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THE VERDICT.

On or about the first of June, 1577, —jost
previons 1o the date fixed for the meeting
of the Kansas Fditorial Association at
Leavenworth —some person or persons, at
that time unknown, mailed, xnd circulated
among the the Suate, a
seurrilons handbill. making amost dicholical

edives ol

attack upon the reputation ot Col. D. K.
Anthoay, of the Toavenworth Tiues. The
view that was taken by the editors of the
Srate of this infamons act, and the opinion
they entertained of the man who did it,mas
be learned from the large *number ol ex-
tracts which we print elsewhere on this

page under the heading of “Opinions ol

the Press” and wherein will be found ex-

pressions upon this subjeet from nearly all

the papers in the State, embracing many |
that were at that time latter political oppo-
nents, and also some that were personally
unfriendly  to party  assailed,
but  the was regarded s« one
of wuch a character that

watrage
dinbelical
every decent journalist in the state of Kan-
gas, without regard 1 political or personal
affiliations or differences, felt it to be his
duty 1o condemn the act as ope of unsur-
passead atrocity, and its author as one who
had sunk so Jow in the estimation of his
fellow-men 2= 1o be unworthy of a place
within the paule of civilized society.

O the 17th of June, 1877,
were publisiied in Tux Tives, and were

these notices

thus refermed to editorially:

FURBLIC OFINION,

Rome cresture, with very Hitle manhood
Il Jews seopeae, sent o e VROGUHS 0 pers ol
Tl sbate, mlus wisells  wEn, i BHOnY-
misas und seurrilous elreular, sitneking the
Caol, 1o K Anthony. A very
of munbosd would make oo

in-

it twa

cliaracter of

wruall o

et Lo e s suels w work, and an
finitesnnal O gres
thut apony toss altacks In
who make thetin. THE Trues has thus far
made o seferencs 10 the mutter, nnd It has
been our Inlenlicon ot o aotles (Cat all; bat
Lhe response of The piress lias boeen otie of sucl
unanimons condemnation,
resist the U mptation to capy, during Mr. Au-
thony's absenee, what the pagers says s
this modo of warfare. The
signesl, and we do not Know Wi was respaon-
sible for smding 1t, bat i the suthor wiil
eud the ixlgncts which we give bolow,
will have no trouble in sscertaining what
the gapeers of Kansas think of him, and  his
Hirty work, It will be obsorved that many
of the pugees, (rar. which
armong thiose tlist have most hitterly opposed
Mr. Anthony politically, bat all make eom-
Mon eattse againnt Lhe iscreant who resorts
Lt sach dastandly measures, We comuend
the following mlees by the press of e
wiate to the aothor of The anieon ) moas cinca-

o sense woald teach hilm

anly thioes

that we canns

circular was not

W PN, ure

Iar, and hope he will give them a careful
perusal,

Very little, aside from the above, was ev
er published in Taue Tives in regard to the
matter, but when Col, Anthony returned
from the editorial exeursion he went to
work—as was clearly his duty to himself, o
his family, and 1o the public—10 gather up
what evidence could be found bearing upon

the case, and to collect all the facts attaine-
able that might aid in  discover
ing the perpetrator of the outrage

with the view to bringing him to justice in
the courts.  When sufficient evidence had
been secured G0 warrant the attorneys in
the bglicf that the author of the infamous
act could be adentitied and convicted, sult
for libel was instituted by Col. Anthony in
the District Court of Leav nworth  county,
againt Charles H. Miller, UL S, Marshal
for the State of Kansas, and the jury after
an hour'’s deliberation, returned a verdict
of guilty, thus reconding it as their judg-
ment after listening 1o all the testimony on
both sides, tht Mr. Miller waz the party
who had committed the act which the press
and people of the State of Kansas had pro-
pounced one of the most infamous on
record, .

We append hereto [beginning at top

: LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS, THURSDAY, JANUARY 24, 1878.

Conservarive Established by
L B M. Anthony, January, 1561

& question and answer from this deposition,
and tuen state whether Mr. Miller came 10
yuur uffice for any of those hand-bllls and if
| %0, what was said and come by him sod you?

Defendant ssked the court 1o instiuct the
withess Lhat he need nol ANSWer any (lluﬂ-
Lion that wouid tend to eriminate himsell

The Lourt—The guestion Is oo
If the Williess says his answer might tend o
Icnmmm himscif he is unot obliged to ans-
wer,

A—1 am not positive whether he came in
May or June, bat my judgment is that Mr.
Miiler eame Lo my shop Lo gel sotie of thoss
bills or o converse them. Ihada

Ulection overrulel. | pumber of them and had publishied and eir-

A1 deciine to auswer the guestion for the | calated them before thal tlme. Mr. Miller
reason tsal | am ereditably informed thst D. | came there and talked with me atout pub-
It Authony, ine piintdf in this action, has | iishitng the cireular in. Itoid bim | baed 2
tewn endeavoring gid s pow conlempliating | pumb-r of them 1 went fo my room to
bringing & eriminal prosecution soulus we, | get them. | don’t Know thst 1 ever gavelhein
unier ariicie 9, section w54 of the Kansas o Me. Miller. but I intended to give them W0
sintutes, in order to do me an injury
iujure, and thereby ve nt Lils spleen an
agpalnist e, and WY Bpswor to the guestion
pibghil lensd W eriminale e (0 such proseu- | room fer him to get?
tom. | A—1don't kuow that that was the agree-

Tue piaintiff insisted 1hat the wilness an- | ment,
swer tue question ; ligs fefusal s confined 10| (g—Let me read you an answer you made in
the privilege the law gives him, (hat the &= | your depasition 1o this same question, and
swr mmaighit tend to eriminste Lhim. | then stole whnt your say to that ?

Thie ooart— i bie Withiess bs excusod from an- [refendant otbjeeted us 4 cruss-cxamination
swering becanse e says the auswer might | of their own witness, Otjection overrabed,
tend to eriminate him, | A—I notiee {rom my stal=taent there that 1

QDo you refuse 1o answer on the ground | grswered yes sir. Thet may have wen SRy
thel tie answer might tend W erimiuate | gmpression ot that lme, but 1 don’t so re-
yours-ir? micnber it now. He had & ik sbout those
A—Ye= &ir, 10 thut is«1l that ean do down, | cireulars, the lange ones, s 1 was 1o give

godown thisl way. Libm some of thetn, bat whether they were 10
e whether soa bl that paper or otie | be iefl al 1Dy shiop uratl my rosin 1 can't tes-

TESTIMONY OF WITNESSES.
DANIEL }L'.\.\'Tliu.\'\'. [

v 'd

CHARLES H. MILLER. )
| haries T Miller belng doly sworn. testi-

fheed ms todlows:
| 9 ~Are you the defendant in this case?

A—] am.

Q—Cul. Anthony 1s the plaintig?

A—Yes sir.

—State if you did not ald and assist in |
griing prinled @ paper thal rewd Ike this®

Defendunt otjee as incumpetent, irrele-
| want and immaterial,

i,
| qL\\‘u it the afrpemrul with Mr. Miller
that they were to be left at your shop O your

b0 L o your prossessiun T nfy.
L v, ¢ -Did you ever hear Mr, Miller say L got
—Stale if you haed sny in your possion in | themn ?

A1 tuink 1 did,

(g —1nd you or not atthat sonversation with
Mr Mijier object Lo sending out those clreu-
lnrs withoutl & signature 7

A1 i,

@ —Where were they 1o bhe sent? To what
places, I and, were tlalked of lo your convVers
sation with Mr. Miller.
| A—1 don't Know that any such conversa-
| 1 1 oecucped ;1T may have, bat 1 dons't know
| thint 1t ever vecurrd.

Q@ —Ind Mr. Miller favor sending out Lhose
cirvulars with or withoul & sigaatan: , ¢

A--That [ don’t kuow. It seems 1o me that
be mvored sending them oul withoul any
signature, ss originaly published, if they
were ever sent oul.

State how many different conversations

J!iln-. .

Defendunt objocted as incompent, ITeie-
Vant prninn e rial.

Ulbgection overruled,

A—ldul.

Q—  lhere?

A—In my office. In P. H. Coney’s roam is
where 1 pecvived them (rota P. H. Coney 1n
Jrersorn.

Q- When you recelved them from Coney in
person Whietr did you take them?

A~Tomy -,

Y AWhere s your office?®

A—1to this buliding, down stalrs.
muny did you get vom Coney ?
A =1 don't Ruow,

- Was it 8 large packnge?

A —11 Was, V)
Q—About Inst June was it thnt yoo got ihat | you now recollect Laving with Mr. Miller
packoge from Coney 7 in reference to sending out these hand-
A—1 suppose so, 1 don't remember the | bills?
dnte. A-—1don't know. v
D you reenlieet there belng an editorinl —Did you have moro than on¢ CODVErSH-

than with him®
A—1 presume I did.
A—1 beliove Lhere was, QI you uave more than two ConVersa-
(@ —Was it shiortly betors that meeting you | toas with him ?

received lose Trom (& e A1 presume 1 had & dozen.
A—1 dou't retavinber ¢x —=tale Wiviher Livse cODVErsitions were
Q@ — What §s vour best rescllection ® bt ween the It of November, IS6and the osth
ATt wos ahent that tme, befure orafler, 1| of June, IS5,

AL Lot pmitive, A— 1 presume 1t was between the month of
Q—You sy you reevived a pack ... Novemner, 156, and pow.

H. Coney ut Lis olle ? ) —=tate i you can, LOW Mmany convend-
A—AL his room. tions you bhad with Mr. Milier o roferency to

/ thils sihyeet from the st day of November,

1576 1o i 28th day of June, 187,

A—1 presume most of the conversations

were s 10 the truth of those charges.

ny conversalions did you have
oat those Lills ?

A—It wouhfln- {im st bie for me to tell.

li ~You had u grest number?

A—] presume »0, | bave with most every

1 n bere ot & Woeting of Ui odilons of

from P.

pertent, irrele-
suslsdnesd
re Lhian  otie

want and | o
Q—Iud ¥ VET Teuive

packege irem Libn ™
A—Nusir, ouly the one,

a1 reoerved or had in your of-

@ —=tate if ¥
fice nay suech
toer wr ln

A There

g-Wn

A—1 don't remetubs g wi
ali. Toey were |3 g arnsn
desk and in the drawens in tie allice.

@~ You know P H. Convy, do you nol?

A—Yoen sir,

1 —state whetheror not in any of these
fange bmud-blils you saw this small one or
one =tiall e or one similar to i contuining
the saine matter?

Doefetdant olgected a8 incompetent aniess

one.

Q—Did you ever see this litle elrealar or
one sillar to it?

A—Une sumilar to that has been printed
and | saw 1t sl various Umes when my dep-
osition was being taken. [ oniy saw that
while giving my tesiimony.

