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brought to this city. Hewas takenbe- | Mrs. Anpa Hyde. She did not know | unlawiul assoclatlon may have com-
fore Commissioner Black. He waived | and pever had heatd of Ellen Wilcox.

an examipation, was boubd over in

grand jury. -
scoweroft were acccpted as his sure-

ties

BISUQP DAVID M, STUART H
who, on the 4tb of January last, was!
sentenced by Judpe Powers, to six
months imprisonment, in the Peniten-
vary, and pay a tine of $300 and costs'
of sult for **auiawiui cobabltation”
and refusing to make 4 covenapl toob-
perve the law In future as futerpreted i

the truth that which she did not know

conscientious vet unwilling to state as

or bélieve to be true. Her daughter
Ella left home several
a youung bahe. INd Dot
who jts8 father was. Did
kpnow her daughter to be married.
Presumed her to be.

. The Court, compeliing her to state

menced long oefore the laws defluing
Mrs. M. W. Wilcox was then pluced |the crime took effect—as in the case ot
§1,300 bonds to await the dction of the | on the stand. She proved to be an in- | lhe United States vs. Angus M. Can-
David Kay and Jobn! telligent, cool and collected witness, :lt‘lm
e

holding that the Fame Graond Jury cau
indict but for oue offensc, where the
ears ago. Had | crime may be a couwtinuing one.
know | some 0f these, a portion of the time of
pot | each of two counts of the iudictment

er belief, she stated that she believed | gratify his malice, or for pecuniary

tlirmed by the Sup-eme Court of

n
United States. Cases may be cited

In

was covered by both, In othersitap
peared that the prosecuting wituess
was attempting to Dse tbe court to

¢ courts, was released vesterduy,  defendaut washerdaughter’s husband, | ¥alo, harrassing amd oppressing the
B ) v *! but she bad no knowledge nor tsug'mlé detendint with a multipiicity ot prose-

his term baving expired.

Jfowever he had scarcely emerpged
from prison wihen by the depulies, do-
tngs,he wus aguin urrested,on a charge |
of violating the provistons of the puri-
fying process during the ycar

1835.

He was placed under $1,600 bonds in
thecapital, which were furnished, and
thisduy he arrived in the Junction City.
This aiterooon be was tuken into the
First District Court, arraigned, snd
througt his uttoroey, H. H. Rolaipp,
Esq., was allowed till next Tucsduy to
plead. His bonds in this court were
pliced at £1,000, being one-third less
than the capival bonds, After I left
court this p. m. I met Messrs C.F.|
Middleton snd Geo, IH. Tribe, who
went to bffer theinseives as security
for tbe uppearance of Bishop Stewart,
st the appointed time. I bave no doubt
but they- were accepted bejny substans
tial, goud men and true. -

Court hasadjourned till Monday the
12th,

THE HEATED TERM
|8 upon us., This is no joke. It I8 here !
witls &}l thut the words iwmply. For
severa] days the heat hus been almost
upbearable. The streets at times have |
been neurly descried; the people who
are ot compelled to be abroad crept
into the shades—and even there many
of them tomnd muech didicplty in
breathing freely, while to **keep cooi'*

was au utter impossibility. The nights |
hive been well pigh insufferable, for |

“while all nature’’ appeared to be
‘wrapped in sweet repose,” there was
scarcely a breath of air to stir the
leaves of thc trees, and the gencral
cowplaint has been, **How resiless on
wy bed I lie.”* And when mornping
dawned, aud men, womeu and children
had to resume their daily toil, they feis
hut littie refreshed from the effects of
the menger amonnt of rest and slcep
they had obtaincd during the previeous
hot urnace-like uicht.

All are praying for rain, but therenre
at present no signs of its advent. The
waiers in the rivers are very low, anfl
are growing less day by day. It has
been with wuch difficulty that water
lias teen obtalned of late for irriza-
tign, snd while waiting for it to arrive
somz of the garden crops have suffered
wuch.

