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atteined. He might conclude for bim-
gvli what he would do to shew to the
world that the polygamous relationship
hud ceased, but 11 was

AT 118 OWN PERIL,

agd he conld not complajo, if, when
the case was agalo  copsidered
by o tury, it was declded
against him. e mnag, to avoid this,
sccomplish the nltimjste end. He
should not make Lis visjts to bkis chil-
dren a cloak to cover an Hiegal rela=
tiopship with thelr mothey.

T'he situation was a‘ﬂrﬁh oncy it was
iroe, but they werc thelliselves respona
gible. They ahould bear the kurden
when the cousequences followed their
own a¢ts. When ke jory eonsidured
the evidence, they must bave stirted
with the proposition that the defend-
ant bad promised to obey the law when
the consequence of hiscrime had over-
taken him. This was a clrcumstancu
against hiia. He had pot endeavored
10 keep the Jaw until it iakd its heuvy
haod vpon kim. The jury had & right
to consider whetber the iine of conduct
bursued by the defendaut wus in good
%aith with reference'so the [aw, or was
in continuation of the foriBer unlaw-
ful refation. As tothe visit to Qgden,
maurried men do not take women other
than their wives ou o trlp likethat,
They hud poue 10 Ozden and remained
A duv. Thbis fact was

A VERY SUSFICION'S ONE,

owing to the fruilties of hnmwn nature,
espceially in the relations of the sexes.
I'be defendant's legal wife was the
one who should have accorspanied
bim to Ogden. Tle il pot lave
taken & woman with whom be had had
no maritsl reluiionship.

When he had visited the house he
had gore into it by. the buck
door. ¢ had also gone gut riding
with his polygamnons wife aud the sick
child, This fact alone wias nol sufli-
cent Lp conviet, but in connection with
other circumstances, the jury had a
right to say it wus simply u cloak 1o
cover other associatiop, They had a
right to say the explapation of the
vigits was not satisfuctory; thut the
sickness was not 8o urpent as to re-
qutre tue defendant’s presonce with the
pick child. The defepdant should bave
shown in o toore warked way his in-
teation to obey the jaw, if that iuten-
tionm was honest. Su far as the world
Was concerned there had boen no cens-
iug to Haunt the cxistenge of & poly;qf-
mous houseboll, The defendant should
have so revulated his conduct that
the world could lave no douht of his
intentions,and he had bimsesf to blaine
if be did not. The obtsining of a de-
cree from Lthe Court might even have
been 1nsufticient to announce the sep-
arstion to the world. He could vot use
such u .

DECREE OF NULLITY Ad A CLOAK

under which to contiune the former
relationship clupndestinely. The sug-
gestion of 1ha District Attorney wos
nimply an illustration of one of the
ways in which the defendaul could an-
nounce the fact of the separation. Un-
less the cvidence was se glariugly, in-
sufficlent that the jury covld not con-
vict on it, the verdiet should stand.

My, Rawlins, in his closing remurks
gald thal becanse tbe defendant ha

leaded gollty to un offense should

ave bad po welght with thefoury on a
subsequent charrle. The law left room
for repentance. ke bad been punished
for his offense, and 1but account was
gettled. e promised to couform to
the baw, and the law shontd enconrage
Liim 10 keep the promise. The object
of purnisbwent was to obtain obedl-
ence to law, end that cblect butt been
gatued 1nthis case. The jury had no
right to conjecture that the defen-
dunt’s nets were o closk 1o coyer some-
thigg unlawful, when there was

