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on the basis that the workers areun-
able to detect between substance
and shadow, reality and sham. This
¢an be readily seeneveu by acur-
sory examibation of the document,
aside from a close analysis of it.

The ptecious paper asks the mu-
nicipal corporation of Sall Lake

~ City, through its business ageunts the
Common Council, to enter into a
boycoit connected with the erection
of a public building. These who
made such an asinine proposition
are either lacking in the rudiments
of common sense, or are purposely
asking the injection of an ingredient
inte a contract that would nccessar-
ily invalidate it. Tt would be so0 Lield
by & court of equityacting under the
rules of that procedure.-

The petition also asks for a viola-
tion of the prominently declared
principles of Powerg and his party
*‘the letting of contracts for public
work to the lowest responsible
bidder.’? This attempt to throw dust

* In the'eyes of the union Working-
men is contemptible and 1t is diffi-
eult to understand lLow the latter
can view it inauy otherlight than
that of an insult.

This attempt to offset the
fajlure o fulfil “Liberal?
promises of “Salt Lake work

for Ball Lake workmen?”! ig diluted
weakness, The petition itself ad-
mits it by omission. Nothing is said
against the iagrant violations by the
“Liberal?” Council of the rosy
promiges fo Salt Lake workmen,
made by the party before the Febru-
ary muuicipal electlion;-hence the
petition says by jts wsilence on
that subject—¢the street sprink-
ling may continue to be done
by Omaha people, the
plpes, hydrants, and other waterials
-uged by the eity may continue to
be imported in place of being manu-
factured at home,beeause this course
is profitable-to the manipulators.
But, in order to cover the track of
broken promises we will ask that an
Impracticable condition be injected
into the contracts connected with
the erection of one particular build-
-ipg.”?

If the workingmen of Balt Lake
are susceptible of being canght by
such flimsy subterfuges we have
rated their intelligence and pene-
tration too high. But we think we
have =ot been mist :ken. l

The petition also puts the counecil
in a bad light, as by it they aiso are
relegated to therole of the senseless.
Even if what the Balt Lake
Tribune asserted when It said,
“The fact ie, there are some
bad men in the Council,” tLe

trug, they are surely not prepared to
make themsel ves notorious through-
out the country, by doing somtethiug
that probably has uever yet even
been suggested to any public cor-
poration in the laud. Neither do
we Dbelieve that Powers and his
fellow. petitioners had the remotest
idea that thoso intrusted with the
transactiou of the public business of

this city would enable them to ‘‘ever |
.pray? by attempting

they asked.

Tie record of the **Liberal?? party
thus far in this city regarding “‘Salt
Lale work for 8alt Lake workimen?®?
has proved to be & will o’ the wisp,
and the di:ingenuous petition em-
badied in this article only serves to
furthec illustrate the phantasma-
govical character of their hollow
prelenses in that Hne.

The mass of Salt Lake workmen
are not the cousummate ignoramue-
ses they are evidently estimated io
be by Powers and his co-adjutors,
and Jet us continue to believe that
the Commeon Council will not over-
gtep the - line which divides
mental equilibrimn from insanity.

THE. DUNLO DIVORCE CASE.

ThiIS notorious divoree suit recent-
ly gccupicd a good deal of attention
throughout the civilized world, A
cotemporary thus briefly and cor-
rectly sums up its merits:

$Lady Dunlo was formerly Belle
Bilton, a London music-hall singer of
irregular life. Lord Dunlo is the son
ot the Earl of Clancarty and is alse a
person of irregular life. When the
young sprig of & wornout aristocrac
married the music-hall singer, wit
full knowlege of her profession and
her way of life, tho alliance was a
perfectly equal one, with the balance
of merit rather upon the woman's
side, inasmuch as siic had at least
worked for her Hving, whila he had
tever earned an honost doilar.or eaten
an honest dinner.