Sometimes the vapors will gathier and
il:left:gme puled up like fleecy wnountains

c

UPPER DEED,

Anon the heavens “‘will gather black- |

ness.” and the clouds loom ju the dis-
tence, and the people prognosticate
rain. ‘‘A storm Is icnminept'’ one will
suy. His npeighbor will shrug bls
shoulders, and shake his head doubt-
fully. The question is soon settled.
The winds spring up, blow briskly, the
‘clouds roil by, Jennie;’’ for a little
time we are covier, hut the earth aod
vegetation remalin parcbed and dry.

arvest i3 near, and lam not sure
that much rain, just now, would be
very beoefieial, but still we would ail
like 2 good downfall. The

SRCOND CROP OF LUCERN

is about ready tor the mower, and the
grain will shortly be reaay for the reap-
er, and when Lhese crops ure harvested
jtis dcvoutly to be wished that dry
weathcr may continue until the harvest
home. |
There are & number of things for
which we shonld degratetul. notwiti-
standing the heat aud drouth, Among
these are: the health of the people
renerally s good. Hence there is not
mitcn sickness and but few deaths
moong us. There is bread enough in
the Jand, and some to spare, wud the
paor do not call in valu for the neces-
saries of life. None peed go hunery;
for if tbey ecanrnof work,
neither bes nor starve, I their wants
ars made known in a proper manner
to tbe proper authorities, they will be
snpplied. WapeR.

P e e g

ALONZO E. HYDE ARRESTED.

FAMILIM CHARGE
AGAINST LIM.

TOE PREFERRED

Shortly before moon to-day E. A.
Hyde, E=q., was arrested by a depaty
Inarshal, on the street, upon a warrant
issged under a2 cowplaint tiled with
Coemmissioner McKay by one II.- L.
Gleptt, The complaint charges the de-
dendunt with conatitipg, from July 1,
1883 to July 1, 1886, with Mrs. Annaliyde |
and 3iss Ellen Wllcox. lLmmediately
on being arrested Mr. Hyde, nccom-
Eﬂ.nied by his brother Frank, and

pencer Clawson, E:q.,stepped Into the
Cominiasioner’s office aund gave bonds
for his appearance at ¥ p. m., the two
latter gentlemen becoming sureties.

At2 p.in. the defepdant, several wit-
Desses and reporters  angd  the
defendant’s attoroey, F. 8. Richards,
Esq., were present.  District Attorney
Lickson prosecuted.

The complaint] was answered by a

len of not guilty, and Miss Anna

aura Hyde, defendant’s daughter, was | 1s not iudispensableto the crime. Stch
pinced on the stand. Her mother was | relations may- have been formed—the

!

they need |

evidence of it.

cutions and accumulated costs and

Orson H. Pettit, the next witness, |tines. In other cases the Legislature,

stated that some months sioce a lady
koown to him as Mrs. Richards too
board with nim Ile subsequently
learned tbat ber name had been Ella
Wilcox, Defendant never visited ner
at his housc, to his knowlecdge. Har
babe was born there some two months
ago. Not a particle ol testimony
against the defendont was elicited
from this witness.

Lizzie Suvedeker, who was hoyse-
kceper for Mr. Pettit, whose wife died
in November last, was called by the
prosccution. She had never seen or
gnmown Mr. Hyde. Knew tbe lady,
Mrs. Richards or Ella Wilcox. Mr.
Hyde uever called vpon her at Mr.
Peltit’s.

Lavra Snedaker was a witness of no
importance, .and after she was ex-
cnsed Mre. Wilcox wuas recalled
and nnderwcnt 4 most oo~
merciful badgering by Mr. Dlck-
son, when o wait occurred pending toe
arrival of . Ship%.who hud been seut
for a8 1 witness. uring the walt we
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went to press,
IMPRISONMENT FOR LIFE,
The Penalty for Unlawful Cohab-
itation Indefinite.

|

The OGficnse mny bo Begregnted Add
Libitnm.

Following is the {ull text of-the de-
cision of, the Territorial Svpreme
Conrt in the case of the Unitzd States
vs. N. H. Groesbeck, convicted in the
First District Court at Provo for un-
lawful| cohabitation, upon an indict-
ment which segregated the offeuse into
two connts. ‘The attorneys for the de-
fense raised a number of new and im-
portaut points affording some ground
for hope that the action of the lower
court would not be susiajned, but all
such hopes proved futile:

SurreME CoURT, UTaH TERRITORY.