ADSOLUTLELY RO EVIDENCE

to justify thatcoujeeture. Fhe jury
were not permitted to take evidence
1hat meant one thing and say that it
meant the opposite.” 1f the prorecu-
tion bad shown that there had been
masqueradieg under @ cloak on the
part of the defendant, there might be
roaw for conviction. But this bad not
been done. As to the defendant’s
visiting bis ebildren and zoing inlo the
house at the back door, the cvidencs
showed that that was the usual way of
entrance dor who went there.
The proposition of the de-
{fense that Mr. Arnold  had
not tgauscended his lepal doiv, hadnot
regn controverted. All of “his visis
had been open and ahove board. The
claim that the defendiot eould not
complain if bis acts did not satlsfy
the law, was upjust. The miere sus-
picion that ther¢ was something hid-
den wus Dot snflicleut to convict.
There was no evidence that Mr.Arnold
pretended to anybody 0n carth that he
was not conforming to his agreemeyt
with tie conrt, In faet the contrary
was shown bevond doubt. The asser-
tton that It wis improper tor the de-
fendant to fnvite a lady not bis wife to
(rden, was fully expiaived hy the
evidence,and the defendaiit bad proper
bnsiness there. The suspicions of the
public were jasuilicient te constitute
guilt. The wother of the defendaut’s
children was eptitied 1o considera-
tions which a woinau who did zot occn-
By thut position was not eutitled to.
There was no signiticapce tg this class
of actions, in tie lighs oi reason, when
taken in connection with the clrcum-
stances showe.

THE MOTION OVERRULED.

The Court, in ruling oi the motion,
said that the principal reason given in
askiog for the grantipg of the reguest
was that the evidence was dsuilicient
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to justifv the verdict.
controversy about cohabltution with

the Mist wife, but the question
Wus #3 to  thé  cobabitation
with Funny, the second wite. The
Asue, them, was, Did  the de

fendant assuclate with Fuurny under
the semblance of marriage? ory, Did
their ussociation indleate to the world
that it was as husband aund wife? The
defendant bad been married to Fanuﬁ
accordicg to the forms of the Churc
law o vumber of years ago. He co-
habited wigh ber for couslaerable thne,
and several children were born to
them. About s year before the indict-
went wus found the defendant pieaded
ruilty to auother Indlctment for o 8iiu-
ilar offense, nod promised o obey the
law, stating that he did not desire to
de anything more than care for and
support 3 children. 1le aud bis st
wiie }ived 1n one part of town, and 1he
second wife in another part. He had
beenm ju the babit of Fig-
ifng his  plural wife, some-
times with his son aud sowmetimes
alove. ;The nelehbbora suw him passing
in @nd out frequently. He was there
oncc 4 weck, more or less. He also

TOOK DINNER WITH THE CHILDREN |

inthat house. }e had goue lu and
colne out of the honse latc at night,
when bls chlld was slck; ohoue wucea-
sion of thig kind te stayed all vight.
He took the plural wite and bis chil-
dren out ridiny, oad also took ber
bome trom the Theutre ouce, and to
Opden with bimonee. At e Jutter
place re'zistcred Ber mame a8 *Mrs,
Arnold.” Thelr rooms were adjoimng,
and were cunnected by & door.  1n ex-
planatign of these acts the defendant
clais 1o shave visited his chiidren.
ilis calls at night were when the chil-
dren were Blck, and the driviog
out was for ke beneflt of
the child. The question was
whetber this  was sofilcient ex-
Elunution of s association with
ts plural wife, in the llzbt of polyg-
amous marrisge which existed. The
rﬁsu]h of thejr f{ormer association
threw its effect over 1the whele pro-
ceeaings, and she lnguiry avose what
did people thionk of it? The jury must
btve found ibat iherts wus Do roison
tor his frequent visits. There was no
uxeuse for fiis tuking the plural wife to
Ougilen, and his actions there weie sos-
gicious. ‘I'beir rooms were cenuected
¥ 4 door.

IE LED MIMSELF INTQO TEMPTATION;

there i5 no question of that. The
opportunjty wud so good, be would
liive to have been as good as Josephb
to bhave resisted the temptation.
This visit  and others  fur-
nished fo mapy opportunities, and
the izclination aod dieposition to tzke
advantuge of them, uas evidenced by
the marrinre originaily, were doubtless
still with bim. He said in court that
hiz promire to obey the law aid uvot
chooge bLis iuelinations. The jury
doublless thonght the old babits and
inclinations were still on h.\l?. lam
not prepare to say 1he jury erred. It
wasg pot vecesgary for kim 1o do as he
did, 1f 2 mun could do 1bls, uny wanp
could bold out the Indication of a
polygumoua warriage und €0 napun-
'ished. Ilie shonld bave heen very
careful. His actiops couvinced the
jery that he was associating with her
as his wile. He must not sact so 45 to
lead totoat conclusion.

