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was accepted formally by the
Church in Kirtland; there have
been additions since thaltime. The
minutes of the meeting of Octoher
10, 1880, were read from.

The first Ductrine and Covenants 1
eversaw {in about 1859) contained the
article on government, and 1 under-
stand it has been in all editions.
T'he officers of the Church get office
by the vote of the people, in a gener-
sl or local eapacity. 1n 1880 the Gen-
eral Assembly of the Chureh elected
John Tuylorﬁrusident The au-
thority ot the ureh is announced
in the Doctrine and Covenants. If
any man, even the President of the
Church, preaches contrary fo the
revelations iu the Doctrine and Cov-
enants, the revelations stand, and
are the standard by whieh fo judge.
(Mr. Penrose read from See. 107, of
the Doctrine and Covenants, in re-
gard to the powers of the Priesthood,
and its organization and ofticers.)
If the people, as a body of
the Church, rejeci the [resi-
dent, then there would be no ’resi-
dent Lill another is elected. The
President receives revelation for the
Church; but the members are not
compelled to receive it. (The por-
tions of the Doctrine and Covenanta
relating to this were read. Mr. Pen-
rose also read from a sermon by
President Brigham Young, June §,
1859, regarding the axency and free-
dom of choice that belongs to man-
kind; alsoother extractson the same
subject, from President Young’s re-
marks.} I know of instances where
the people refused to accede to the
expressed desire of President Young.
it was in 1876 or 1877, in the Third
Ward, where the President’s eandi-
date for Bishop was voted down, and
afterwards the old Bisliop was sus-
tained. In Iron Couuty, the Iresi-
dent wanted a man for President of
the Stake, but the people voted him
down. There is not, nor has there
been any doctrine of the Churel,
that the I'resiient or any man has
the right o order & man to be Killed.
Buch an idea would be contrary to
the Chureh doclrine, I pever
heard of one being killed in that
way. Inregard to the doctrine of
the blood atonement, 1 never heard
it taught that & man could be killed
forany purpose. I have preached
on the subject, and my teachings
have not been disapproved. 1
believe that they are in conformity
with the Church doctrines. The
killing of an individual is viewed
with abhorrence by the Church.
In section 42, paragraphs 18 and 19,
the Lovrd commands us not to kiil
and says that e who kills shall not
have forgivenessin this world nor in
the world to come. The Bibleisalso
a standard work of the Chureh, and
it forbids tnurder. The Doctrine
and Covenants says that those who
kill shall be delivered up to the Iaws
of the land. John’s epistle says a
murderer has not eternal lifo. The
Bible and Book of Mormoun are both
standanis of doctrine tothe Church.
They contain the revelatious given
anciently, and the Doctrine and
Covenants those given in this age,
and all combine. The doctrine of
blood atonement is believed in as
Paul snys, that without the shed-
ding of blood there is no forgive-
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ness of sins; that Jesus Christ died
for man’s sins; and this is blood
atonement — that Christ’s blood
atoned for sin, and by obeying His
laws we receive the benefit of that
atonement. We believe that if men
sin against the Spirit of God so far
as to shed blood, thiey eannot be for-
given; their only atonement is the
shedding of their blood, and that
must be dome by the laws of the
land. There is no one in the
Church authorized to do it. Our
iden is that a murderer’s blood
should be shed, and that is the rea-
son the Utah statutes mives one con-
demnped to death the choice of the
{ manner of death. We regard the
erime of adultery by a roan who has
taken certain covenants as worthy
of death; but we do not believe we
have any authorlty to infiict that
penalty; we accept the Mosaic doc-
frine. We think that if the law of
Goul were enforced there would be a

rovision in the law of the land in-

icting that penalty on adulterers.
This is what Brigham Young, Jede-
diah M, Grant and othersreferred to.

Mr. Penrose’s address on “Blood
Atonement” was offered in evi-
dence.

