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-sented a better opportunity to inform
the public of the true situation here.

““The sub-committee of the National
committee Hatemed patiently for four
hours to the representatives from both

.sides, and made a unanimous report in
favor of Beating Salisbury and Cannon.
This report was received and unanl-
mously adopted by the National com-
mittee.

‘At this juncturesome of the*Liberal’
-delegates made overtures to the Regu-
lar delegntion of a desire to stop the
fight, acknowledging defeat, and made
the ptatement that they would not
-persiet in the struggle any longer,
provided the Regulars would pot
pregent the name of Hon. Arthur
Brown as national committeeman from
Utah. When asked who would
patisfy them, they replied Salisbury,
and also named one or two others, Mr.
-Balisbury refused to accept the position,
ra he did not desire it, and the matter
was allowed to pass,

““Their objection to Mr, Brown was
based on the claim that they couid not
get the **Liberal’”? Republicans to train
under him, while they could do so
under Ballsbury, Kenyon,or Treweek.”

‘W hat about the action of the com-
mittee on credentiale???

fA lter the decizion of the sub-com-
mittee, sustalned andr adopted by
the national eommittee, the con-
test went to the committee . on
credentials, which held the con-
vention two days hearing the many
contests from the Bouth. Utah came in
at the end of the list, and ways allowed
a brief hearirg. In the interest of
harmony, both delegations were sented
—Cannoon and Salisbury in the seats
-assigned to the Utah delegation, Good-
win.in the rear, and Allen in the a'sle
to the rear of the hall ailotted to the
delegates.

“The ‘Liberal’ delegaters were not
recognized by the chair, nor did they
take any part io the proceed-
loge of the convention, Cannon, as
chairman of the delegation,announcing
the vote and naming the committee-
man representing tah Republicans,
and was so credited on every hand.

*“The Liberals acquiesed in the selec-
tion of Balisbury as National Com-
mitteeman, Goodwin publicly staiing
that he was satisfied with Balisbury,
ag did others of the ‘Liberal’ delega-
tlon, and the universal understanding
was that all Republicans in the Terri-
tory would unite withthe Regularg,un-
der the leadershlp of Balisbury "and
Bennett, and stopped the factional
fight.

“lp pursuance of thia ldes, at the
olote of the convention, Messrs, Can-
non aod Balisbury being the only

. opes from Utah present, they were
@alled vn to name some one from Utah
on the committees to notify the candi-
dates. of their pnominations. It was
suggeated that it would be an act of
courtesy and ap evidence of a desire to
do their part in coneiliating the dis-
comfited ‘Lilberals’ ny paming Mr.
Goodwin, Neither he nor any of the
‘Liberal’ faction were consulted, in
fact were not present, having left for
home and the East, and the sejection
of Goodwin’s name was a most mag-
nanDimous act on their part, which
seems to be little appreciated by thcse
who ere doing hiv editorial writing in
his absence. Messrs. Cannon and
Balipbury could have just as easily

pamed one of themselves,” or someone
else as to have named Goodwin. They
then named Hop. Jas. T. Hammond
on the commistee to notify Mr. Reid of
his nomination.??

““How do the Regulsr delegates feel
ag to the results of the Minnpeapolis
convention??’

“They are well satisfled as to the re-.
sult locally; they have the Territorial
committee unapnimously with them,
and the only committee recognized by
the party; they have the national com-
mitteeman, and their organization of
league clube has received recognition
by the National League. What more
could they ask? Having all the party
machinery 'in their hands, they natar-
nlly feel well and. are abundantiy satis-
fled with the result of their labora,?’

Mr. Morgan feels quite jubllant over
the result and understands from per-
sonal obeervation and hearing that the
arrangement between the opposing
parties waa for a fuslon of all Repub-
licape in Utah under the new recog-
nized Republican party and its leaders.

JUDGE ZANE'S DECISION
BOOK CASE.

When the Tuscarora ‘‘braves?’ began
their battle in Chief Justice Z.ne’s
court at 10:30 thise morning, the Grand
Sachem wag nowhere to be seen; but
his merry men were there to the num-
ber of acouple of dozen or more, andd
the +*Bosgs's’’ Jaw parti er,Ogden Hilep,
was on hand to pour shot and shell
into the ranks of the enemy, Attoroey
Newton sat on hie left, as & Bort of
second Meutenant, though taking no
active part in the arguments. Attorney
J. L. Rawlins represented Mesara. Nor-
rell and Smith, the defendanta.