Q—State wuether or not Mr. Miller ever
told you e would like toget some of thiuse
bilis?

A-—Ituink he did,

(—Stale what reply you meke to his re-

confited to the luenlical paper shown the | quest ?
wilness, A—1 presume | told him 1 would give them
Ulgjection overruled. to him.

—state whether you opposed geiting out

the lide clrenlars?

A—I think 1 did, withoul s signuture,

—You wanted 8 signsiure o the little
hand-bills T

A—Tu the whole matler.

13— W hen Mr. Miller came to_get those, wis
notl tha! whiat you eotverssl about ?

A—| presuine we conversed about that.

Q—Stute whether or not st the timoe, Mr,
Miller came o goet ~bills you sud he
did net converse about sending out the bills,
and you were opposed 1o sending them oul

A1 dont kuown us | have ever seon them
togelher except as they weoere shown Lo e ul
Topwrs .

Q@ You did sev them together at Topekn *
A—Yensir, Col.Sitehe showed e sote
don't remember that they were togelber
ren

1, 3, KELLER'S TESTIMORY.
. J. Keller being duly sworn, testifled as

follows:

Q—State if you ever saw a paper th =ub-

tance stmollar to this one? (Showlng the

Jurge hind-bidl, anles 8 signatuie was altached 1o them *
A—1I have, with the same matter printed on A—I thiuk I did.

it. g—=tnte whetlier or nol he was not in fu-

=

Q—Do you know Chas. H. Miller? vor of sesding them out withoul any sigua-
A—Yon alr. ture?
@ —=tate whether or not you have ever seen Detendant oljeeted ax immaterinl,

e ction oves raled.

A—As | betore stated, | don’t know what

you mean by sending them out. 101t was to

tirealate them all over the state, 1don’t un-

derstand that was the fact,  The question ns

to pub.isbing sod circuinting it again with

or without i signature was taked of I pre-

A1 think I have seen them in the office | sume | Lhe conversation was so geoersl that

sinee that Lime. 1t 1% hard w recolleet i

@—10 you recolleet sbout the time there t}—Huve you not testified he was In favor

was an editorial convention here® of seniding them out without a signature ?

A—1 remember something abouat jt. A—IT e was in taver of sending themn oat

Q—=tate whether Mr. Miller handed you | at all, the was o favor of seuding them out

any of those popwrs 6 any Lime T without & siguature, 1L was ocouside o

A—Yes sir, e handed me one of those. mwuch honos for any one man to sign then
_=tate what, if anytbing, you ever heard | slone,

Midersay he was gong (o do with thos: pa- | Q—Dbo you remember the editorial associa-

pors, or what did he do wilh any of them Lot Lt met here in June, 1§77

A—1I don't know Lihet he did anything with A=Y e mar,

them in partienlar.  There was a roll of {los 1 —How long before that was it that Mr.

bills thal hie kept in the desk.  The frst 1] Miiler came to your shop to gel those batd-

ever saw of them he ook out a bl of the | bilis?

bilis mnd hatediesd e oo, He asked me 001 A—About s month, 1 guess,

s seen thens; 1 said 1 had oot and looked it —=tute whedier of uol in any  convernsa-

over, tion you had with Mr. Miller, the question

1} —State if you know anylhing about his | was discussed bet ween you and him n -

going to Topeka or Atchlson nmid takiog any | «nce 1o the propricty uf sending out Those

of those bBills with him T hand-bills to the differout editors throughout

A—1 saw him take n fow of those bills and | the state ®

piit them in his pocket on golng o Atchilson A—1 presume |-suggested that course.

any in his possossion

A—Yessir, | huve.

Q—When was It ?

A—Ithiuk If wasduaring the canvass wh n
oo, T, Antbony was a candidate for Gover-
U=,

Sinte i you saw any after that ?

ot shmae,  He ik them oul of adrawer and —siate whether or not that matier wWas
anrollsd them and put a few in his pockel, | d cussed belween you nod Mr. Milier in
1 don’t know that Le was golng 1o Topeka st of those conversations?

A =1 prsutoe it was.

@—I% you wish 1o say to the

was w0 disoussed ?

A— Yo sir, It waa so discussd bel ween mme

anid Mr. Mitier; that is 1 understood it as be-

g disctussed, [ cnn't swesr posilively it wis,
—Ph you recollect nbout the Line e endl-

tisat duy ; be sadd e was golng,
Q@ — i b go 1o both plac-s ¢
A —Nosir, nol e saoe day.
—Yousaw Lim take out the papers and put
some in bis pocket on going to Topeka?
A—Yessir, I tidnk be stuck some lo his
pocker?

—What expressions of 11l-will or hostility | torial sssocistion met here?

sury that it

of adjoining eolumn] a full report of the
procesdings in the case, Certain immate-
rial portions of the testimony are omitted ;
all else is given verbatim, as taken down
by the official reporter of the court:
————————————
IS OWN OPFINION,. .

We give in our supplement this morning
a large number of extracts, taken from the
newspapers of the state, to show what the
editors think of the “infamous handbill”
and the man who cireulated it. A= we do
not wish to discriminate against any one
we give Mr. Miller, himself, & chance to
show that he, 100, considered the document
infamons. The original of the following let-
ter is in our possession
John C, Murphey Esq

Doar Sir

in regards to the publishing and Clreulating
the infamous cireular refered to In the suil
Lroaght by Dr. B. Anthony, 1 will give you
my word as 8 gentleman that | am inoeent ol
having any thing to dodirectly or indirectly

with the same,
yours respectfully Chas. H. Miller,

THE MARNSHALSHIP,

The Washjngton correspondent of the
Kansas Clty Tmes writing under date of the
15th says:

We are advised that Marshal Miller will be
here next week to expiain the erookedness of
hils seeounts. 1t strikes me that the less he
expiaius the better it will be for him, for it
is sbsolutely certain that If the subject 1s ju-
dietously investigated, it will land one of
twa parties in ihe peniieniiary.,

Heterring w the Marshal's matters reminds
e that the Comptrolier of the Treasury has
requested the department of justice to order
sults nguinst ex-Marshal Tough sod his bonds-
men for the shortage in his sccounts, which
has boe standing so long unsettied. Break-

ers abead,
———————

THE INDIAN BUREAU.

Recretary Schurz in an interview Tues-
hy—idmurmtw'-mm
that he has no knowledge whatever of the
patere of the investigation by the board of
inguiry. He spoke highly of the examin-
ors, and declared false the statement that
Galpin was convicted on the testimony of
disreputable persons. Galpin was before

the board twenty days, defending himeelf,
snd was dismissed principally on hils own
testimony. Mr. Schurs stated that he had
received a letter from Seelye in August de-
nouncing the - investigation, when it had

did e make towards Col. Aunthony about A—Yessir,
the timmes e Look Cose papens T Q-State whether or not you'rocol n
distribated at or

AU it was al thie time e handed that pa- | ot of those goeneraily
per 1o me 1 onn't state, about that time, here in this clty ?

Q—You spoke of seeing thew on different | A—Idid see several disiribaled, In every
OCTAsons T prominent, mumhuql—.

A—Yew sir, —anmrmmu the night?

Q—Un one of those occasions, what did be —Yessir, and in day Ume.

y e —The first bsae was pul up in the night?

~Yes nir and in the day time

ors In his X
@ -The principal part was stuck up in the

ing aboul

A—ALthe time he put those
{ill;l'ki-l.. At oliver times when spea

s publication, e exprosscd some fecling. night ®
Defendant ohjecied to thy witness stating | A—ln the early part of the evening, before
cwhat was sald at any other time. dark.

—They were scatiersd around town on the

Oigjection overtuis, Q
dry gouxds boxes?

What were Lhose remarks with reference

{

| from the defendant for publishing and cir- ! liemtions do not all sound like the truth?

culating this hand bill thatl has beeh nt= | The trouble with them is not that he Las not

ed before you for the lust two days. The first | told the truth, but that he Lo told oo much
thing to be inquired into Is w it is 8- | truth. That is what huris the and, there-
or oot, snd The Dext 1s whether it was | fore, they say be is a common Ubeler,

It seemis to me there is oo defense In this
case, They do not pretend to defend, bat
cotse in and plesd for a mitigation of dam-
ages —for a redoction of the amount of recov-
ery. It is for you, gentlemen, los=ay how
muel the plamntiil is entitled to recover in
thils case, and | leave the case wilth you,

belous

cireulated by the defendaut, Did he deliver
ftto any body? If he did, and the jury
believe it is libelous, the ecourt will in-
struct you to retarn & vendict for something .
The court will instroct yoa if ¥ou believe Lie
rutnom they have jutroduced here, they are
only received for the p of reducing the
amount of damages the plaintil can recover.

You will diseover that the defendant don’t
attempt to Justify by assertin the truth of
the assertions e has m He does not say
that a single charge made therein )5 true
His counsel don't assert JiL for him. All they |
do sessert I8 thul some ohe sald at some
tie that there was, or had been, & genenl
report in relerence o soms of Lhieser cluangs.
Tunt mmounts o potiing by way of & raelue-
tion of damnges.

I the defendant have anything 1o
do with this transaction® You are Uie judzes
of the testimony and of the eredibility of the
wilhiesses, Yoo are o say whether the wil-
nesses which have been produced Dave testi-
fie=d 10 the trutt, the whole truth, and nothing
bt the truth., Did Mr. Milier have suything
1o da with the circulation of these i
This sewtns 10 be & controversy betwor
Anthouy, who holds & responsible posii)
under the Government, and Chartes H. Mii-
ler, who also nolds & responst tile posi o un-
der the Government, =others can’t be n
polities in this controversy. The prlabut ol hias
sacjectend Mr. Miller out o1 all of JQiese mon on
account of his position and standing in the
columunity =o that we mlght make al oX-
nrople of bim. We take him beecanse Lie i
Lhe venter of the whale thing, atd oo wee unt
of his pesction. We wanied 1o teach Lam
lesson, mnd then we stoaght it would Lave 4
godnd effvot on three or 1o0T Otier feliows wlhio
were opernting with him o the cireuintion
of this libel t\'-! belteve e wias Che Dig toan
of the outilt, We believe e was e hesd
and tront of the matter. Have weshown il .
Lét us refer b Lhe testhmony 1o show Lis eon-
nection wilh this Hibel.  [ast May or June
we find the U, S, Marsind in thedittieolsenur

mint shop of P. H. Coney, solleiting frig
din i packase of this libelous atiern, Whiat
didd b go thers for? He went there by fooeive
this package from Coucy. Coney says Le o
liversd a package of this Hibelous stutl to Mil-
ler. You will recollect Coney Yu LSt iy 0
thit proposition : that cte did not HKe G fes-
tify in the case | that tually  he had to come