Mr. Penrose then read from IPresi-
dent Young?’s remarks on the killing
of Dr. Robinson. In this the Presi-
dentdenounced the killing, and said
that if any cne ever said that he
counseled them (e kill any one it
was a lie. Mr. Penorose further testi-
fied—It is not a doctrine of the
Church that apostasy is punishable
with death. I do not know any one
who believes in it. We abhor the
shedding of blood except in seif-de-
fense, in the execution of the eivil
law, and in defense of country and
family. 1 have preached the Gogpel
more or less the past thirtyseight
years, and have preached u great
deal. It has been largely the busi-
ness of my life, and I think I am
fuirly acquainted with the doctrines
of the Church. I have been astudent
and expounder of Church doetrines.
The cxireine penalty of the Church
is excommunication; disfellowsh’p
is a1 lesser penalty. In the course of
the endowments there is nothing in
opposition to the laws of any coun-
tiy. The government is noi referred
to. The endowments relale prin-
cipaily to the future state; there is
no authorization to shed human
blood under any circumstances.
There is no penalty for apostasy. 1
know what the Articlesof Faith
of the Chuorch are. They were

formulated by Joseph Bmith, as
Prophet and President of the
Church.

The Articles of Faith were intro-
tluced as evidence and were read.

Dickson then hegan the cross-
examination of Mr. Penrose, who
testified— I was born in Lounidon,and
came to Utah in 186l; joined the
{;hurch in 1850; teok an oath of al-
legiance to the government in 1865
or 1866, Judge Titus was judge of
the court where I was naturalized.
I have been amnested by the Presi-
dent of the United States.

Mr. PBickeon insisted that DMr.
Penrose should tell how many
wives he had.

Mr. Penrose said he was purdoned

and nmnestiediby the President.

DESERET WELKLY.

The court said the fact that any
witness was a polygamist should be
known {othe court, te be considered
in weighing the evidence, and that
be should answer the question.

Mr. PPenrose—Doea not the fact
that 1 had received pardon show
that I had violated the law?

Court— Yes, but it does not show
any foundation for it.

Dickson—He says that so far ag he
knows there is nothing inconsistent
with good gilizenship in the teach-
ings of the Mormou Chureh.

eGrand Young—That has noth-
ing to do with how many wives he
had. He was under indictment for
unlawful eohabitation. The people
had been advised by eminent coun-
sel that the law of 1862 was uncon-
stitutional, but in 1878 it was dejded
couetitutional. 1t was not charged
that Mr. Penrose had viclated it
since then. [nguiry inte his mar-
riage relations cannot be gone into
after lhe Chief Magistrate of the
uation has wiped the crime ut of
existence.

Mr. Dickson insisted that the
question should be answered, and
said e had not only viclated the
law, but continued to violate it, and
to preazh that it was unconstitu-
tional, up to 1884.

LeGrand Young—I admit that
polygamy is a doctrine of the
Church today. I don’tdeny it; but
I do not say it is right to violate the
law against it. T havea rightto
speak against the law of the ecoyun-
try, and agitale ita repeal. We
think that, in the peculiar gircuny
stances of the case, Mr. Peurose has
a right to refuse to auswer. ’

The eonrt ruled that the question
should he answered.

Dickson--Ho v many wives have
you?

Mr. Penrese—I decline to angwer.

Dickson— Lest it would erimipnate
you?

Mr. Penrose—No, sir; but on the
grounds that I have reccived par-
don.

Mr. Young said he understood the
| ruling to be that the question could

be inquired into.He was surprised at
|t.he position the witness had taken.

Court—I am surprised also,

B. W. Young—It might be con-
strued into holding them out.

Court—"That would be a reason
for refusnl.

Dickson—It would not be a rea-
son, we could compel him to anawer
if he was now violating the law, in
cages where Llie United States is a
party.

Mr. Moyle—The United States is
not o party in this case.
| Mr. Penrese~-1 have reasons for

not answering the guestion in its
present form, and ecould explain
them to the court iné)ri vate.

Dickson said the Conrt bad ruled
the question proper, and the witness
declined to obey the injunction of
the court. Tt was an attempt to
trifle. If he still refused to answer
he should be denlt with.

The Court said it could not hear
any private reason. Judge Ander-
san suggested that the witness be
given a short time to consider,

Le Grand Young asked that time
| be given till morning,

i The Court said it was not disposed




