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ferent men s nd would assuredly make | only one or two persnns

trouble for any one who gave informa-
tion regarding him.

Here was a fiue state ofaffuirs, truly!
Anofficer of the 1aw thwarted in the
exercise of hisduty through a whole
community being terrorized, by the
mnan wanted, into abject silence re-
garding him! Burely this was a case in
whicli the heavy hand of the law
should have dercended with emphatic
force, but it was not to be so. When
the defendant was ready he came tn
Balt Lnke and gave himself up.

The complaining witness employed
special counsel in order that the case
might be pressed, »und even this coun-
kel was informed that he was placing
hitheelf in jeopardy, the defendant
being a vengeful man and oue who
would wait for a favorableoppportunity
to take an opponent ‘at a disad vantage.
This, however, counted for nothing.

A jury was empanelled and the case
went on to trial, the prosecution being
vigorously conducted with ruch mate-
rial as it bad, thia being much less than
it should have been for the reason that
no one seemed to want to testify
againat the accused, thrse who did so
showing decided reluctance and hav-
ing at times to he cross questioned in
order to elivit -what little they did
claim to know about the matter.

The trial lasted the greater part of
twedays, and one who was present in
forms us that the prisoner’s guilt was
so plainly roade out that inding a ver-
dict to that eflect seemed to he only a
matter of form. [magine thesurprise,
not to say consternation of the prose-
‘cution’s side at Jlewst, on heing con
fronted with an acquittal in & very few
minutes after the jury went out!
There was the defendant?s vietimm with
the marka and bruises all over h's face,
themselves mute and expressive wit-
nesses of gnilt, yet the defendant was
‘‘pot guilty!”?

VWe mention this case in particular
because it suggests again what every-
body who studies alrendy knows, that
our jury systemy is not sufficiently
effective,”in a majority of cases, for the
ascertainment ind accomplishment of
justice. Tt is because of this that many

lawyera argue that matters of fact as
well as of law should be determined hy
an able, impartial and incorruptible
tribunal, composed of men learned in
the law; then the holding of communi-
ties or parts thereof under a reign of
terror, would all at once be found an
unprofitable business, Thnat fact alone,
separanted from any specific effense,
should be encugh to jusiify the inter-
vention of the courts, because when
such a condition of things prevails,
everybudy?®s righta, instead of those of

{

are nfringed
upon.

The law is or ought to be good
enough for all clasaes, and those who
usurp any of ite functions ought to be
dealt with severely, It is such casesas
this that provoke mob violeuce, and
thus that Ilawlesspess is incresced
which sliould in the first instance have
been suppressed or punished.

—.—

RESULTS OF INDIGESTION.

AN OMAHA physician is the author
of & recent statement that there is imore
of ¢ivilizatiou counected with victuals
than most people imngine, Civilized
man caunot live without covoks, af
course; and the mun of medicine goes
on to say that if we fiud a man that
lives without dining, we ought to
watch him, for if he does uot steal our
money he is apt to make it very severe
for our peace of mind.

This may ali be very true, yet the
idea embraced is not strictly vriginal,
haviug been advanced in one form or
amncther severn] timmes and generally
accepled. But it dors seem as though
the question wight have been kept out
of polities, or rather, politica kept out
of it. Not so, however. The M. D..
in the course of a long article inu the
HWourld Heraldahows, ur at least alleges,
that the guberuaturial trouble fu Ne-
braska is the outgrowth of a case of
dyspepsia or something similar, He
RAYS!

“Do you know what Is at the bo tomn of
all this Thayer-Boyd muddle? Thayer’s
indigestion 18 all there is to it. He can’t
think righ', hecause he always huas tbe
devil 10 pay in his stomnach. The an-
cienta, you know, had the opinion that
the mind had its seat in the siomaoh.
They were not far from right, af er @il
The firebox is just as important a part of
4 steam engine as the boiler is. ere’s
a pun that’s a good deal of a ches nul;
but it's a great truth, It is asked: Is
life worth living 2 The answer very
properly i8: That depends on the liver.
A man with a good diges'ive apparatus
wants to live, le never commils sui-

cide. He sees every rainbow and thinks
the world great stuif.”

———

THE REFUNDING BILL.

A UORRESPONDENT aska for informa-
tion relating to the Refunding Bill
pasted by the last Cougress, and he
also wanta to kuow whether it was 1.0t
lobbied thruough, in the interest of po
litical attorneys. As to the latier part
of the query, of course Democrats will
contend that the bill was all a piece of
politieal party jugglery, while Rejpuh-
licans will maintain that it was solely
in the interest of justice and equity.

The history of the care wiil go a
Jong way towards susiniuing the Re
pubjlivap claims for the bill,

The question of the refumiing of the
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[ Direct Tax money has been along time
before Congress.  Pregident Cleveland
vetped a bill similar to that passed by
tbe lust Congress. Of the latter, the
Chicago Daily Newa saye:

“The active agency in securing its ulti-
male adol)u'nn and approval was a lobby
composed of atlorneys hired with con-
tingent faea by some « [ the States, and
probably by some individoals who ex-
pect to be beneficiarier, The attorneys
‘hgve no ostensible interest in the dis-
{ tribution of the fund, for the 8 ates are
expressly forbidilen to pay them any of
the money, but,as was recently romarked
by an ex-governor of Sonth Carolina, one
of the States which employed attorneys
in the matter for a contingent fea, this
inhibilion only raises a yue«tion of book-
keeping. The State will pay none of the
fund to their agenis, but they will make
their promises good out of other funds,”

However, a ginnce at the history of
the case will help in arriving at a fou-
clusion, as to the justice or injustice,
hounesty or dishonesty, of the Refund-
ing LIl pnesed by the Fifty first Con.
gress, and approved by President Har-
rison.

What is known as the Direct Tax law
was approved August 5, 1861. This
iaw provided for the annul collection
of $20,000,000 from - 11 the Stabea and
Territories including the Diatriet of
Columbia. Tt provided for levying
the tax ou the value of real estate, and
apportionment to Btates and Territories
to be made according to population.
From this tax, public property, both
State and Nnational, was exempt.
biomesteada to the value of $500, and
private property already exempt by
State luws, were alsp exempt from the
[Yirect Tex. The internal revenue
agressnTs were empowered to adjust
and equalize valuations in their re-
gpective States. - nd alko apportion to
each county ite gunia,

Towarda the close of 1861, collection
in the Bouthern Htates was out of the
question. However, it was decided,
that enllection be made nsacon aa possj-.
ble, with 6 per cent aslded for Interest,
Aeg time advaneed, the chances of col-
lection grew lesainthe South, In thelal]
of 1862.ano! her iaw was passed lmposing
a fine of 50 per cent on landowners
who refused to pay, also suhjecting
delinquent lawda to forfeiture. Butg
discount of 15 per cent was also pro-
vided for the States which paid their
apportionmenta from the Btate treasury,
This, many of the loyal States did,
and availed themselves of the dis.
count,.

The collection of the tax, however,
did not progress very well, and the
annual kysiem was ruspeuded, The
tots] amount collected was about
315,000,060, The refunding bill passed
by the last Congress provides for the
giving back to each State and Terri.
tory the amount collected under the
law of 186]. 1t remits and relinguishes




