the prosccution. He had no prejudice
in the case, and was passed by tue de-
fendant. , A

The defense challenged Mr. Scott
perempLorily; the chullense wias over-
roled and 4. exception taken. -

The panel being completed, the cilerk
read the indictient eharying 8. H. B.
Smith with violiting the Edmunds luw
by cobubitiug wita Mary Smith aud
Julla Winter Sroith as his wives. i

Samuel B. Sinith was the tirst wit-
ness lor the prosecution. lHe was sog
of ithe defendunt in this case; his
mother’s name was Mary C. Biaith;
she lived in the 10th Ward; witness
alzo ilved there, koew Julla Winter:
had five brothers aud sisters; they ali
lived at home, and addressed defend-
aut us father, aud Mrs. Mary Smith
as mother; his mother was recog-
nized as dcfendant's wife, agud
Hved with her as such; o nomber of
years ago Julla Winter Jived in the
house; shelived there up to shortiy the
passage of the Edinonds law; left in
the spriug or eurly part ot suwmer;
his falher owoeda farm, where Julia
Whrter went to jlve; she had two
childlren then, both swmall: there were
eight rooms in toe Tenth Ward house;
Julia occupied the up stairs; she took
meals with the rest of the fumily.

The defense objected to this testi-
mony ; the objection was overruled.

Witness bad seen Julla Winter
with her children at the table; also
‘hired girls, aud hired men; did not re-
member Julia's elacst cbild ealling
defendant father; never heard defend-
ant say Julla's children were his; she
wie known as Julia; uever heard her
called Mrs. Smith; did not know why
she moved away; efenduut and wis-
ness helped mové her away; did vot
remembelr who directed the moviog,
heard defendunt say ufter the passage
of the Edmunds bill, be wouald have to
move Julla away; Julla bhad a third
child, which defendavl said just came
ju time to be lezitiinate; did not re-
member the exuct coaversation,
withess remembered testifving before
the grand jury; last saw Julls Winter
before Commlissioner McKay; she was
then living ot the farin; sbe had lived
jn the 17th Ward a part of the thoe
prior to that; saw Julia at McKay's
oftice & few wecks before the finding of
thie ludictment, but bad wot seem bDer
since, and dJdid vot koow where she
was; the house at thefarn was empty;
had seen defundant working on the
farm; they would go down In the
morning, and somethines stay all day;
bad never seen defendant in the house
while Juolia Winter lived there; did
did not kpow of anyone else liviog
with Julia Winter; never saw or heard
of a fourth child of Jullu's.

Jumes Smith was called, hat not be-
ing present, Danlel H. Suarr took the
stand. He was acquainted wicth Julia
Wiuter; lust saw ber 17 or 18 years
ugZ0; never saw ier while she lived ot
Mr. Smith’s house.

Sulina Wulter was sworn. She was
Juolia Winter's sister; lastsaw har in
May, 1885 ;1aad not heurd of or seen ber
L pl'{ur to May, 1885, her sister
lived 1n defendant’s honse at the farm
in the Secund Ward; she had
also lived in the I0th Ward, where
| wituess visited her; suw Mr. dmith lu
{dJulla’s rooms; visiterl opce or twice
{u year; saw Mr. Smith there In the
teveoning; he called her Julia; shy Lad
two childl‘en when in the 10th Ward;
| the ejdest child had spoken to Mr.

Smith; did not hear itecall bim father:

heard Mr. Smith say the children were

bix; hud beard Jalia called Mres. Smith
oulslde of the hease; did set henr

Juba say Mr, Smith was ber husbuud;

had seem Mr.,  Smith  csress the
fetfldren, andt had seen  Jalia lake
rued!s with the fwiolly and  wbene:
had seen defeudant take meals with
ber sister apar? frowm the fawily; Julia
moved to toe 2d Ward sbout four years
axo; She moved tQ the 17th Ward for

!

child was then young.

The defeusec objected to the testi-
mouy a3 iminaterial, thls court having
50 1'uled ;ithe court had alse discharged
one accused of] unlawful cobabli-
atiou on the ground that sexual inter-
course was immaterial. i

Mr. Dickson contended that in that
case {(Ames) there was sbown oaly
three or four acts of ilhweit iuterconrse
and the birth of a child: in the case ut
bu:’ % differeut condition was shown to
exj-t.