The United States, Xespondeni, vs.
Nicholas H. Groesbeck, Appellant.
ZaxFg, C. J. — The defendant was
tricd in the Yirst District Court on an
indictmeot contsining two counts, and
convicted and sentenced Lo imprison-
ment and to pay a fine on each. From

in describing the crime, had indicated
ap jotentjon to include the acts con
stituting i1he inceplion of the offense
48 un esscotial element to it. The point
under (iscussion was decided adverse-
Iy to the appellant’s views in the case
of the United States v. Snow, Puclilc-
Reporter, vol. 9, No.9, page 6S4. To
tbe sume effect_are the cases Com. va. |
Conpors, 118 Muss.,, 35; Morey vs,
Com. 108 Mass., 4338,

It is also insisted that it was unjuset|
and oppressive and greatly to Lhe dis- |
adyantage of the defendaut to put ki
upon trlul on both counts berore the
same jury—that iu considerlug the
question of his guilt upon ope they
wounld be intivenced by the cvidence
under the other. Batthe courts have
held that ina trial on a siogle charge
evidence tending to prove the detena- |
ant’'s relations w the women before
and after the time wentioned in the
indietment should go to the jury to be
considered with the evidence tor and |
against him between the daves named, |
for the porpose of aiding them in de-
termining tive character of his associa-
tion Letween 1he dutes—thut it 18 pro-
per jor the jury to kKnow his feelings,
dispositions and haolts towards iliem
before and aiter the time of the of-
fensa as much as during the time; toat
such facts shed light upon the con-
duct complained ot ; s0 that defendant
was placed uat Do disadvantage by be-
ing tried on both charges beforc the
S4I0e jury.

The Court seutenced the defendant
to distinct punishments on each count,
To this thie appellunt objected und ex-
cepied and now ussignd the samc as
error. The respondeut relies on sec-
tion 1024, R.5.U. 8. “Whecn there
are Sevelral charges agajnst any person
for the same act or trunsaction, or fur
L%O0 Or more acls,or irkosactions con-
uected togetner, or for lwo or
more  acts or trunsactions of
the same class of crimes or offenses,
which muy be properly jolned, instead
of baving several iodictments the
whole inay be Joined in one in.rctment
in separate counts; and if two or more
indictments ure found tn such case,
the court muy order them to be con-
solidated, This section provides that
when two or move crilnes are charged
of the 8ame class which can be proper-
Iy joined toey may be included jn the
siine indictinent ip separute counts;
and In snch case f two or more in-
dictiuents sre fonnd the court may or-
der them consolidated. ‘While this
section 1ay autburize different e
scriptions of the same offense in sep-
araie counts of the same indictment,
in order to prevent a fatal

that judgment be bus nppenied to this
court. T'he first count churges the de-
fendant with unluwiul conabitation
between the 1st day of January, 1884,
and the 30Lh day ol June of the Bume
year, with tbe three women pamed.
Aud Lhe second i8 for unjuwinl cohab-
itation with the sume women between
the Just date ubove numed and the 3lat
day of the following December. To
both of these couunts the defendant
pleaded not guilty, und before the jury
was impaneled woved the Court to
rule the Prosecuting Attorney to elect
oue count aud to go to trial upon that,
The Court overruied the motjon; the
defendunt excepted and now assigns
that ruling 45 erroy,

‘I'be appellant, by his cotnsei, in-
sists thatcolubitation for ibe entire
time of bowh perjods constituted but
oue offense, that the Grand Jury had
no legal rignt to divide the time aud
charye two offenses. The erime of un-
luwiul cohabitation consists in living
or ussociating with more than one
woman as their bhusband—appareutly
iu the martiange relstjion—under the
semblupece thercof. Toe cluim of tie
uppellapt's counsel rests upon the idea
thut the beginning ana cootinuatiow of
the association wre essentiul Lo the of- |
fense—that the mere continuapce of
the show of marriuge is not sufticlent.
1f & wan should live with more than
one womnn as thelr husoapd during
three y2ars it Is claimed that in so do-
Ipgr bhe would comnit bnt one offebse,
It is adinltied, however, that 1If he
were to cease to cohablt at the end ot
the first of the three' years aund again
live wilh them as their husband during
the last of the three, he would thereby
commit two crimes. Assumingthelaw

as cluimed, the mau who cobabits three
yearscowmits one crime and is subject
Lo one punisbment only, while he who
cohabits two years cominits two crimes
and i3 subjedt to two puonishments,
Accordiog 1o this, the greuter the co-
habjtation the less the punishment,
‘The punishinent §s 1o the cohabltation
io an Jjoverse ratio,