GENERAL SHERRY'™S ADDRESS,

GESTLEMEN OF THE JUNY: A stmnger
happening casaally nto the court room dor-
1 the prosess of this trial might bhave sup-
wimeed thiat 1 wss Uhe person who was on trial,

was well aware that ap attempt would be
maide o prove that this alleged lbelous mat-
ter was in my band writing, and, seting op-
on the lnstructions of my early childbood,
I conciudedt that 1 wouald tell the truth about
the matier, though I do not think that my
Irtend Miller, wotlld make s very good cus-
teeding of Washinglon's little hatehet. 1 hope
Lot § shall never b foand prescatiog sach a
sol mnd butaliitating spoctele on the witness
~tatid i m eourt of Justice as to fmll back on
el constitut onal right grant=l to ail erim-
pmais, thimt they tecd not festify to snythl
thmt might tend 1o eriminate Ihrlnhl\v-\.“?
sy, b opes | suall never presnt ibat bamil-
Pating <p ctacle, | bopoe thal oo ehild of
e, 1 be ever grows 1o manbood, will be
e golng urm Ui Withess stand inou eourt
of justies and refusing to answer {or the rea-
sl thid the snswer might crimiuste bim-
sell. twenticmen, (bat os che last reluge of
Llee @ubity maan 3 it 48 the List refage ol the
sl fmpeetisior 5 A0 b5 the Just reluge of Che hard-
vigetd erimiiiad, An Looest nuss howds him-
sl g, HMs bis bead up 1o s Maker and is
ety losh w Liee worad that e tells the
pruih, Soomuch on Ut point,

Moupehs hoos teen saadd, wnad oo feet, it is get-
& 1o b somewhal hackeyed for lnwyers to
: up atnd 10 the opening feioark to romind
Lzewt Jury thet they have taken o
A jures ora mau thal has to
Uhat faet every five minutes
wiaile tiste ping o the argwincnts of counsel
f= anfl to oceapy the position of & juror.
Yot have bakeun atn oatly, as weil as mysell,
arod s well as. I uber of Lhe bar, 1o
disclisrge vour datios hially and o Lhe
soic abiiily 3 thal s enough § you
w rerninded of it every tew min-
M are Inteliigent men; you under-

to the front and tell whast was Tooe,
Miller says he pol those l':upq-rs. W hiat e responsility of an outh ; you un-
did he want them for? What woud | vur dulios (o your [eilow-men, 1o

1 Lo the stule st large gquile well
hout being reminded of 1L eon-
| nught say that was the bunlen of
iy Irbcnd Who last md-

sty man wast them for, if not for some pure-
pose T What was thil parpose ? Coney telis
you thiat be and Miller lluu sotnne elghil or ten
Or twelve conversations in reference 1o these
hand-biils, and with reference 1o sending
thetm out.  What did they send them out fim?
For the purpos: of disgrucing and injuriog
the pluintig.  0id they send them oul?  Mr,
Keller says when he was under Miller in lits
offiee, Miller went toa drawerin the oflies
and 100k out s roll of these 1D -Jous buils, and
asked Keller if he had beard of tucw, sl
Bandd bim one.  Miler says tuat the pack-
ap got from Coney was not all in his
office at the time this sult was iostituted
BOLKC WETe gon. 13 hit to natue the
men he delivensd them to, He enamer-
atisd a few, bat says e dou’t wish to be under-
stood as sy ing those were sil the rrn-nnn T

1iy.
tiie spweeschs nude by
s il Yot he solemnl.y of your oatls.

Bul in order that 1 may in regular
sysiem with  my argument, 1 will refer to
Nr, toddurd’s opening whlress. He said
they regret that they h not sl up ajustin-
cstily,  Now they are trving their side of
e ense, nid we are irying oam. They oc-
cupy this position; they say they did not
putsiish the artiele ) they say if they did pab-
il At 0t was Decnuse The plodutiill wis a com-
mon libeler, nnd  turther they say they were
provoked 1o 1L by publications that the plain-
LIl bad made  agsinst thedetendant. In or-
dor that we may bring It down 1o commuon
wouse, for that s xll that legal plesdings
deliversd them to, Then be dis) dellver some mronnt to, it presents l.l_lln sorl of 8 case 2 One
1o some one else, | Mr. Keller tells you that | 01 ¥ou gentivinen, say, s S0 tor wssiull
he weil Feoliscts thAt oh oe OF LWO secksiols | wiiel Baltery, and you go inlo a court of justice
e defendant went Lo Lhat drawer when go- wind sy you did pot Lt the man, bul if you
ing 1o Atehison mnd Topeks, and took out did bt him 1t was because e struck st yoa
— Al Of those hand biilsand folded them | Brst, and if you did hit bim you sre vers sor-

wilor and placed them in his pockel, ry you did not hit him harder. That is the
lﬁmt 4id be want o do with them? He | position of e defenvdant in this case, He
wantsd to earry out the agreement with first denies the publiention and then pleads
Coney and two or Lirse others, In refercuce | hat "“‘ll'l""‘“" ts u common libeler, and
to Lthe cirenlation of these articles. He b | ooond, that be had published articles ugainst
them to cireulste them. Did he cireolate | the defendant. Children  sapetiies when
themn s Whit did Miller do with those hand- | they Kt 1o scoiding und exhaust the vocubu-
bills he put in bis pocket® mlml Al L oo | 1873 Of language within thelr comprelicnsion,
with those bills when he went to different | Hiey counuetics making fuces atwach other,
parts of the state?  Did be take them to de- | B0 witen they get into & contest and strike
‘them?® Certainly not. Whatother con- | Dows, & nerally some one is hurt, vut when

n© eAn you urrive st than he eireuiat the frst wrong-doer is brought into & court

He =ays be saw them in differe of  justice  he can’t plead  that  he
sirts of the state, W herever Miller thiought | did - nuot ke the other man—that
|ty other man was @ bad man  in  the

t was pecess-ry thal some one shonld ,
thein, he went into his pocket and produced community, and consequently he ought to be
pote of these bills, “-:M olher objret ddid | stenable 1o the law, What would yon
he bave in carrying thew with him? Wiy think of n o whio would kil his fellow-
should be refuse 1o Lestily in reference to the man, wnid then attempt to Justify his set on
little hand-bill referred to in the evidenee in | the ground that he did not ke the otber
this cale ® If the defendant knew nolhing muats 3 thust b thought he was s bad man in
about the etreulntion of Lhese bills, why dd | the community, and he hawd eoncluded to
he not on the stand and say 0 s Do off 1o the unseen wolld? That ls
g to do with it, and 100k no part in the cir- ther o ion of thelr defense. I the defen-
culation of It?  Bul tnstead of Lt e rol o it Koew e bad never made the publica-
stump-speech prepaced by his counsel, ov tyon, s Koew that the plaiatit! had no cvi-
dentiy, and wound up by saying: 1 denee that he did, why would he not have
propose o lesury because It may 1s resival Biis ese upan that. It one of you gen-
criminate me"  Why lemien were arrested for assauit and battery,
hing if he was innocent® Why docs b and you hind never struck Wee blow in the
tetpt to shivlid himself upder the prov i, woult you make any such specious
of the Inw unless he s guilty ¥ When a defense® Would sou not simply say you
comies on thie stand in n civil sull, nod reins- | pever struck the Llow, and rest on that?
s b mOswer i geiesthon for the resson thoat it 11 one of voo were changed with committing
may teud 1o erimineie bim, it s a viroasd would you nol stand simply on n
widtnbesion that he b= gallty of the charge, 11 vou had committed 1t? That
the defendant koew notilong shout the (s o proper posttion to stand npon.
action, he would be the st an o say Le = hind, mn unfortunate practics
Kuew nothilng aboat i1; that he look o part =il of the rreonl—outside of the
in the cireulation of the of the libel,  He does rosduced in 8 ense, but when that
not do that  He secks the protection of 101 ey is pursued by one puny, i1 was much
provision of the law that I8 given to him and | right of the other. Now, Mr widan]
1o everybody else who do not wish 1o enonvict | lins referred to the dismissal ol oo suit
themseives and sags, “I decline W tesiify be- | s2ulust Mr, Coney mvolved in 11 < sme
canse It may crimiuate me” 1 t b i not tell th Lo mtoe

Take the fuet of the U. S, Marshall going to | | . t 15 not In evidencs, aud was not
the obecure paint shop of Patrick Henry | % FIVPCT ISt e compent a his part,
Coney to get this lbelous matler; take into | 0 sult ugainet Mr. Concy was diunisscd
conssderntion that this same Coney conies
upon the stund amld tries to provarieate amld
muke the fmets appear differeat from whot
they are ; tuke into consideration that o
defendant bas on different oocasions gone to
Bis drawer in his office and taken out golls of
Uhyerses Libeslonrs balls snd put thew o bis poe) "
et, and start for Atchiison and Topeka sl |0 1= poughl,. My knowledge of the gues-
ot parts of Uhe state, Tuke ull thess G te | 1w in sueh elreular were chiety | up-
in connection with the et of bis oofond 10 | oo bearsay, and 1 now withdraw the same,
testity, and then say whether he Bl a0y | Gelieving them 1o be untrue in my opinion
thing to do with reference (o the trunsiethon | upen Investigation of the saue,

hen see whether you can say thut the de- Youurs Truly
ll-- idant pever aided and Ixfuo-!-t]m'llm Pl priatee P. H. COoney
feation sod eirculation of the libeloas Land- >
bills. It sooms to e that yoo can't do i i m-l:s :Eﬁ'._:”m"“"n upon which Mr.