Bnt the Earl of Clancarty decmett
hiz son's marriage a masalliance, and,
in the ancestral robber spirit of his
class, ho set about sacrifieing the
woman—who seems to have been
blameless as a wife—to the arrogance
of his caste pride. With malignant
ingenuity he made his son abandon
his wife and leave lher belpiess and
without means of livelihood in Lon-
don, and set a watch upon her to see
Into what agpeal*auca of evil her dis-
tregs, of his devising. might lead her,
hoping thus io secure the annulment
of the marriage. The son had not
manhood encugh left in him to resist
or to defend his wife from the plot to
destroy ber.

Al the trial of the divorce suit no
blame of any kind was fastened npon
the woman. If there bad been, every
robust mind would stili have said that
tlie malignant Earl and his character-
less soh were nol entitied to profit by
a wrong of their own procurement.
In fact mo wrong was proved. Lady
Dunic is still Lady Dunle, and her
Liusband can be held for her snpport..

to grant w]:at|

THE DESERET WELEKLY.

“It is well. The noble house of
Clancarty will not be disgraced by
the union of its heir with Belle
Bilton, the music-ball singer. Iis
ebaracter sank far below that possibil-
ity when an Earl capable of such &
conspiracy against a woman became
its bead.!’

AGREES WITH JUDGE BLACKBURN

T1te Denver Aews has an article
ou the recent decision of the Su-
preme Court of Utah in the case of
the heirship dispute connected with
the estate of Orgou Pratt,and which
aflects the rights of the children of
plural wives as inheritors of their
fathers’ estate. After defining the
bass of the Controversy the News
FEAYH

“The ecage turned on a very simple
question. There was no dispute but
that the ehildren had- a right to in-
herit under the Territorial statute of
[832. The contention was whether
the act of Congress of July 1, 1862,
repenled ihe Territorial statute, or
whether it did not. The eourt held
that it did, and so decided. But Judge
Blazkburn held that if it did, it was
only by implication, which construe-
tion could not be aflirmed by a court.
After commenting on the atatute of
1862, he continued:

“I am slrengthened 1o this opimon by
the act ol Congress of 1882, called ihe Ed-
munds uct. Seetion 7 of that nct shows
that It was not the intentlon of Congrese to
digimherit polygamous children, for it says
all polygamous children born before
the firsi day of January, 1883, shall be
legitimate, making it  elear that Im the
minf ot Congress nothing was intended by
the net of 1862 to disinherif poiygamous
ehildren. The net of the Legisiature of
Utah says nothing aboilt polygamous chil.
dren; it oniy saye 1llegitimate ehildren.But
ihe act of Congress goes further, and says
that polygamous ehidren shall be legifi-
mute. 1, therefore, the Territorial law, by
infergnce, encouraged and countenanced
polygamy, moeh more did the luw of Con-
gress—and ihal idea cannot bo entertained
for one uoment."”

““Tho case will be faken to the
Supreme Court of the United States,
ane is importance arises from the
fact that polygamous children havae
been allowed to inberit in Utah ever
since 1852, and until the passage of the
Edmunds law in 1882,

“Judge Blackburn is evidently
right. Tf the law of 1862 repealed the
Territorial siatute of 1852 thero would
have been no necessity for the act of
1882. The language of the act of 1882
makes it clear that Congress regarded
the Utah law as in force, that it also
regurded the custom as encouraging
polygamy, and hence it fixed a date
after whieh the children of plural
wives eould not inberit. The plaln
imglicalion is that up Lo that dute they
bad the right of inheritance, other-
wise the act of 1882 wonld have been
unneeessary and superfluous. The high
glanding of Senator Edmuuds, who
was tho author of the act of 1882, as a
lawyer also confirms Lhis view of
Judge Blackburn as the correct one.
That the opinion of the court will be
roversed sdinits of little doubt. If it
now bo announced that the aet of 1862
annnlled the Utah act of 1852, and for
all these years the children of, polyg-
amous wives have had no right of iu-
beritance, ntter confusion will follow
in land titles and much wrong and in-
justice be accomplished.

S tad o R R

Ca1ro, Aug. 11.—There were 126
dealhs from=holera at Jeddah yes-
terday and 108 at Mecea,



