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ok ll':tn& Dheio "mmnh'm torney might, after the appeal was |Datter to the members of the House, | those dispatches, in the fact that in his | Foee, oo, 0 SOSCE Smith. Bt
e A L0 ShOHIeY Vg e | en Clain that the case hodl passed | making, as I do, #n apology (for I feel | first communication on the subject of by, e e that

eir contenances fell, o u'ﬁgﬁ‘ L pa that it is due to the House) for the |the mass meeting most of his attack on | SPaulding’s manuscript whatever, If
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time while  their husbands were | Dickson say himself: *‘Now if this|lished in that paper embraced, with ond and ' third—which are the objec- | Seen afterwards., It is also ce 5
fllling missions - in  the - farthest | Court had the power, beyond question | many serious statements, a little jocose | tionable items—were Sent from Salt | that Sidney Rigdon wasnota p |
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fuutat.ﬁa of your fathers. May you|thatthe Court had the power atthe |ter Davis had fallen upon the member | il be seen that the whole matter was | Eirst Baptist Church at that
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