! J . . il and the same condition
sy I the detendant were oo trial for mandes, | oo offered the defendant 1o thi
snd that the circumstanes sll pointed to bim, | ogn . jntend of 'b\-lhxlw.l‘lll‘ll I!“ ) G "-‘l‘e:
as they do i this case, he would nob escipe it traction, he ferred 1 1 10 sigo usimj
We huve shown that Mr. Mitier has bad :f Jm“ﬂ.‘ ,m";'f:,',‘ his ;’, T.::'ﬁ,,‘.:m:,::l"::
some of these "2,""'|'i“‘ in his possesslon | o S0 im here on the browd platforin of jus-
froun the time they were st publisted, upto oo © ppe g yropositl
the present time, He had tad them o his | OO 000 ,';:,:“.n.',,':'mn";:‘,,:["’l'l_"“""'h -
lsmmn over a year. He has been cireu- Now then, in regard 1o the evidence in this

would it criminnie
nul=-

upan Thils sort o a writhog ©

Leavenworth Kansis
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1 with others published
! eirenlnted the handbills upon which

o nﬁﬂﬁbr ‘l\mm m.‘f’m‘. ';""" m‘_"“l' duty 1 l-h“ o e governed
- " © aw s e evidence, and
association met here ko 1877, he refuse= | (D, gyl pemenmiber in &ll cases of the se-

to answer for fear |t might enminate himiseif.
Woald sn honest m-.l:h:c: gulity of the
charge, have said that ? would It erim-
him e was guiliv?
inate '“"” dol:'llh it, r‘—"i‘\'-'mm e iy tuke o man who conmits a munber g
ut he had somathing 10 ‘-Fl.“l' on the highway at the dead bour of midnight
3 i 1ia refmans bo Sontil ng o do wliere perbaps no human eyve has seen i1, no
e e s and iroumstances, the | 8T ias huasd the groans oF the dying vietim,
animus of the man, taken ! connection | ° Living beelng hes witnessed the terrible
with the balunce of the test stow Lhiat 1"""’_4'{'“ l'h‘ .t:'l-‘ . clzmﬁhnr “':“l“nu"
o Loy were betng cirviaied aui thot | DCOVEBL tOJURICE S ey rought to Jus-
e nided and axsisted in it tice by & conneeted chain of elreumstant il
. evidenes. .l:hl llmluh-h-mln;llwtm hefore
" . . . | you e any changed with the highest erime
m',f':.‘,‘.::,:"; S Cle _"",::::'htrl':,.:_'“"."""“’,'_“h"‘f‘r‘:, nown 1o the law—the erinie of munder, with
Al Altem bl 1o mitigate the dutnages by say- he mame chain of clreumstness pointing un-
T Lhwre wak & curr-ut report that so1 oh :-rrmgly 1o ln‘m " l_lu- Perpetralor as point (o
L v s Thuse: took plnce years ugn, | hisata thisdue. you would be justified in

and that Is for the purpose of reducing the finding bhim guilty.

vret perpetration of a erime, In ol cnses of
conspirney, It is the most difficult thing in
tie world 1o bring the partiesto jostic..  You

80 b= feeling toward ol Autbvony * Cyessir, and In the public halls in Lthe
A= have heard bim say bewas p damped | city.

son of » viteh und the chiarges wore true, Q—Were yon at the editorial convention ?
Q—You have heard him mske those re-| A—Nosir.

marks? @1 you see the Iarge band-bills and the
A—Yessir. 1it) b ones tog=iher about the tme of the edi- |
Q-1 you to say that at one | torial convention?

time be is drawer ang ook out the A—Nosir.

pack Band«~d you one. Q—Was It about that time?

A—XNosir, | never saw that little eireniar
1l 1t was brought to the stand when I gave
my deposition.

Q— Hud you heard of it befoie?

A—Yes wir.

(—State whether or not in an of the con-
versations you had with bim, Mr. Mider was
in favor of getting out a sl eircular?

Iwfendant objected a8 incompetent unless
the inguiry s confined to this eircular, Ub-
Jection vvermied,

A\—‘F:n sir, therewns quite a roll of them.
First hie asked me El had seen Lthose haol-
bshils in referenos h‘numy. I waid I had
not, and be ook out the roll aud handed me
one of the bills,
Q—1% you recollect what expressions If any
of 1il-will ur otherwise he at thal time?
A—~1say at that time [ don’t remember
what wassaid. It may have been st that
time he made those remuarks. [ remember
lits making Unose pemmarks o reference to the

malter contained thercin. A—I1 don't know that any conversation oc-
1 -Do ¥ou remember of there being an edi- | curred about gelling out & small circular.
ansociation bere last June ? B | Q-State whether in any of those sonversn-
A—pensir, tions with Mr. Miller 3;0“ discussed the pro-
Q—Was it before Lhat that time as you re- | priecy of clrenlaling those hand-bills?
ooliect T A—I presume we did.
A—Yea sir, 1t was before that Litme, Q—Wihiere did you first see this large hand
Lias pot Deen in the | bill, or one similar to it in substane?? B

—State if Mr. Milier
of traveling =

greal deal over the state A—1 saw it when Gen, Sherry was writing

at tnal time ¥ it in his office,
A—He has, Wiiat did yoa do with It? -
ITH'S TESTIMOXY, a—1 took It from hishaudsiio Mr. Ketch

C 3. BM
C. J. Smith belug duly sworn, lestifiea as

3 —Htate
Q— What business are you engaged in® I.h‘laleﬂ,' belore Lhe election of 1876
A~The printing business. A—It was,

Q—Look at this printed matter, and state —How generally was it circulated
if you Bave ever seen the substance of that aulnnlfow as lmmaterial. Objection

to have it print-d.
':'u.uwr it was elrenlated here in

betore? (Showing the small hand-bill) overruled,
A~=] have sevn Lhal before, ‘A—1n every conspicuous place where It was
te who, i1 anybody, came to you o | possible for it to be circalsted.
it u(‘ul. Q—You that you lefin bandle and that
A~ oun't say that isthe exact copy. Miller 1y got them, bul you don’t know
o is not the question ; 1 -K:d if you | whether he got them or not?
laul- the substance of it? A—1}J from my deposition that I left
1 have seen it before it was printed, but | a bundle in my roum, but sinee refreghing
:hdildk'nu read it before 1t was printed, | wnr“m.mjmwmnlhlpw blm the
n L
—Wha came (o you 1o gel some nting ~When was it?
dh!:‘e‘l:mnnn- of wiich 18 hew.rﬂ —I J either in May or June, 1577
t objected as tmaterial, PLalutil here rested his case.

Otyection overruled.

A—I can tell you what I know aboat nir
thiat Is what yai want to know,

Q—Can't you answer the question as It

stands now
A—1 will try to answer It. I ihink it was
before the editorial convention met hore
. Embry cume 10 me with -umhtnim
t, 10 he attached 1o this Iarger hand-bill.
don't recollect reading whal he wanted
1 found out it was to be atiached 1o
ull mnd | refused o print it. 1 did oot

A. O, SPALDING'S TESTINONY.
A. 0. Spalding, being duly sworn, tast | fled
s follows:
q—\'onmlhemm:mw.

Al o B some posted up In the sherif's
nﬂﬂ?
—There one posted there 1 think.
A—l)thm'-::frl.n the sheril's
—Ther= were soine bundle of
them.

-;.la:‘l.oul:;m anythi 'I?a do ‘:iw “l'.he €. W. KEIFER'S TRNTIMONY.
n then " Ll
hand-bill setout in the p-umu':nu -~ mumsw' :xm* Sug duly Swden, (etifet &
Detendant et tand im- — Do you know the plalosiff In this case®
materiai, and becaoms ey have ot shaws | R-Yewur | emown him?
B O orcanss they have nor iaid the G Bt of Bime yoarn.
Toshdation for Intrmuciog & oy R e R e
Onjection ov - AL llddopm' the U. 8. Collector
PF. . CONEY STESTIMONY, for this
P. H. Coney belng worh, testified a8 | _sState if ever saw a similar circular
¥ ere you acquainted with the defen- | '°A™] huve seen some Iike it.
kb In the cam of 185
A—Yvs sir, —Yes nir, hefore election A

you been acqualnted
—1in the neighborhood of five or six years. "7 >
a_n.uyou ever see Ube hand-bill b{mud AR
~n.'”a.. Anthony stand up snd answer yes or
Bo
A—1 think I have.
Q—State whether

~ you had any of them in

A—] had. Wmmdﬂymmﬁdu
About how many hundred ? follows:
—1 can’t stute ;1 had guitea number of @—Did you hear Coney's testl in refer-
them. enoe to the manuscript of this be-
Q—State whether or not Mr. Miller came to in bandwriting?
your office some time in May, 155, for some —Yes Sir.
zum- btlls, and If so, what -as sald and circumstances of that tran-
uNTuﬂ in reference Lhereto. maction.
Drfendan will that ago last Bovem-
Ojection overraled. Al stale Syem Sot g
A—] don"t know that [could positively In-.rlr.m -m: -.,’ m'n*hnt.

w-ﬁnwmum Topeka One time he came In
i._w . Miller had various con- soTaps mmu—m
wverssiions aboul general mallers; 1 dou't gng of maying he

amount of damages the plaintifl can recover My friend Judge Lecompte Is anfortunats
in this ease, The fact welghs heavily against | in L Blustration with o simple glass of Wwa-
the defendant, He has not prodoced a wit- | Ter. He snys the mere fact Ehat & sl cotnes
neess who has sttempted o say The changes | 06t of @ sticam all covered and diipping with
are trae. Lot us take change seven as u | Wialer and s man is seen standing 8 few et
sample. We produce the records of the court | from the bank with s glass lof water in his
that there was & trial of the matter | bhand, it 18 no evidenes thatithe wan with the
mentioned in thatl change, and the party wiss glass of water In his band pusivd  the other
found not guilty. Mr, Caldwell says it was | man iuto the strenm. Thal might perhaps
reported at the time that the plaintil did e 1P dn thint ease. But when the evidence
shioot lhh-rgc. He did shoot him, snd wWas shiows thal that man stoomd urun the bank,
tried for 1t and soquitted, and N . Miller | and when s conneeted chinin of clreumstances
knew it: nll of these parties Knew i1, and all point toone and the same fuet, and when
they dare not justify on the ground that they | these clrrcumstancrs all show that the man
are true, They dare not say there is A wonl el push Jthe other inlo the stream, it
of truth in anyof these charges, Fhey bad | enls quite 8 different cuse. T regand tothe
tiinktration of the Duck and the June-bug I

Lhe uppurtunnf. but they dare net do it

They ure a fine ot of fellows, whose reputn- confess my Ignomsnee, I donl Know bow
tlons are not above suspicion, and they try o they operte. 1 have never Ume
biacken the wr?umluu of thix plaintif by at- | encugh 1o watch a duck jumplng on &
tempting to bring him down 1o a level with Junesbtg; | generally have something else to
themseives, Can they lessen the amount of do.

This thing was undertaken to be earried up
in seerecy, and soncof the co-operatorns de-
sired 1o testify. They did not testify openly

damuges by any such mesns? The wilnesscs
they bave brought, do not say there s a wornd

of truth in any of ithese charges, i

but that there was a general report. | and freely. hey were l1ke Uhe men wiho los-
Does thelr testimouy throw muaeh light on titied @ Fear ago in the whisky-ring ln St
this mutier * Have not all of them suown. Louls, who did not want to tell suything at

adl: still the honest farmens of Misourd found
verdicts of gullity in nearly every one

those cases, And those venlicts, based as
antial evid n

that they were prejudioed (o some respect ®
In opposition to thist we have brought twelve
or filteen of the best men In lLeavenwaorth,

and could bring any amount of testimony in they were U e
reintion 10 the reputstion of the plaintif, | the greater part, wore as just verdiets as have
The case abeointely without any de- | ever been rende Take the Twesd ring in

the city of New York: you ail know the Lis-
tory of those sults, bow difflealt it was to get
direet teslimony. So it was In the recent
wospetition of the lnsurance men who had
n robbing the widows and orphans af
New York for years, living In sumptuows pal-
aees, sanid squandering the hand earni of
the prople who hal been living in dweilings
whose every brick wus cemented with
tears of widnws and orphans, ook how dim-
eult it was in tho~e casos 1o get ltive evi-
denoce. Hut it I8 to the glory of the commer-
cial metrapolis of the United States—ihe
ity of New York, that Justice Was more oer-

fense at all. 1 might suy that one of ¥ou gen-
Uemen was & horse thief; 1 would tell it to
sonie fellow, and he would tell It 1o some one
else, and In the course al time it would oome
to be a general rumor. Then i you shouid
turn amund and sue me .‘;’: calling you n

g
‘dunld it be sny palliation of
e offense ? 1 it not rather . gravale
? The U. 8. Mamstal, holding a re-
sible position in the m-wmm--u:b L
been guilty, with three or four others, of cul-

naling the plainiif this case. All of
thetn Bave bets ong “fn eireginting thews | tain Iiere than in many other purts of the
art And when the head and couniry.
- ) Tuke the clreumstanee of Miller golng 1o
front of U m in suod—=when the big ke g e e ?