Mr. Rawlins srgued that the prose-
cution had offered no evidence that
durivg the period named in the in-
dicument the detendant and Julia Win-
ter had lived together; in fact, their
testimony waa to the contrary, and the
tesiimony now songht to be inirodaced
wus bimmaterisl. . The Court bad ruled
that it was the living together in the
habit end repute of marriage that con-
stituted the offense.

I'ne Court overruled the objection.

The efense objected on the further
groand that there was no evideuce
tendiug to show association between
the defendunt and Julita Winter as
busbund uod wife.

Mr. Dickson sald he propesed to
sbow this association, and the witness
contnued: Thiz fourth child wasa
tloy threec or four months old; the
third child was between two and three
vears old then; the childrer went by
the family name of Smith; did not
know the name of the youugest; wit-
ness had seen Mr. Smith at the house
in the farm in the daytime; saw him
with the fourth cbild, whom he recog-
nized as bis; wmet Mr. Smith at meals
jn the 17th Ward, ononly one occasion:
wituess did wpot visit very often;
met Mr. Smith there almost as often as
she svent; saw Lim twice after the
fourth ¢bild was born; never saw the
chifd in his akns.

Cross-examined by Mr. Rawlins—
Was on friendly relations with Julfa
Winter; had lived In the Fifth Ward
ail her Jif¢; when she visited her sister
first she stayed all night, but dld not
see defendant there; when she did see
him be was at work in tlhe lot; had
2l30 seeu him iuv the house, in the day
time; bo weut away before witness
dicd ;-he was there at work; when he
rut through werk lLe went away; he
took dinper with her sister ia
the summer of 1885, in the Seven-
teenth Ward; had aad conversations
with the defenuaut, regarding the chil-
dren, including the youngest, last win-
ter; it was when. defendaut visited
there; Juliy was not present; defeu-
dant called the child his; they were
talking ubout belus arrested for co-
bebitution; sbe said she would testily
if called on, aud he told her the young-
est child was his; witness had notai-
wiys been on frieudly terms with de-
fendant; had nothing against mm now.

James Smith was again called for.
He had not been subpenaed, but the
defendant said the witness had prom-
ised to he present. He was, however,
oot to be found.

Wnen court convened this afternoon

Jawes M. Smiih was called but koew
very little of the case,

. 8. Marshal E. A. Ireland testifled
that he had recelved & subpena for
Julia Winter; he served and returped
it; ancattachment was Issued, and un
attempt made 1o serve it upon her,
without success; Collin had the matter
in hand; had uever been able to find
the withess.

The prosecution rested their case.

Mrs. Mary Smith was sworn for the
defense. She was the #ife of the de-
fendant; was acquiluted with Julla
Winter; bad lived in the 10th Ward 15
years; Julix hed lived there unti! Ma
1, 1882; she then went to the 20d Ward,
and had npot returned since; all the
time since rhat date defeudapt had
lived In the 10th Ward with witness;
Julia left the house becuuse the de-
fendant intended to comply with the
Edmunds law.

To Mr. Dickson — Defendant had

lived with her continuously since
May, 1882, every day and every
night; was always there ex-

cept when at-work; he stayed all
night; she left him in bed at night, and
found bim there in the morniug; he
was not away o single night; he sicpt
at home every night, except once when
he wwent out imo the country on busi-
neas; did not know of his taking meals
apywhere else than at home; he might
have tnken meals elsewhere; had con-
versed with her husbantl several times
ubhout the charse agalost him; had not
givenor reeeived any advice; had not
taiked swlth him of his relations with
Julia Winter; had wot talked of the
youngest child, .

This was all of the'testimony for the
defense, anrl Mr. Dickson addressed
the jury. Heargued that for a number
of years prior to Lhe passage of the
Edmauds «ifl the defendant lived in
one hinuse*with his wife, and with
Julta Winter in the apparent relation
of hosband and wife, The defendant
thens moved Julia away, with the os-
ten=1hle purpose of con{forming to the
Juw; when she bad moved, Mr. Smith
wis ge veral 1imes seen in her house;
another child was bora, which Salipa
Winter hed testifled the defendant
claimed as hie.