The hearlng took place in the new

court room. '
- When the minutes of Saturday’s
proceedings in the Terrftorial Supreme
conrt had been read and coofirmed,
Chief Justice Z:ne retired and teok
his eeat in the other gourt, ]

Addressing his Hoolor, Mr, Rawlins
said—The demurrer in the case of
Dyke agninst Norrell and Bmith was
fixed, I believe, for hearing this morn-
ing, Bhall we proceed?

Judge Zane asked Attorney Ogden
Hiles if he was ready to go on, and re-
ceived a reply in the sffirmative.

Mr. Rawijins then startéd by ex-
plaining, for the judge’s information,
that the origizal action out of which
these proceedings aroee was brought in
Justice Lochrie’s court. A Jemurrer
was filed to the complaint in the same
court. This was overruled by the justice
and judgment entered in favor of the
plaintiff, and an appeal from that
ludgment was now taken to this court.
The guestion arose upon the demurrer
to that complaint. Coungel quoted
from the second vomme Compiled
Laws, page 370, section 3659, and
said that by this, as he understood it,
all the legal ohjections to the complaint
taken in the justice’s court were
avallable here. He read the com-
plaint of Duke, briefly ‘commented
upon it as he went along, and then
recited the detnurrer thereto. The
purpose and object of this inguiry, be
sald, wae mDot to recover the 315
damages, but to have the court de-
termine that Duke was the secCretary
or & member of the central committee

IN THE

uf the only true and genuine' Demo-
cratio party of the Territory of Utah.
{Laughter). The complaint alleged,
tirst, that the plaintiff wae in 1888 sap-
pointed a member of that Democratic
central committes, but 1t was npot
alleged anywhere who the other
members of that committes were—

whether the defendants might not
have been of the number. His
Honor would undoubtedly take

judicial notice of the politieal parties
existing in the Territory, of all
matters which were of common
knowledge; that,for inastance,there was
a “‘Liberai” party in the city, a Demao-,
cratic party and a Republican party.
The court might also well take notice
of the fact of any avermeni; because
it wag_common and notorious that the
party Enown 83 the ‘‘Liberal’’ party,
for certain temporary purpcses, for a
time, sought recognition in. the sense
of Demcerate apd Republicane, though
ordinarlly knmown as the ‘‘Liberal”?

party. In view ot these Lhings,
in an action of this kind
— wherein it was alleged that a

certain person claimed to be a member °
of the Democratic central committee
under conditions—it would be essential,
in order to base any right to property
in a given committee, thut the com-
plaint should »state who constituted
that committee, The averments were
taken most strongly against the pleader,
apd if his complaint was ambiguous,
g0 that the court, from reading it,
could not say what the issues might or
might not be, or upon what right the
action wae Bought to be wmaln-
tained, the demurrer, on the ground
of ambiguity, would be properly
sustained. The first paragraph in the
complaint, he inpisted, was defective
ag it did Dot name the peisons Who,
together with the complainant, con-
stituted what they -here designate zas
the Territorisl Democratic Central
committee, It should be stated who -
the members of that committee were;
then, if that were a material fact, issue
could he taken on the question.

The Territoriai Democratic Central
committee, he argued, was not » Jegal
entity—it was not something of which
the courts and the law could make
any recognition, ar an entity, by vir-
tue of it name, It imported nothing,
because it was not alleged that it wae

a corporation; it had no le.
gal  significance; it was not
alleged to be even a parinership.

In short, it wns s nonentity sofar ne
the Jaw ccyld contemplate. The mere
averment amounted to nothing, be-
cause an apsodiation, unless a corpora-
tion, could not appoint an agent, make
a contract, nor acquire or hold proper-
ty. A B orC doing business under a
certain name, might appoint an agent
or enter into a contract; but in com-
mon law it was necessary to name the
parties. No sort of a voluntary asso-
ciation bearing an indefinite and uncer-
tain nuwmber of persons could acquire
or bold property in any manber
or appoint agents which the Jaw
would recognize, unless it was an ns-
gociation created and malntsined for
charitable purposes, in which case a
court of equity might recognize the
object alone of those who constitute it.
It was clear that if counsel! for the
plaintift had alleged here that Duke
was appointed by the Salt Lake Asso-
clatiop, not avering that it was u gor-
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