Coney's shop |
He went th e for tnose hund bilis, Suppose,

the maubood to ihe
e i "t e | fop tHastration he were charged with using
Bt o -?;Iry-: et i 'M.:r in killing a man, and we onald

UM S sy on WS, ;mn— that be went to Coney’s shop or some

Tk yu:ml_f under all the brl: hn.x:d (.-l rrndill:: other place, and that t‘n'n:ny n::ul:-llhhlm -

Slances f cane, Can suy this ; Suppose We oot ow tha e dag-
1 did not Md’w ger a[ud bod

hias not
are true, bat

fendan and sasisl in the clreula- the very eut Iin the dead ¥,
tion of this libel. [ask you how you cad | would not that Lo clreumstantial evidence
reconcile his to testify with the the- | gumelently srong to convict® Huat It is
ary that be had nothing to do with 1t? Then, | claimed that he might bave used] these bills
Inay, as | said before, that these reporis, | for privy purposes, If he used al' the bills
based u nothing, 2 by his ene | he there for that vurpnlsulh-vem
miles, nm:d tend 10 ineremnse, mather than | qy, is, bhe ::ninhhne Lad & lerrible
Iaint & >

of recovery l:n this P and aid almos
defense; Lhey don’t prove sael 5
i d}c“::'ﬁg ruu.i-ltl ts this matter of Miller re-

suy thing.
, o Lestify for the resson that i m

They have q‘.&g‘_i;d‘ot‘houslnlnul fe » com- i oy i ,.,,.f‘_.-u. it has Tefl him 1o 8 Eory
to that. He says e was charged with driving ﬁ;ﬁ'ﬂ?ﬂ??'ﬁ?m. m&‘: ¥ ears ago, v~
% head tlnnu.hﬂhkl:na with their skins | S5 0n 0y ypon. Thut it Ik nofortunate
off and he does not Mkkdh R | thist such u letter was ever wrillen Is true.
Mr. Booll alwo hss been L ] plaln | ipat it s unfortunate that he was nlﬂ of
urm. uchnlmn-::mnt;u u;wﬂ one | o ng what he did as he states In that letler
published something e, Home . oone iffties Mtlu.&:p- him, It was
said ho was an ex-apple ple and taffy cabdy | . misfortareto do it in first piace, and
man. it was his misfortune 1o m'hlhb It himseif,
and [ take it that Mr. Milier, that

letter has wrillen upon the
':ho(hl'-owninuns'.undhamnmm.m

plainuffor any bx

an w tal, and vne It was | world himself, 1 is an of in-
an v:n”l iil" of thelr wit- writlen msell n is own
Meios Are SOME tom 1t will foliow nim by and
also produced papers to show thatthe by n hi, whether ln private or in ife.
was 8 common libeler. You bnnll hanm hnve found who were
read and [ ssk you if there was any- | willing losacrifice themaelves, bat [ do oot
m‘mnwd‘-m produced m in the York business. Idomnot
bere® Does it sound libeloos to say, “THE | believe In taking & man's money and agree-
last bat they .um g""&'ﬂ “nbtlmﬂﬂlll letler ng-
wo are ms the
hmrﬁe_uh“htm THE mvnlnlhl.-. that does pot relleve him
Tixes always speaks the truth.” These fei- jrom thelibel inthis case agalnsd the plain-
lows nad been hl-.-.dhgm-md.um 1t is no complete defense as Lhe court
the statement that are “all off,” that he ﬂumlymwmu&mhh-huum
bad got sway with them. Is there anything ed. Alithat he can is to plead it in miti-
libelous in that? Take the article clear | galion of damages. All you ean do with that
W’“ﬂ\hﬂﬂt&lﬁ}lhﬂu|mdlﬂrmlnm ‘case is o consider it
in it Is nothing libeloas 1o la‘tu-n-a of damages. You can conaider
truth, that is what & newspaper is for. It is jitin the amount of damages.
fair to presume that the defense brought nmum.m—-.{:uanmenr-
the articles they could find, and fin : | am very frank to astice to him
there i libelous in any of them. l-uu:lhdmhbuc&ﬂjt man, & man
do net eare to refer to the letter of Mr. Miller | of still I do not believe and
bat be sy it w0 1 would | pever that he drove three bhun-
not have , bat ared of oattle two hundred miles In
SAR, snd i, Tid-winter after they had been skinned. I
ponsidered as 8 jokeand not &

| story severnl times,  bat I
did " believe it But  he showed
testitouny when testifying as to the charucter
of th{plaintiff, that e was setuated by franad -
joe, and 1 do not bellove any muan any where
in the wide world is it W judge of another
man’s chamecter, who allows himsell 1o be
governed by bis prejudices.  And if I desired
to impeach & man | shonid never select a
witness 1o do it from smong thal man's
enemies. | have heard during my short lile,
men say of every Presidest of the United
stites, hard and gpwarnanted things. 1 bave
heand the greatest nnd purest toen 1o the na-
tion el with slmost evervibing. Buot I
believe these charg= come [rom prejudiced
minds. We need pot go very far back in
history to fAnd some very hand things said of
Washington himsell. As wecome on down
robably, no N was  more  sbae
1 bistory than that stern old bero, Jackson.
And so oo down the idne o Presidents, we
Oud that abuse has b on heapod og every
one of them Bt it has Riway s arisen out of
some political question. Men beecoine excited
and then they wre totally uuit l-t:“{ml.p of
T. A ol

other mens charmcter.

sense  and Judgment should AW
counsel thnt 1 is puor 1--1:2:
1o call upon tuat class of ™ i Lo establ

grneml reputation.  And [ omight sy right
vere that thore s probably  nothing more
misunderstond by men usscqualnted with
the law than the guestion of geieral Mepata-
tion. A great many & bo lestily in regarnd Lo
reputation scarceiy Know tie difference be-
tween that and chiaructer. Characier is one
thing and rvpuisllon s anotier, 1 take it
thnd gunersl reputation ssometbing ide up
tronig, oF by a majorily of the itmprtinl, ean-
did pien of a commonity. Geaeml repula-
L0 i nob mede wp i the heat of excitenwnt,
Gionerai reputation Is Dot made up Ly what
Flar bl SAY o i Pl i oA politienl campaign.
Gepend reputition resla apold someiling
woce frm—sometiing more soibl,  Geller-
al mepulnitos s that whiech CUIes
from the bheoris and consclences of every
candid, tmgartial moan, and not from men
who are pursuing n fellow man through ba-
tredd, 1H-will wnd nanikes, oF By other course
of vXcitement. General reputation ainong
seandal mongers, who are always sullling twe
breo s, ever ready o detract, ever redady o
dotome, is different.  They think geoersl
reputation ‘s made up by the fuw and not vy
the many.

1o regard to this mstier of repuatation, Col.
Collin admitted ihat he wiss projudicsd ; that
e tuwd some difieaity with toe plaiotifl
Mr. Wenver made ap his mind from some old
charge. Mr. Couch did pot Know IL Mr.
Michell did pot know 1. Capl. Tusley did
not kpow 11, He coald not say that plain-
tits reputation  was  bad: neither could
Mitchwlior Couch.  Embry sald 1t was b,
bat be admitted that e b pad o diflicuity
with him. Lalng said it was | in some
particuinrs but bhe, years ago, alsoe Liad some
troubde with nim. Hussell sald It was
bl ansd also testitied hie had some ditfleuity
with bim, Joyeesaid it was bad.  Hooth sald
15 wirs bad, but you will notlee that heshowe
evidenee of maliee While testily lng—elaimed
that bedid not [tke the plaintifl stnll. Mr.
Caldwell, while he bss lud, perbaps, s somes
of you well know, vecesion in the past to have
sone siight ditficulty with the prlmintifl, eouid
not say that his reputation for truth was v
wor that § he had the reputation of beiug
common jibeller, Spalding sakl he belleved it
wins bud In sowe particulsrs,  Judge Delabay
deciined (o say so. =o you will see Lhat one
il of their own wiltiesses reiused to testly
to what they desired to establish, And re.
member, those dileen men who were
were supprsad o be hits personsl encimles,

lot us now turn to the other b
was [0, M. Swan ; there was J. F.
one of the most prominent merchants in the
state, and u resldent here for twenty {m;
sam'l, Coclirnu, H. L. Blekford, Henry Hack-
ush, Dr. Sinks, Jas. L Larimer, Amos Al
Fenn and Jas. Foster, all tesiify thal the
plalntifls repatation is good.

| sy now that a m:lld'nI::- will umllmm
Lo FIAE @ DLW sSpper 5 expose Jottery
uuilnmlmlfn.-d stenis is derellct in his
duty—is false 10 his trnst—is false to his call-
ulil didd thst he did what all

men sy be should have done.

It is your duty to render a verdiet for the

atift for something, and counsei for de-

« mdmits \L when he argues that plato-

s character is bad, and for that reason

our verdict must be sojstoall that you can

¥ detect i, In pegand to the amonnt of

dumages In & ciase of Hbel, you can’t make o

buriesque of the adminis sation of justice, ul-

though it s somet m done. 1 say to you

this action % not brought for the purpxse of

tiing money into the pocket of the plalotiff

t is not the purpose.  Bat he isentitled to

such o verdict us will deter others from re-
pesting these sinnders.

