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of the aci of & public officer, just as
they had a perfect right to.

At this point court took reecess till
the afternoon.

This afternoon Mr. Youug con-
tinued his argument. He =zaid a
thorough investigation would show
that the charge againet the “Mor-
mons?? that they had a government
within a government was entirely
falge. It may be that in times past
there have been expressions that
were loose, but not approved of.
That no treason was thonght
of is plain in the fact
that tbere was no effort to
guard the expressions made. The
ferm treason had been applied to
the utterances of “Mormons’’ when
no such thonght had entered their
mimis. The half-masting of the
flag had been called an insult.
There was no such intent. The
flag at half-mast is & sign of mourn-
ing, and that ig &ll there cam
be said of it. [Its being
placed at half - mast may the
regarded xas inopportune, be-
cause it indicated a2  meurn-
ing at the court’s decisions. [t was
inopportune—an inappreprinte ac-
ttou—Dbut it was no treason. No in-
telligent manean say that an indi-
cation of mourning i3 treason.
The flag belongs toevery citizen,
and using it as a symibol of mourn-
ing, of grief, of sorrow, is not trea-

BOIN.

Court—Wag there a cause for
mourning?

Mr. Young—1I supposesonie of the
peeple thought there was; but<that
was not treason. There wag no as-
peet of treasou, and it cannot be dis-
torted to that. It may have been
disrespect to the courts, and should
not have been doue, But it was not
and could not be treason, Why, in
Boston, when the Fugitive Slave
Acts were in force, the people of
the uortb claimed that they were
unconstitutional. Money  was
raised for their repeal. Under that
law, in tlite Burns case, the govern-
ment captured a slave in Boston
and gent him back. The people of
Boston half masted all of the flags
on the public buildings. 'That was
no treason.

Court—Do you think that was to
indicate sorrow,or as an insult to
the government?

Mr. Young—I would say it was
an indieation of sorrow. The peo-
ple there did not want to insult the
government—and they were not
treasonable.

Court—There can bo acts that
are not punishable, but are treason-
able.

Mr. ¥Young—The framers of the
Constitution defined treason,andititl
becomes their descendants to change
the definition. As I have gaid
the demonstration when: Mr. Wells
was released wng not treason or
treasonable. Mr. Dickson has urged
that the raiping of monpey to defend

men in court was treason. That is
a new doctrine tomme. I always
understoed that men have
a right to a  fair  trial —

that they have a right to test the
legulity of auy law. I maintain
the right as a citizen to test the con-

stitutionality of any law; and that| ground time and time again, cn the
'suggestion of counse) for the pther

every nian, be he Mormoen or Gen-
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tile, has a righ{ to a fair trial and to
a proper defense, and it is not treason
to eniploy means to contest legally
any cases in ¢ourts. The history of
this nation shows that before the war
there was much of this, and even
the Bupreme Court of the United
States had to be rearranged belore
certain acts could be declared con-
stitutional. And I eay that the
testing of }aws before the national
tribunal will not be denominated
treason by any gentleman.

[ say, furtber, that the religious
belief of this applicant can be wo
test of his right to citizenship. We!
have not yet come to judging in the
domain of conscience, for we can-
not do it constitutionally. Lord
Macaulay says that if such
things a« this was hot persecutlo,
there could be no religious persecu-
tion. Mr. Young then read from
Liord Macaulay’s essay, in which he
says that to punish a man hecause,
from sorne doctrive he holda,it is Le-
livved he will commit an offense, is

rsecution, and foolish and wicked.