LeGrande Young followed for the

defense, There was no attempt to
deay the fact that JulinWinter was the
defendant’s plural wife; when the Xd-
munds law passed, the evidencs
dence showed sbo had been moved
away. The law did not say he shonld
not support her and provide ber a
bome, which he did. It had been
shown that he pursued a course to
conform.to the law. There had been
0o flunnting to the world of the women
named &8 wives. ]

Mr, Rawlins, for the defense, read
from the decislon of the Supreme
Court of the United States on the def-
inition of cohabitation. Hethen made
a short argument, holding that when-
€Ver a4 man wag arrested, it was im-
proper, because of populir prejndice
alone,to convict him without evidence.
The man who conformed to the law
woulid, under such clrcumstances, be
Just as liable ag the one who dki mnot,
The example of the defendant was

contrary to  that coondemned by
the law. The speaker wanted
the guilty convicited, znd the

inpocent acquitted. ‘The defentdant in
this case had done all the law could re-
quire of hiin under the circumstances,
He bad not, since the passage of the
law, lutroduced ov acknowleaged Jnolia
Winter as Lis wife; nor had he turned
her out into the street; but he had
provided her and his chifdren with a
home, as was his duty.
Mr. Dickson contended that the de-
feudant was of a class of . people
who were banded together to
defeat the laws of the United States
which were obnoxious to them, and
which they were taught to disregard.
This case was different to others tried,
in an ingeuious defense being made,
The defendant had enjoyed marital
privileges, but bad not dwelt under
tbe same roof. In this community
disregard of the law was daily and
bonrly preached, and the jury should
be zealous in enforcing tire law, The
defense set up could not be per-
mitted to avall this ' defendant.
Julia Winter bad been known as de-
fendant’s wife; he moved her away
when the Edmunds law passed; bng a
child had been begotten since; and &
verdict of not zuﬁt y would nullify the
law. If this was allowed & man might
have 365 wives, and yet escape punish-
ment. In this case both women were
reariog children, and that was all that
Was nccessnr{ to complete the offense.
The court then charged the jury, who
retired at 3.40 p. m.
In balf an hour the jory returoed
with a verdict of “Guilty.”

Spark of Hope.

After you have suffered for years from
nervous prostration, maiarial fever,
debllity, insomnia, indigestien, and a
dozen other complaints, and have ex-
hausted the patienee of yonr ghystclnn
| and your famlly, and have settied down
in the belief thit you are a confirmed
invalid, then try Dr, Henley’s Celery,
Beef and Iron; you will soon discover
rencwed vigor of life, the blood will
grow rich, the nerves strong and the -
aBpeute wlill be regained. For sale by
el drucgists.

THE GEEAT
P STMMONS TS
R, © A T FOR

-

SYMPTUM . Bilter or bad taste In

« mouth; tongue coated
white or covercd with a brown fur; pails In
the back. aides, or jointa—often mistaken for
Rheumatiso ; sour stomaeh; loss of a
Ppetite; sometimes nauses and waterbrash,
or md:tgsnou; flatnlency and acid eructs-
tions ; bowels alternately costive and lax;
headache; loss of memory, with & painfuf
zensation of having failed to do something
which ought to have been done; debllitys
low epirits; o thick, yellow appearance of
the skin and eyes; a cough; fever; reat.
1eesnces; the nnne 18 scanty and high col.
ored, nnd, if allowed to stand, deposite &
sediment.

SIMMONS LIVER REGULATOR

(Purely Vegetable}
Is generally used jn the Sonth to arcuse the
Torpfd Liver ta 8 healthy action.

It .octs with extruocdlnzry eflcaey on the
IVER,
KIDINEYS

AND BOWET.S.
AN EFFECTUAL SPECI¥FIC FOR

Malsria, DNyspepsls,
Constlpation, Billouaness,
Birk Headsche, Jaund ce,
Nausea, Calle.

Hental Depression, Rowel Comgplainte,
Ete., Ete., Bte,

Endotrsed by the usa of 7 Miillions of Bot-
tles, as

The Best Family Medicine

For Children, for Adalts, and forthe Aged,

SAFE TO TAKE IN ANY COMDITION OF THE SYSTENI

J. H. ZEILIN & CO.
BOLE PROFRIETORS. FPHILADLPHIA, i’A.
PRICE, 01.00.