W hen counsel presents hils elient as almost
A lnnocent as g pew born bilse, nnd says he
never had any malles towards the plaintifl, 1
think Ne is saying a little too mueh. No mal-
fee! Imagine that very friendly remark he
mnde to Mr. Keller, when giving him one of
those ulls—thnl Anihony was & d—ad
s—n of m b—Mh, nnd Knew  the charges were
true. Just lmagine a iriemsdly communica-
tion commencing “My Dear s—n of & b—b.™
Cun you imagine auything more terribile?
Dowss Il Dot X press MEore T thau any
other phrnse ki lie E
I would bave be "
dant to lave eon-e into court and said 1 pub-
lisisod thie band bifls, bat I was provoked o
it, sod axk you Lo make your verdiet assuoall
s You possibly can. He would Lave stownld
better before the community than to have
cotne hiere and wrapped the elonk of the self-
accused erfminal wround b and sald, “1
can’t tell the truth because 1T might crimi-
nate me,"

Tuat the defond
possension e does B
1o Hopper, 1o Joyoer,
1o every person who oun
A he would swear that the partles |
wers the oniy  persons hie ye tl
said bhe would not. 11 he 2
person exeept his cotlsel bant was a g ulste
tion of i, aud you must fdod s vendlet tor the

slnintitl.  But, as 1 said, this setion s not
wought o put mguey ot intiirs
pocket.  That Is utterly diselaimg by the
pinintil.  Bul it is for the purpose at lenst of

suppressing these things which disturb the
prace and guict of the publie, It s time that
we should himve n beiter pub le senti
when our citizens enn meet face W e, aid
thut the Hbeler shali be made to fecl the
enormity of his erime, It Is your duty to
constder fArst woether the defendant cirealas
ted any of these biils.  1f be did then comes
the quistion of dameges, and [t is your duty
to render sueh & vendiet as will make e

plaintil whaole, ot least renumerate him for
ull the expenses he has been i-ut | CUR if
you see o gjn-u-xrm!slur_\- dnmiges inorder
1o deter olhers Trom  doing The saoe thing,
then it is your duly 1o do so,

THE JUDGE'S CHARGE TO THE JURY.

GESTLEMES OF THE JURY:—In this cnse

o1 @ Lhe exolusive Judges of the testinony .

L is the duty of the court to give you the inw
of the ease, and 1t is your duty o take it as
sueh, and then 1t s your duty to deternnine
from sll the evidenes in the ense, what the
fnots establistiod by It are. You are also the
exclusive Judges ol the eredibaliny of e wit-
pessew, You are o determine, from Their
manner, their Interest, their fevling, their

rejuidbee or w bt Iser may e i fested

y inem, in the ¢ w of thelr exami
progress of Lhelr lestimony, the a
o you will give to what they have
whl., The law reguires that your nnding
shinll be in accordanee with the preponder-
ance of the testimony.  If there be a confliet
Bl Tesbinn It s your duty v we
all, and determine from 1t where the p
deranee or greater welght is, snd determine
the facts aevordingiy.

This st was lustituted on the 5th of July
1877, and your investigation will be eonfined
1o vecurenees Within oue year preceding this
date—that is, between the 5tk of July, .
and the 5th of July, 7 —-the statutes of this
state prescribing that sctions of Hbel must be
instituted Within one Year inoin the Une the
cutse of action agerued.

The pluintiff in this sction charges the de-
fendant with having poblished of and oon-
cerning bim a eertaln paper alleged 1o be

never f You are to take ail the clrenmstances and de-
in nis | termine the intent of lmwt{':i the the Ulimne,

question for l_ltl.l‘]f under all the clreunstan-
ces of the cuse.""

n:ll;‘ll case your vendict must be for the plau-
HIL”

determine,”
1f

Tuough the delivery may confined 10 4
single person, it may, under certain eircum-
stances, be s publication, and you are to be
e judges of them in this case,

Now, If yvou find tuat the plaintift was a
man of g reputation within the year; that
the allegod malter was libelous, aud that it
was publish-d by the defemdant, then the
plaintitt would be entitled toa verdict at
fuur hands. But if any one of these is want-

g ; that is, if you And that any one of (TR
is not establistied, taking it all together, or If
the st one, his reputation—the lvw presim-
ing it to be good—is disproved by Lhe, evi-
denee, in such case, it would be your dufy to
find for the defendant.

If you fad tor the intiff, the next ques-
tion Is the amount of your verdiet, and you
are o b the Judges of Laat, snd it is emineni-
I¥ proper that sueh matlers shonlkd be lefl o
the jury, nndd the Law does leave 1L Lhere.

Various matlers are set up in the answer,
uot by way of defense—nol by way of clalm-
ing that there is no right of activn—but by
way of mitigntion of damages, That i, the
defendant says in his auswer that the al-
leged libelous matter was in geneial elreuia-
tion befure that sought to be provesd In LIS
cnse, Now you will consider all Lhe testl-
mony oo that subject, ana if you shall find
thuat The aileged libelous aller Wias io gen-
eral circulation at tie time,  you will eon-
sider that eircamstance o determining the
amount of recovery, if you flod that the
pinintifl is entiiled to recover.

It is %1 up that there wis some provocation
for this pibiieation, if in fact any was mude;
tihat certain tiings had been sad 1ujthe paper
of the plaintifl of and coucerning toe defen-
dant, Now, Lhey are 10 bs cousidered in ref-
erence o the same proposition.  The naked
fact that some libels might have been pub-
listied on the defendant by the plaiptl
wortld Dot necessar 1y be a defenss in thissult,
but it 18 proper to b consldered in determin-
iy, I the plaintif s entitled to recover, how
much he Is entitlad to recover.

Another thing. It is eluimed here that the
allvgend Dibwlous matier was currently repa-
tesd, sl thie tine of the alieged publication, or
within the year, (o be irue, e=limMony wis
given ou that sulject. You are o consbler
wil of i1, on both sides, nod if you shsll find
frotn all the te thiwouy thst the alleged libed-
ons matter wns generaliy inthe comamunity
repritesd to bee tre, thougu 1t would not be o
delense in this case, it would be proper for
5‘;-0 to consider 1n the mitigation of damsges
nione,

I lelieve that I have coverad all the polnts

thit arise in the cow. | bave been Feguestasd
by eounsel to give you some instructions
specially prepan d by them, which [ do:
“If the jury find from the evidence that the
Inngunge comm plained of Is Hibelous, and that
it was publisbed by the defendant, of snd
concerning the plaint!fl, then they must dod
for the plaintifl.””

“In an aetion for libel the question for the
jury to determine, is not slone whether the
intention of the publisher was to injure the
plaintin, but whether the reading of the mat-
ter would naturally be injurivus to him."

"Tnumblluunn of libwious matter can't be
Justified on the ground that it s a repetition,
nor ean it be justifisd on th= ground that it is
bused on report or rumor.”

I will explain that word “justify.”™ I7 it
could be justitied, the party wouald not be sub-
ject to an action therefor. But all these
things are to be taken Into consideration in
determining the amount of damages, in case
you fisdd for the plaintiff,

“In this sction, if youfind for the plaintid,
your verdict will be for such general dumages
as In your opinion, he ve sustained,
and whien are the result oFm alleged ifbel,
Tha luw permits exemplary damages, bul
when sueli damages should be allowed i=

Lem " means damages d mct-
ual mmm}rm for the § w.m
“If the jury, from the evig , belleve that
the defendant, Miller, delivered the hand-biil
n gquestion 1o one or more betore
}hn I::uml.:nn of thh.ll ;rulllt. and “I.tuu L -:1’;
. ous, then suc Ad any, wo
be & publication thereof.™ e ve
Th ou will understand, you take wilth
the Hmitatlons lrlm upon it, in my charge
in chiel. The delivery of a copy of e nllegid
!l;uhllmlian to nny person afler the 5th of
uly, i577, eannot be considersd by you in
this suit. This nctlon was commencod at
that date, and the proff must be conflned to
oecnrences before thut date,
“1f the jury from the evidence believe that
the detendant Miller elreulatel amd publish-
el the alleged Hbelous matter, and if the jury
believe the sams Lo be libeloas, then In any

“teneral reputation amd zeneral ramors as
to the slleged libelous natt r s only reeeiviad
by way of redueing the wioount of dsmages ; |
such matters do not constoute o defense o
actions of this nature.™

“To sustain the issues joined hereln, it is in-
cumbent upon the plaintil to prove by a
preponderanee  of  wesihimony  that  the
defendant maliciously Intending 10 injure
the plaintifl, fulsely, wickedly and mulietous-
Iy did publish or catse (o be publistied  or to
b miade publie, by printing of and concern-
tng the sald plaintit! the alleged libel set
forth in the sald petition.*”

“1f they shinll =0 belleve from the testl-
mony, before they can find s vendlet jor the
pluintifl, they must furtber believe from the
evidenes that the sald plaintitf has been
damaged In his reputation by sueh pubiiea-
thon, in writing, < by them believed to
have boen made by the dofendant.”

=ln onler oeat fnate snd determine wheth-
or o not he sild plainti! bas been damsged
In his reputation by sach publieation, it is
enl for them amd ineambent upon
v ind from the evidence whether the
ittt had nuy  repatstion @ conld
il therehy, but the law, e nl-
of proof, presutines that he bud soch a
reputution.

“The publieation, in manner amd form al-
lesgead In sated petit isam metter of fact ex-
clusively within t rovinee of the jury to

lalntiff the form of your
he jury find for the
* put-
L ngree npon.

it will b, “We
nt.™ And in
e of your

fiad for the
will b, *

W

i Der s Jor e T,

and can result in no possible good.—[ Wich- I
ita Eagle.

A dirty, low, mean sneak, totally devoid
of the first principles of manhood, has sent
us a cireular, and we presume every other |
office in the state received one, containing a
must violent attack upon . R Anthouoy's
private chazacter. The charges are evi-
dently false, else the coward would have |
signed his name 1o his villainous produc-
tion.—{ Augusta Gazette.

The most contemptible and abeminable
elass of people in the world are the slan-
derers, and the meanest of the class are
those who either have no character nor
responsibility, or without attaching their
vames.  Theé meanest thing we ever saw ol
this kind came to hand this morning.—
| Burlington Independent.

Colonel Anthony may be guilty, for
aught we know, of all the charges made
in this hand bill, and, admitting for argu-
ment'’s sake that he is, we are (ree W con-
fess that if we knew every charge to be
true as stated we wonld trust him a hun-
dred fold sooner than we would the man
who sent out this vile and scurrilous sheet,
and whose cowandly heart admonizhed
him to send it without date, signature or
imprint, lest he be detected and punished.
—m}mlmtv Herald.

The cowardly, sneaking circular issued
by somebody, against . B, Anthony, of the
Leavenworth TiMEs and sent to thisothee,will
do him 3 great deal more good than haru,
That way of fighting a man is adopted ouly
by persons unworthy the n--ﬁw--! respect-
able people. The circular is receiving just
the treatment it deserves by the press—
[ Emporia News.

Some cowardly anonyuous sneak has sent
us a cireular in which the nameless author
vents his spleen against Col. D, K. Anthony,
of Leavenworth. The writer being too cow-
ardly to attach his name stamps the ciren-
lar as libelous, and unworthy of  beliok—
[Marysville News.