Such a view fornishes noinducement
to u mab v polygamy or lu the praetice
of unlawiul cuhabitation to retorm.
The lungusye of the statute1s: “'ifugy
maule person * & ¢ cobabits
with wore than ong woman, he shail be
deewed gailty,”? cte. Yhe lurinatiovof

olygamous relations, commenciug to
ive with two or more women as wives,

variance, the iotent to anthorize

was 1 hard case and furnishes a pre-
cedent contrary to the weizht of an-
thority. Where there are scveral
charges in different counts of an in-
dictment aguinst the same person for
the sawe :ct or transactioo, batone
punishment could be imposed; bug
where the actlons or transuactions are
differeut, and coastitute different
offenses, and belong Lo the same ¢lass,
and may be properly joined, separute
puuishments may be fmpesed on each
count. The case of ex-partz Hibbs, 9
Federal Reporter of the date of March
16, whtch isa carefully considgered de-
cision by Judge Deady, expressly roles

this point.

It was also argoed that the
trisl of the defendant for two
offenses before the  same uary

deprived him ol the hepeflt of three
percmptory challenges. It s conceded
that the defendant was not ceprived of
any challeuge forimplied or actual bias,
or for any sulficient cause. He had three
peremuptory challenges in selecting 2
jury of 12 men. It aseparate trizl on
eaeh couut bad beengiven hin he wonld
have had no more. It is troe he would
have had the rizht to challcoge
six men in selectiug two juries;
but then there would bave been but
three challenges for each ffteen jurors
und the defendont was as likely to se-
cure twelve good Jurors with three per-
emptory chalienges in one trizl as
tweunty-four with gix challenges in two
trials. The end sought by peremptory
challs nes, ns well as for cause, is iu-
tellifrent, fair and impartial jurors.
The appeslant also objects to Phillip

he wus u citizen of the United Statesd
1t does wot appear from tbe record
that the defcndant exbausted bhi+ per-
c:nptory chailenges, nor does it appear
that the record contawns ull the evi-
dence touching the eitizenship of the
juror. Tha evidence heard by the
Court gatisfled it that the juror was a
citizen. We must, therefore presume
that the cvidence heard was sufficient
to justify the dodlog of the Court.

We tind no error in this record and,
therefore, aflirm the judgment of the
Court below,

Boremau, A. J., concurs.

Powers, A.J., concurs.
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New Carpets from 25 ccnts per yard.
Curtains aud Portieres.
At AUERBACHS'

Plles—BlHud. Blecding and Kching

Positively eured by Darbys Proghy-
lzetic Flnid. Bathe with a little of the
Fluid added to the wuter. A single
application will allay the itching.
soothe ali inflairnmation, deodorize all
offepsiveuess and staunch the bieediny,
Tetter and Scald Head =zre.quizkly
cured by Darby®s Propiylactic Fluid.

A bottle of Angostura Bifters to
flavor your lemonade o any other cold
drink with, will keep yoo frce from
Dyspepsia, Colic, DNiarrhma and all
disenses originating from the digestive

organs, Be sure 10 get the genuina
Angostura, muapufactured by Dr. J.
G. B. Slegert & Sons.

Grill as a juror becanse it was alleged

tha't the e¢vidence did not shiow that
[ ]
Eﬁ g T £ 5[]
i £y il G,

Official Expressions—"Royal” found 1o be the
only absolutely pure baking powder.

-

™
A

:
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Governor Hill, of New York (says a reporter of the &, ¥
Zribune), says: “1 have been astonished lately at the extent of the
sdulteration of food. It would seem that every thing we eat is adul-
terated. ¥ This adulteration of groceries is' becoming a na-
tional evil—one that wo shall have to adopt severe means to check.”

The machinery of the law cannot be put at work too speedily or
too vigorously against this wholesale adalteration of the things we cat.
Both the health and the pockets of the people demand protection.