0 argue that because & man is a
Catlwolic that he is hound to
murrer a heretical sovereign, and
then basea Jaw on that assumption
is persecution. And counsel iu this
rase have used the =zame argu-
muuts that were used against
the Catholics in England, with
only the change that it is “Mor-
moens?’ to he disfranchised now
instead of Catholics. But the Brit
ish nation forever silenced the argu-
ryent there, and in juslice 1t should
be forever silenced here. In this
cage the applicant has shown him-
self eligible for citlzenship in every

sense, and it is his right to
be admitted. Tt is urged that
he belopge to a  sect that

has taught a doctrine which ir in-
compatihle with the laws of the
pnation. It is urged that the **NMor-
mons”’ must obey the Priesthood;
and they say that every ““Mormon??
in' good standing must go into
polygamy. What is the fact? The
great majority of the *“Mormon?? peo-
ple—nineteen-twentieths—have not
gone into it, and are therefore not
in good standing. The argument is
its own refutation when compared

‘to the facts. Say what you please
of  “*Mormon* sermons and the
revelations they have, but from

their actions you can find no fairer
record in any part of the Union.
Judge us by our acts, not by the
opinions and cxpressions of avowed
enemies.
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said that his conpection with the
cage had been irregular, owing to
his necessary absence, and he had
not expected to make an argument.
There were some points, however,
which had not been fully developed,
and to these he would refer. This
proceeding was indeed a strange
one. We have passed along in
the history of thie Territory to a
tine when men speak of a certrin
prople a8 becoming more liberal,
and less peculiar and exclusive than
they had been. Iun other words,
they are growing more like other
people. Congress has gone over this

side. Congress had had this matter

be fore them for the same purpose

sought to be eflfected hers, and in

every instance Congress has refused

to take tie step that the court is now

agked to take. Tne mtrongest wit-

ness on the other side, H. W. Law-

rence, gaid the people were growing '
better, and men were saying the

f‘Mermon’' question wags about
golved. Now,on the eve of a great po-
litical battle; op the eve of a most

important efection', when it was

claimed that the ‘Mormonsg'’ were

in the minority, it i8 now asked of
the court that the ‘““Mormons” be

disfranchised. There is no founda-

tion for sucli an outrage. Go back
to the attitude of men iu 1857 and

1858, if you will, yet the fact today

starce you in the face that the very

things complained of are working
out, and the cause. if ever there was
any for this proceedine, passed away

a peneration ago. The man who
says that for the past 15 years—we
will name that period—every man

has not had the fullest liberty, so far

as the'*Mormons?are concerncd, that

man has sonle reason for staling a
falsehowd, It is said that in Angust
200 or 3(M) yourng Mormons voted the
adverse side; now this court irasked

to disfranchise those Mormons and

all others.

When I first entered the court
room, as a spectator in this casc, Gil-
tnor wasou the stand, and he wag
suying that if he told what he
knew, his Jife would be in danger.
Did your honor helieve him?  Did
anybody believe him? I think not.
There was falsehood on his face. and
he is unwerthy of belief. Henry
W, Lawrence wag not afraid and he
bad worked in the Endowment
Houee;, Mr. Lawrence was evelr an-
xious to make “‘explanations,” znd
thus gave vent to bis prejudices. If
the rumors that have been
brought in here asevidence were
thrown out, there would Le a vast
difference in the record. The half-
masting is cited as a disloyal aet,
and the whole *Mormon” peaple
are to be held responsible; yet it
did not eceur in any town through-
out the whole Territory, except on
a féw places in Salt Lake, and the
act if one that ¢ven the people here
condemn. That tralling of the flag
lias nlso been shown to be an in-
veution, What purpose could tlicre
be in it? It was either the purest
accident, or it never happened at
all.

“Mormon’? applicauts have been
naturalized for years, and recently
they have been asked to specially
agree to obey certain laws. Now it
has been discovered that by olject-
ing to their application it a court of
justice ¢‘Mormons” can be pre-
vented from hecoming naturalized,
Just what logic there is in the posi-
tion I leave for thé present.

Mr. Lawrence told how he was
neglected by those who had before
patronized. What swould be done
with any leading *“Liberal’’ if he
wera to joiu the People’s party.
He would not only be ostracised, he
woulid be hung in effigy.

Reference has been made to the
defense fund. Was the raising of it
untnwiul? Why; at that time there
was A movementorganized and on