We have received an anonymons hand
bill, containing a scurrilous attack on D. R
Anthony, which we shall commit to the
flames. If the charges are true, let the au-
thor make them over his own signalure.
He will find no sympathy here, on the con-
trary, we think more of D. K. Anthony now
than we did before.—[ Frankfort Kecord.
We have received through the mails, a
cireular, concerning Col. D. R. Anthony.
editor of the Leavenworth Tises. It is an

mented with an appeal to the editorial fra-
ternity to discountenance him at the com-
ing meeting and vote him out of the Presi-
dency’ A more disgusting and contempti-
ble publication we have not seem in many
a day. And we may truthfully add the
stigma of cowardly, inasmuch as the au-
thor of this poisonous ene-cent cirenlar did
not dare to sign his name to his scur¥ilous
offspring.—[ Paola Spirit.

We received by Friday might’s mail a
large poster, charging D. K. Anthony, of
the Leavenworth Tives, with having com-
mitted eight infamous crimes, ranging from
bribery to murder. The poster is anony-
mous in the strictest sense of the wond,
having simply the internal marks 1o indi-
eate it author. We look upon this as a
eowardly and utterly contemptible mode of
attacking a man's character, and the indi-
vidual who got it up demonstrates his ca-
pacity of committing any oflence against
the good order and safety of seciety. Do
ware of the sneaks '—[ Wichita Heacon,
Some blackhearted villian has sent to
this office, a quarter sheet hand-bill-ciren-
lar, caleulated w work an injory to In K.
Anthony, editor of the Leavenworth Tiwes. |
No signature appears to the doncument, |
and there is not even a post office mailing
stamp on the envelops to show from whenee |
it emanated. We have no personal ac-
guaintance with Iv. R. Anthony, and know |
nothing of the charges mude in the inter- |«
rogatories propottsded in the cirevlar.  Puot |
in our opinion, any man who will anony- |
mously circulate a paper of this kind i= I

out such stuff without his signature there
to.—{ Washington Republican.

We admire the man, or men, who will
boldly charge into the ranks of corraption |
and crime snd tear off the masks that ¢on-
ceal their hideousness from the public gaze.
We entertain a feeling nkin o veneration
for the man, or editor, who has the-man-
hood, courage and honesty to call thi
and corruptionists by their proper title,
who knows no such thing as fear when in
the discharge of duty, but persists in the |
fight, swerving neither to the right nor leit,
unawed Ly threats or unapproachable with
bribes. It for the fiond wearing, perhaps, |
the semblance of man, concealing his name |
makes a cowardly stab at his envmy, we |

THE VERDICT.
We, the jury, find for the plaintiff. |

OPINIONS OF THE PRESS O8N THE
CIRCULAR.

ITaving shown by the foreguing proceed-
ings in court, and the verdict of the jury, |
that U, S, Marshal Charles H. Miller was |
guilty of circulating the infamous hand
bills, we give, in the following extracts, the
opinions of the press of Kansas, of the
man who was guilty of the disreputable
act referred to—opinionis which were vol-
untarily and freely given, at a time when
the identity of the person was unknown,
and when there was no reason why, through
fear, tavor, or hope of patronage, any of
the papers should be prejudiced for or
against the guilty party—their unbiased
opinion of the man and the act:

It is not enly cowardly, but it is actoally
an sssault upon the unsuspecting victim
which is bellish in the txlrtm.—fl,ymlnn
Times.

li by Echs the circular means the res-
ponse of its readers, Echo answers that some
cowardly dog printed and distributed the

i i wnd sets out w oopy of 1tin his peti-
ton. 1 belivwe it ks conceded that the copy
in nis tion is & true copy of the large
hacd-biil whiehh has been exhibited before
your, The law adds, 1n behalf of the plainuff,
the allegation el at the time of the injory
complained of, he was a an Gf good reputa-
tion in lhe eommunity.

The defendant, in reply, denlesall the alles
gupm of the petithon. In other words he

nies that the pialotif was a man of good
repatation within that time. He denies that
the publication made, if .n{“m-u il
wias  libelous. He denles that he made
the publieation, whether libelous or pot.
Tiwse are Lhe (ssues then that are presenled.
Other ters are stals=d in he ARSWer, o
which I will eali yous atiention .
Bat these allegations that [ have now stated,

Bl Lne esoes 1 s case.,

e wition s that the plaintil
was, within that time, & man of g reprala-
tot. It wis not pecessary that he should put
witnesses on the stand to prove that fact,
Thie law presumes thal ever; tasn—the plain-
T and everytealy else, until the contrary
shall be made 1o appenr by testimooy, is &
wan of reputation. S0 thet the law
supplied, not valy the al tion that he was
& an nfuuu-_l reputation, bat the proofof the
fact, also. WL regard 1o Lhe matter of rep-
e batuy, ¥ou will © der the Lestd ¥ give
en adt both sbies on that particular proposi-
uon, and if you find the propomderance of
the Lestimoby inst thad legal L
ton, then It will e your doty to find, as »
fact, that 1t was not goexl. That yoa are o
Jud e of yourselves.

Toe next proposition would b this matter
to have been publisbhed by the defen-

dact sand set out o the petition as lbel-
oun. Now, lang s libel bsich
denles o a man the poss. asion
of somesueh worthy fqualily s every
man is presamed Lo or which tends to
bring a person into publie hatred or diszrace,
or tends o degrade him insociely, oF ex poses
bim to hatred, contempt or ridicule, or that
him with the commission of & erime.

Sach Eu.uu--.l say, would be libelous. You
will consider that band-bill offered (o evi-
dence before you. Consider its condoct and
determine whether, within that definition
that hand-bill is litelous. And I will eall
i';‘w attention to Its construetion. “The con-

tsare put in the form of io 4
but you are 1o determmine from an los Jon
of thie paper or yoar recollection of its coa-
tents whether, sithouglh put lo the form of
| 1nte jes, 1 Was cousidered that they

I '-'g wis I s assertions of the
| things putin the questions. You will judse
au.m fruvin the contenls of he puper, your-

Ve,

1f shall eonelude It is libeloas, taking
all the testimony, and the paper itself, then
the next question will e wislher or uol the
defendant was guilty of publishing 1. Now
to constitute s publiention, the law in erimi-
nal cases says thal the delivery of Libelous
matter to a single Individual shall be consid-

nder which it was delivered,
and determine whether, in fact, it was s pub-
"m-u. I.:.l- mull;ell.wm m)ﬂ:
conlalus a icle,
S
other d pot
a‘pl&l:-ummﬁr-btmm. Bat
- b - articie,
and & hwmdlwl.h-oﬂn.ummmf-i
coples containing
1libel, to circalaie it, .m., of it to any
yerson ihese circumstances would be a
sy, 1 deirece Ui paper to 700, 1
» e ] ;
“"— - m-m
(]
'ﬂ "

above.—[ Burlington Independent.

We are in receipt of one of the low-down
cirenlars referred to in the article which)we
append below from the Atchison Champion,
and this article <o aptly expresses our opin-
ion of the unclean thing that we endorse
every word of it—[Garnett Journal,

We received this morning, through the
mail, a circular maligning the character
of Col. . K. Anthony, or attempting to do
wo. It ix annoymous, and therefore has no
effect and is nnworthy of notice. The per-
son who is undertaking this job is wasting
thunder on us, sure. The charges made
died of early piety long ago.—{ Dodge City
Times.

Some newspaper oflice east of here has
been publishing a lot of scurrilous reflec-
tione on the character of Col. D. R An-
thony and sending them around through
the #tate. What the motive of sending
sach anconymons blackguard communica-
tion= is we know not.—{ Florence Herald.

We have received a circular from some
scoundrel concerning D. K. Anthony, the
editor of the Leavenworth Trwes, waking
a cowardly atiuck upon him by eight spe-
cific charges.

The author dared not ﬂi‘l‘l his name to

|

Ving D, R Anthony, of the Leavenwwort
{T|gu\, with crimes nol pecessary 1o men-
tion. The document has no date, no signa-

his scurrilons circular. This is the dirti-
est and most contemptible picce of busines
we have seen for many a day—[Walnut
Valley Times.

We are in receipt of a hand-bill charg-

entertain a3 feeling of supreme contempt
and seorn. A man would scorm to stoop 1o
an action as low, infamous, mean, disgrave-
ful and insulting 1o his manhood. .
san, |l11!|'[-rllllrun'.

We have received an anonymons cop-

munication, villifying Col. Anthouy, Pres-| poo their natural instinets. |

ident of the State Press Associntion, inthe
lowest and mest degrading language  pussi-
bleto be used by a human Teing. State
prison is foo goond
who wrote and sent the circular out into
the world, We woull not be surprised io
learn that the miserable thing criginated in
Topeka.

Ve heartily hope the one whe
be exposed, amd if 3 newspaps :
expelled from the Associntion.—[Harvey |}
County News,

A few "day< ago we received an envelope |
containing two unsimnel cirenlars, charg-
ing certain offences against D, K. Antheny,
and suggesting that be is an unfit person o
be Pressdent of the Kanses Editorinl Asso-
ciation. Now, we have no objection to any-
body, who so desires, making charges
against Col. Anthony ; but if the author is
unwilling to put his name to charges, he
ought not expect us or anybody 10 believe
them; but rather should we condemn the
person whe sends out these anonymons at-
tacks. The man who has not mwral cour-
age to stand up and say “Thon art the
man,” ought to be sill—{Colleevilie Jour-

A few days ago we received 3 poster con-
taining charges of a very damaging nature, |
against the publie and private character of
Col. . K. Anthony, editor of the lLetiven-
worth Trmes. We know nothing  2s to the
truth or falsity of the charges, but we ven-
ture to assert that the person or persons
sending forth these anonvmous circulars, ane |
no better then they would have us lelieve |
Col. Anthony is, and are just that class of
individunls who would secoretly thrust a
dagger o the heart of their esety. 1
have no use for such persons. They are |
cowardly assassins in spirit.—[Chetopa Ad-
vance,

A few days ago we received from Leav
enworth, an anonymons hand bill and cir-
eular attacking Col. D. I Anthony in 2
scurrilous manner. We have soch a
perfect contempt for the cowardly assamin-
of character who adopt that style of assauli
that we did not read them hall through
The isuance of this hand hill proves con-
clusively that the fool-killer has alighted |

his work in Leavenwaorth, for its only effect
on decent people is 1o disgust them, The
law should make it a penal ofense 1o print

or circulate anonymons attacks on an indi-
vidual —{ Manhsttan Nationalist.

