
THE DESERET WEEKLY
IT at my house he does not recognize
Is me as one whisof his wives he speaks to
fe me occasionally as to other neigh
it bora

1 redirectrebe direct it is long ago since
f hebe wokrook me to meeting hebe has not

taken me to parties for fifteen or
s sixteen years he has not done any

work around my housebouse since 1884
r rebecca southwicksouth wick said I1 am 21

years of age live at lehi my
r mothers name is martha south-

wick live at her house my father
lives at her house savina south
wick lives across the street about
half a block I1 go to her house once
in a while she comes to our house
when she is invited I1 remember
eating thanksgiving dinner at
lavinasSavinas house four years ago

to mr thurman some of the
neighbors were there at the thanks-
giving dinner my mother attends
to my fathers wants he stays there
all the time he eats and sleeps at
my mothers house all the time
when be is at home

sarah ann gurney I1 live at
I1 lehi know the two mrs south
v wicks and mr southwick when I1
I1 seegee them I1 have met mr south-

wick on the street have seen him
9 at his first wifecifesIs house but not at

hisbis second cifes house I1 dont
kaw whether he goes there or not

t samauel southwick the son of mr
southwick my mothers name is
martha southwick I1 know savina
southwick she claims to be myr tafathers second wife my father

t came to my mothers house to stop
anall the time in 1882 1I know it was
in 1882 because he spoke of obeying

I1 the law I1 occasionally gogototo savina
1 south wicks house I1 live in the
r lot adjoining lavinasSavinas house I1 hae

nevergover seen my father go in the
bouserbouse

to mr thurman I1 have been
away from home a great deal I1

4 know that my father made a change
t in hisbis living in 1882 he spoke of it

in the family
wm E southwick I1 live at

lehi my mother is martha south-
wick I1 was home some of the time
duringdurin 1882 and 1883 in 1882 he
agreed to come and stay with

e mother have not seen my father in
lavinasSavinas house ince 1885

mr zane stated that he did not
f consider the evidence sufficient to
I1 convict and the jury were instruct

ed by the court to return a verdict
v

of not guilty
the case of the united states vs

wm K lemon unlawful cohabits
tion was called and a jury emean
aled

mr evans prosecuted and thur
manaman A king appeared for the de
fence

sarah lemon testified I1 live at
glenwoodglen wood sevier county I1 am ac-
quaintedquainted with wm K lemon he
lives there I1 am the legal wife in
this case I1 refuse to testify in this
case

mr king moved that the
mony of this witness be stricken out
but the motion was overruled and
emeeption taken

wm Zo 1I live at glen
wood know phoebe lemon she
jam been living at glenwood with

aberber father I1 do notdot know that she is
the defendants legal wife it was

the general report that she v as not
his plural wife

mr evans asked for the privilege
of cross examining the witness as he
had been taken by susurprise

the court stated that be might
ask leading questions objected to
by the defense objection over-
ruled

1I have seen the defendant and
phoebe going to meeting together
the first wife was with them I1 have
seen phoebe at house she
was working9 there it was under-
stood that she was lemons second
wife

to mr king at the time phoebe
was working9 at house mr
lemon was away at work and sarah
was sick dont know what repute
means dont know what the opinion
of the people of the town is in this
matter

court took a recess until 2

INFORMAL discussion

during the session ofof commis-
sioner stonesies court thursday sept

in the office of the salt lake
city gas company the strict de-
corum of the court room was relaxed
somewhat at intervals between the
examination of witnesses and an
interesting discussion of legal ques-
tions and principles connected with
the chun h case took place

judge stone inquired of mr P
L williams if he was not aware
that a decree like that which had
been entered in the case of 1 H
dyer receiver vs ff S eldredgeEjdredge
involving the constitution lot in-
cluding the five by five rods known
as the council house corner would
be a bar to the further pursuit of
any portion of the property referred
to in the decree according to the
rules of chancery practice in united
states courts

mr williams replied that he was
not fAfamiliarmillar with that practice but
were he to answer on general prin-
ciples he would say that theahe decree
would not necessarily be a bar
under circumstances like those con-
nected with the council house
property

judge stone remarked that under
united states chancery practice the
decree unquestionably would estop
pursuitDur suit and deedcited a decision of the
united states supreme court which
he held to be exactly in point judge
stonescone further explained that the
suit in which the decree waswaS ren
dered involved the whole ot the
constitution lot ten by twenty rods
that the decree terminated that suit
and if it had been the intention to
reserve the right to pursue any
portion of the property involved in
the action an explicit
to that effect should have been em-
braced in the decree the omission of
such a reservation necessitates the
conclusion that the whole of the
constitution lot in respect to the
right of the government to recover
any portion of it has been adjudi-
cated nd such right or pretended
right cannot be revived

mr wiliams admitted it as his
belief that the decree in question
might well be pleaded by the present
claimants to the council house

property in bar of aaya ay suit by the
government to recover it but he

the result of such a contest
would be doubtful

at a later lull in the formal pro-
ceedingsce judge judd took occasion
to express his opinion in regard to
the forfeiture of the remtemplespies outside
of this city and of the tith-
ing properties in various parts
of the territory he thought
they could not be reached under the
edmunds tucker law because that
appappliedlieK to the church as a whole
whereas these temples and tithing
properties were owned leally by
corporations or natural persons in
a legal sense wholly distinct from
the church if these properties
owned locally in this manner are
to be pursued and escheated the
proceedings must be brought undounde
the act of 1862 which make it un-
lawful for any ecclesiastical organ-
izationsizat ions to acquire more than
worth of real property if the tem-
ples and tithing properties are owned
by local ecclesiastical organizations
they can be escheated under the act
of 1862

but said the judge ialif I1 were
the united states attorney id plant
actions against somebody besides the
mormonscormonsMormons theres the catholic
church Wsits got a good deal more
real property than the law allows
the methodist church here owns

worth of real property and
dont use it for religious purposes
either

theres the revbev mr
continued judge judd he gets up
every sunday and vents his venom
on the mormonscormonsMor mons but his church is
violaniviolatingng the law all the time it
has a great deal more real estate
than the law allows

in respect to the personal proper-
ty of tilethe mormon church contin-
ued the judge 1I never thought it
right to take that there was no law
against acquiring it it was com-
prised of the little offerings which
the cormonsmormons laidaid on the altar of
their church and every dollar of it
ought to be returned to the people
who contributed it I1 consider the
doctrine of under which
judge bradley held it could be con-
fiscatedfisca ted an absurdity as so applied

it is certainly a new application
of that doctrine remarked judge
stone

census returns for utah
the populations of the following

cities and towns of utah were an-
nouncedDOUn Ceil today logan an
increase of 1228 ogden ao
increase of provo an
increase of 1721 total population of
utah territory a net in-
crease during the decade of
or per cent

sunday school meeting
there will be a meeting of the

stake superintendents of sunday
schools some time during confer-
ence it is desirable that every
stake should be lepresi anted either
by the superintendent his assist