Reference had been made te the
bardshipa that would follow if be was
not allowed to visit us the deiendant
had doue. All punisbment carried
with it 4

DISTRESS AND EVEN AGONY,

If o munm, in anger, committed man-
glaughter he and his famotly sufered.
Tae gutlering of to-day in polvgswy
and mifiawfo! cohabftation wos that
the woman of the uext generation
tnight be free in the enjoyment ot the
sanctity of the mosogamoua kome. The
blessings to follow vuiright the agon-
jes of to-day. The Immuediate results
must not he looked at.  If slight pun-
fshment would uot do, the Jaw in ajl
it3 power and vigor mast be applicd.
‘Tuege remarks had been muade because
reference had been mzade in
the arguments to the sufferiogs to
follow such an interpretation ot the
law. The motion forua new trial was
overraled.

TOE BENTENCE.

Court—Stand up, Mr. Arnold. Abuit
18 montha ago you pleaded suilty to
the crime of wvulawlul cobubitation,
ahd promised to obey thelaw. Yoo
Lave been convicted agaln by o jury,
aedit 1s the duty of tke court to puass
sentence upot yon. Have you uny-
thing tosay why judgment should not
be pronounced?

Mr. Arnold—Nothluy,only I snpposed
1 was obax[!‘ng the law. That s ail I
cau sgy, Thec best I—

Conrt—Do you say you Intend to
obey the law 1n future, a8 fnterpreted
Ly the courts, not us you interpret it?

Mr. Arnold—I bave doue as [ under-
g_t.ood the lJaw tobe copstrued at that

ime,

Court—You must ovnderstand that
you ¢gnnot vigit your children o the
presence of their mother under such
cirenmatances as will indicate that you
asgociate with your second wife ug 2
wife, Will you obey the law as in-
terpreted by the conrts?

Mr. Arnold—Well, 1 promised %o
do’ g0, am williog to—I have done soto
the best_of my ubllity, bui anythiog
further I counot do.

Court—You won't promise to make
nn{[ changes, then?

r. Aroold—[ may have made some
mistakes—some errors in my judgment
toat I did not intend making.,

There was po l

| made yon buve yourself 1o blame for.
Mr. Arnold—Thut may be true.
Court--Well, it becomes wv duty
to pass scoteuce upon yau. The ob-
ject of the law is not to ioflict punish-
nent, but to protect society. It is
demanded of toe guvernhient 1o muke
lavrs, that soclety might be protected.
Those luws most be enforced. You
will he senteaced to hoprisontnent in
the penitentiary jor 8lx mouths on each
lof the first two counts, and three
twonths on the third, and pay o fine of
#1560 on ench couni, and the costs ot
I)rosecullon. Thas is, ifteen wonths’
wypl isoumeot, F450 Hue, and the coxts

Counrl—Whatever mislakes you have | learned the extent of her isjuries, but
siucorely hopoe they are not serious.
The other imnstes of Lthe vehicle were,

we are plesped Lo be able to siste
comperatively uuhurt, sltough aj

inghtened.

A S'DENOCRATIC! NOJMINEL.

| WM. M. FERRY, 0 PsRs CITY, BE-
LECTED WHEN R, N, BABKIN
DECLINES,

The wembers of the *'Ilemocratic'

rod wiil stand cowmitted outll the Une Territoriz! Centrsl Comuntive met in

aud cosis are pad.
BAIL DRNIER.

detendaut be admitizd 10 bail pendiog

fendgol who had promized to obey the
law had heen prosecuted. It involved
the determijnustion oi the liue of eon-
duct of 4 man, ard what cure, If 4ny,
Le conld bestew ou his plural wite and
herchildren. In view of these circum-
gtances the defendunt shounid be ad-
mitted 10 bail pending the Anal setile-
ent of the casea,

Mr. Vartun minde po reply, and after
u short pnase, Judge Zave suid the
circmsstunces milugded tg were not suf-

Mr. I'. 8. Richxrds asked ihat the g

un appral to the Supreme Court of the |
Territory. Tiis tuse'was an unusoal |
ene, ti beiug the tirst n which a dc-i

Ilail & Marshail’s ofice last evening.
There were present J. B, Rosborouyh,
chalrman, Purley L. Willlums and Win.
- Hull, ot $alt Lake; J. W. McNatt
K. A, McBbaniel, of Quden; Wpor.
Feory and 1. L. Wadeledl, of Purk Qity;
11, 5. Knigbaum, o) Coriune, nud J. [l
Wuleurr, of «)phir.