Some nondescript sneak has printed an
anonymouns haod bill, interrogating Col. D,
E. Anthony about a series of defunct isnes, |

ture, and nothing about it W indicate from

whenee it came. It is our opinion that the

render is & thick.—[Clay County Dispatch.
We have received a circular, from

ny in the strongest tetms.  Now, we are
not personally aequainted with Mr. An-

|
|| unknown source dencuncing . K. Antho-
|
|

thany, but we are satisfied that he is far
better than the author of the slandering
cireular. [f Mr. Anthony is guilty of the
charges contained therein, it seems to us
that they would have been made public be-
fore this.—[Couneil Grove Demoerat,

We have received a of an anony-
mous circular, ch . K. Anthouy, of
the Leavenworth Tixes, with nearly every

| erime commi If the writer had had
sufficient courage to have signed his name,
the circular gmukl have more force, as this
style of publication is not uscommonly re-

ported to, o esca responsibility of un-
true statements. —[Topeka, Kansas, Demo-
crat.

The most contemptible and abominable

| class of people in the world are the siander-

ers, and the meanest of the class are those |

who, either have no character nor responsi-
ll'.lily.nrwlm mmm.
I"mt. i um
meanest thing we ever kind
came to hand this .o
Such ancoymous are cowardly

that we buried vears ago, and is sending it |
| the newspapers of Kapsas undera dis- |
| guised h and without postmark, to de- |
eat & re-election of the Cilonel as Presi-
dent of the Fditors’ and Publishers’ Asso- |
| ciation of Kansas, We know that Col
Anthony has only held the position of pres- ‘
ident at the repeated solicitations of the |
i Associaticn, and will bandly accept & re
election. But if the villamous vender of |
the vindictive vemom insinuated in the |
hand bill in question desires to raise the |
issue, let him crawl ont from his ambos-
cade and say so, and Col. Anthony will be
| forced to accept & re-election as a vinlica-
| tion of th= courtenus treatment and eoter- |
gr'vn shown the crait ever sines hws clection,
| The Gowrier has no words sufficiently low to
| econdemn this hand bill byena.—{Sencca
| Courier.] '

One of the most infamous circulars we
bave ever seen came to us last Saturday.
without a signature or postmark, and was
directed in s disguised hand. The circular
charges Col. D. K. Anthony as guilty of
almost “:;3 fraud and crime under the
heavens, gllhﬁmlharulitism

w lived 1o put his name to |

| eowardly

sl terms,

sumuale
cowardice and duplicity has few
in journalisne. The author had not cour-
age enough to attach his name to the seur-
rilous interrogatories propounded, or to the
statement that many hondreds-of of

thony with all manmer of crimes.
without signatare
guised
thonugh evidently prepared at Topeka. t

| Trves
charges we hawe nothing to ain‘ It the cir-

a |.l:||'r for the villain =l

one we refer to,
| stronger on such diet.

' the State Editorial ‘ 1
| eompanied by a private circular appealing

guage and branded the zuthor of it as a
<nenk and villain—_ Nerth
Topeka Times.

The Atchison Champion notices the dis-
tribution of an anonymous circular, embod-
ving & senrrilous and violent attack on Col.
1. K. Authony, of the Leavenworth Tiues,
and fitly characterizes it 32 2 mean, cowanl-
Iv and infamous methisd of assault. The
object of the circular is to defeat Col. As
re-¢lection as President of the Kansas Edi-
torial Association, which holds its annual
mecting during the present week. What-
ever faults he possesses and whatever enmi-
ties he may have endered, they afferd
no justification for this underh and
contemptiblescheme. 1 Col. A. were a can-
didate for reelection, as the Champion re-
marks, probably no more certain means
could be adopted for insuring him the po-
sition.—| Kansas City Jo , June 6th.

We have se¢n an abusive circular con-

cerning D). K. Anthony, of the Leavenworth
Trmes, which has been sent out to the news-

papers of the state, ostensibly to defeat his
re-cleggion as ident of the Editortal As-

sociation. While we have no love for An-
! thony, and no idea that he would

say a
word against such a thing if ai at us
instead of him, we desire to be pt on rec-
ord as disapproving this thing in the strong-
he anonymous siyle of fight-
ing a man, however bad he wmay be, is

something with which we have no sympa-

thy, and for which there is never any va id

excuse.—| Topeks Commonwealth, June 6,

We reccived last week through the mnil
a poster, with a proctocol which for con-
meanness and low unprinei II:I.:

be-

Kansas believe them true; but skul

hind the cover of-a question in order to
create the impression that they are true
rillmm becoming responsible under the
aw,
elditors of the state that any one should
claim to be a member of the profession and
be guilty of attacking the character of
another in & manner so little becoming a
tgc-ntlemn.—{ Linn County Clarion, Muound
iy,

It is a disgrace and an insult W the

Ii there is one thing more despicable than

another, it is the wending of anonymous
communications and circulars through the
] € country for the { duing one an in-
attack on his private character, -ur le- ',:,y_ No e

No decent or honest man will pay

any attention to such things. They are
harmless, but they reflect the mean, euat-
throat disposition of the parties who engage
in that kind of business.
ceived a quarter sheet poster with asu

ment defaming Col. ). K. Anthony. ¢
poster is similar to the une sent
over the country last fall* during the cam-
paign to eounterset his fight on Gov. An-
thony.
torial Association and excursion.
thor of this piece of scoundrelism will fall
short of his object.
the State credit tor better judgment than to
rely on any ancnymous publication like the
one referred to.  Two parties are suspected
of the dirty husiness—one in Leavenworth,
amd one n 'l'ol,vk:l, the 'I'.-]-L:n party fur-
l\i-him.: the By,
ed from Kamsas City.—| Topeka Blade,

Yesterday we re-
cast

It is gotten up to bear on the Edi-
The au-

We give the editom of

The posters were mail-

We have received a most Jlibwelons and
lefamatory cireular charging . K. An-
It is
directed in a dis-
Kansas City,

anel

bhamd, mailed 2t

manates, | ndoubtedly from the same cow-

srdly, murderous clique that catsed  the

leath of Swayze. Anthony had the cowr-

age to denounce them, nnd now they have
warked him for destruction :
andly poltroons dare not attack him n open

but the cow-

laxlight, but Ku-Klux like seml ont this
lark-lantern circular—] Fort Scott Ploneer.

Somewhere npon this carth there lives a
wor, despised, abandoned vagabond, upon

ten times meaner than he represents D | whose brow, his master, the devil, has st
to be. He is a cowandly, sneaking, mid- his sign manual, and frum whose presence
night assasin of reputation, who can send his own guardian ungel has passd away in

shimme, 1 there is on earth a being detest-

ed by both saint ol sinner, it is the man
who seeks to injure another man's charne-
wr and hide himseli behind the mask of an
anonymods signatire, or no signature at

all

We are led to these remarks by a cir-
wlar which eame to ua last week by wail,
and which comtains some fearful charges

| agminst 1. R, Anthony of the Leavenwaorth

With the truth or falsity of these

ular bore no signature of imprint. 1t was
Y

address in a cramped and disguised haml,
and on the envelope there was no postmark
whatever, all of which indicates the sender
thereof as more devoid of manheod and
pm.. iple than a misernble dung-hill claw-
ing chicken of the Bantam: breed.
we can think of but two men
whose tastes incline them to pic k at such

Kan- | iHth just for the sake of the pastiness. Une
. | of thems is an editor in Topeka, amd the

|l1|l|1'||.
in the state

| ther is a painter in Leavenworth.  Nei-
ther of them are to blame, They but fol-
4 can eX-

ract honey from Bilth,  Both of these men

are fomd of filth, but it s not honey that

hey after.—[Oskalossa Sickle aml

are
il

It i 2 =ad thing to to think that any one

can condeseend to use such outraging mean
| articles.
Jid it will | ment that the man who did the cowardly
r man, be | and venomous thing had received some in-

Admitting for the sake of argu-

ury from Col. Anthony, does he imagine

that he will gain friends by thus attempt-
ing to stab him by cowardly and anony-
mwous attacks? We have opposed D K
l.\mlwny in his ight on G. T. Anthony,
| but every true man on earth must consider

himseli attacke! amd feel his sympathies
arousesd by such 3 terrible mean hiow as the
Col, Anthony will grow
such low, dastardly
and skulking work will enly elevate hum
in the spinion of every true and brave man.
We hope the time may come in Kansas
when no man ean wield an influence
among his fellow men by such revolting
and disgusting means as cowandly anony-
mous hand bills cireulated seeretly through
the mails.—] Thaver Headlight.

We have received a =currilous hand-bill,
withaout date or signatire, intended to dam-
age the character of Hon, I R Anthony,
editor of the Leavenworth Tives, in-a man-
ner that i+ too mean and sneaking to be
given any credit or notice by the reading
public, It comsists of making acensations
in the form of questions, =o a8 (o shield the
slanderer from the penalty of the law, and
totally deprive the party acensesd of any re-
ecourse whatever. Inunsmnch as there nse

| many parties personally acquainted with

Col. Anthony and his character i= above re-
roach in this vicinity, we give place to the
e reular to show what detestabile cowards

will do to damage the character of e
wntative men,—. Arkansas City Traveller

some time ago a circular was generslly
Jdistributed through the States, charging
(ol In K. Anthony, of the Leavenworth

‘tsres, with a number of terrible crimes.
[lere wva no signature to the circular:
Lut its character, and the sbwence of a
printed name amountsd (o the signature:
vof youl-forsaken coward.” The object of the
sheet was to injure Col. Anthony generally
ad for the immediate purpose of destroy-
ing his chancca for re-election to the Presi-
dency of the Editorial Asociation. A
large majority of the editors would have
voted for the Calonel’s election to ancther
term of office, but he positively refused to
accept the nomination ; the same majority
agresd that the author or authors of the
¢ reular were unfit jur the presidency of an
association of dogs. Col. A, has been v
ﬂ;ﬂitl on the inlv]eﬂ heretofore, bat evi-
dently has been in search of his maligners,
for he has brought suit in libel
Messrs, Ketcheson & Durfee, job printers,
and . Cones, all of Leavenworth, believing
these names to be the alinses under which
(3ol frsaken cowards” are guing. H
right men are caught, it is to be hoped
thev will receive punishment which will
make them in future less obnoxious to the
publie, if not more waeful to themselves.—
Peabuxdy, Rice Co., (razette,

We have been made the recipient (in
common with other editors of the State, we
presuse, ) of a circular, basely maligni
the character of D. K. Anthony, editor
the Leavenworth TiMrs and President of
Asociation. It is ae-

tor the editors to discountenance Mr. Antho-
ny al the coming editorial ::!mliri‘. The
object of the circular, which is thoroughly
clandestine in charaeter, is evidently to
break up the excursion o 1h0_nmummn§,
and to vote Mr. Anthony out of the Presi-
dency. While we have not been in fall
sympathy with Tie Towes and the course
pursued by its editor, we can say that the

i I is too much, amd 1 l'u?ld

T {Continued on Fourth Page.]
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