. *There is no articlo of food in geacral uso more wickedly adul-
terated than baking powder. Tho New York Stato Board of Health

the joiuder of separate crimes in
different counis of the same 1udictiuent
is upparent. Such joinder prevents the |
trouble, delay and cost of morc thau
one trial. ‘I'be deluy, cost nod hurru.ss—l
ment of several prosecutions oo a
pumnbeyr of indictments are often al- |
most 48 oppressiye as the punisient |
imposed. -

‘t'he object of unitlvg offenses of the
samce class, or of ordering the consol-
idution of different indicLments, is not
to prevent the punishment of the
vifender for more than one offense.
Buotsoch wounld be the effect it pun-
ishment could not be inflicted on the
geparate counts,

The same class of cowduct consti-
tutes the two misdermneauors chargud in
this indictment, aud they could be
Properly uniled. ‘The provisions of
the section quoted are not new so fur
a8 It relates to misdemennors. Two
oI Inore misderdeanors growjue out of
sepurate and distinct transactions may,
according to the doctriue which ap-
pears lo prevail everywhere, |be
joinet! o the same indictment when
embraced in differentcounts. It ispot
eusy Lo say prccisely what {8 the limit
ot this doctrine, except thnt the Judge
will exercise at least his supervision to
the extent of protecting the prisoper
from being prejudicect lu his rights of
Jelense.

Wtkere & statute makes jt . misde-
fueanor to sell jntoxjeating liquor
without license and 1mposes u flae for
each sale, several couuts for distinct
sales may be joined lo ove indictment,
and the accawulated penalty imposed.
Bishop on Criminal Procednre, 2 ed,,
sec, 4021 Lewis Murtio vs. 'The People,
76 11ls. 409, The law as stuted by Bisho
isthe prevailing doctrine in Eng]ang
and ol those bdtaws in thls counotry
where 2 different roje is not provirled
by statute. The suclent common Juw
was otherwise, and a few recent cases
in this country may be found to the
cuntrary. The leading case so holding
1s tha tof the People ex rel. Tweed vs. i
Lyscombe, N. Y. 35, In that case
the relation was tried wpon zn Indict-
ment contaiplog v20 distinet couunts
and convicted on 204, iHe wWas sen-
tenced o twelve saccessive foll ening
0l imprisonment of one year each, and
the fines of $230 eachi upon other

counts 1o addiljonal 1lnes amount-,

g ju alf to w500, The ap-|
ellate conrt held that he could not|
€ Sentcnced to but one connt. This|

has analyzed 84 different brands purchesed ia the State, and found
most of them to contain 2lum or limo, many to such an cxtent as to
render them serioasly objectionablo for use in food.

The sale of adulterated baking powders has been proliibited by
statute in several States. It will bo in the intercsts of the public
health when their silo is made o misdemeanor everywhere, and the
penalties of the law aro rigidly enforcod. '

~ The only baking powder yot found by chemical analysis to be
entirely free from limo znd cbsolutely pure is the “Royal.” This
perfect purity results from tho exclusive uso of erecm of tartar
specially refined 2nd prepared by patent processes, which totally
remove from it tho fartrate of lime and other impurities. The cost
of this chemically pure cream of tartar is much greater than any
other. The high grade of the Royal Daking Powder has been fully
established by official chemists,

Prof. Love, who made the snalyses of buking powders for the
New York State Board. of Health, as well =s for tho Government,
certifies to tho purity and wholesomeness of the Royal.”?

& Prof. . A. Morr, lato Gavernment chemist, says: “ It ig a

Iscientiﬁc fuct that the Royal Baking Powder is absolutely pure.”

Dr. E. II. Barmry, chemist of the Brooklyn Department of
Health, says (April 24, 1885): “I have recently analyzed samples
of the Royal Baking Powder, purchased by myself in the stores
of this city, and find it freo from lime in any form.”

Prof. McMurrre, chief chemist U, 8. Department of Agri-
ealture, Washington, D. C., says: “The chemical tests to which I
have submitted the Royal Baking Powder prove it
healthful, and free from every deleterious substance.”

Bread, cake, biscuits, ete., prepared with Royal Baking Powder
will be lighter, sweoter, und more wholesome than if made with
any other buking powder or leavening agent, g "=t

perfectly