R. 1. Waddeil, W. M. Ferry apd P, P,
Willinims made speeches, nnd ip the
nsual venonious styig denounced Jlou.
Jolin T. Caine, Delepzte to Con
and the ‘®lormon’’ peuple.

A proposition tocall ¢ geners
veution of Democrets 10 wakew now-
jnatlon for Delegate to Couprefs was
opposed oo the ground that **Mer-
mons' would attend and control It.

K. N. Buasklu, who figured us the
“liberal' delepate at \Washiogton

ficicut to induce the Gourt to ndmit Lhe
tefendant to buil, and the spplication
was deoled. .

Mr. Arnojd wag Bent to the peniten-
tiary this aftervoon.
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Pralsing the Ohoir.—We urc in
receipt of a colamupication praising
the singing of the Fabernacle Choir of
this city ut the coucerts given by it at
Nephl, and expressing the high appre-
ciation of the people of the vigit ufpt.hu
Cuoir to thut place. Having already
given an account of the vxcursiou and
copcerts, we do not pablish the com-
muhication referrid to.

To the “Pen.’’—Last eveniug the
following brethren were brought irom
Provo and 1aken to toe penitentlary to
gerve out thelr terms of imprisonment
{or refusieg to repounce their wives:

Bisbop J. W. Loveiess, sentenced to
&ix wonths in the penitentizry and to
pay o flue of 300 and $97.40 costs.

obn Duorrant, six mouths’ jmprison-
ment and a Hine of $100.

Haos Jeusun, six mo
ment and a Hue of $100.

Budden Death. —The fonlly of
Brother W. Ii. Joues, of toe Iifteenth

dnring the lasg seesion of Coppgress,
entdcavoring to secure wurepunlicun
legislation, was then placed in nowiin-

ation. -

Tle following resolusions were In-
{roduccd by the ¢chalrtnan, J. 1. llqs-
pborough, and were carricd:

WikeReas, The name of Johkn T.
Cajue,Delegate to Cougress from Utah,
has heretofore been- pliced ou the
Democratic Coagresstonal Committee,
while he is in no sense & Dewocrat:

Resolrved, That 1% is the seuse of the
Democruts of Utah, that said Cae
vecupies that position noder 1alse pre-
tenses, und that the fact is & reproach
to that committee, vod o dlscredit to
the Democrutle party.

Resolved, Favther, "Ihat, as & protest
uguinst rnid discreditable frand, a
swiund and reHable Democrat should be
seiected to recelve the suppori of
Democrats at the ensuing eleetion for
l_)lelegutu to Congress from Utab Ter-
ritory.

Resolved, That mview of the brief
time to lapse before such election, this
committee sugpests anpd pomivates
Judee R. N. Baskiuas au gcceptable
Dewmverat, snd askin bis bekzlf tha

uths* iwprison- | co-operation and support of a1l voters

{u the Territory wiio eoncur with the
reagons which promps thiz action.
Mr. Basklin's nominatiou was neani-

| wheels and holdin

Wa:d, is pluzg.(ed iu prief by the sed-
den deati of hisinfaus son lait cven-
ine.  He is absent traveiing for J, I,
Purry & CO., acd is aug‘posud to be 1n
Summit County. elegrams  have
falled to tresch bim. It his where-
abouts Is Knoan tu suy of onr resders
they will perforn an act of kinduess
by sending word to bini tereturn bome
at Out(:je. We sympuathize with the be-
rewved.

TFound Dend.—Yesterday the body
of an aged man pamed Jehn Sovo waas
found in the brusbh, ahout 400 yards
trom the read, tu George's Csfion,
back of Fort Douglus. A couple of
weeks ago the old man, who was quite
helpless, and who nes been recciving
atiention at the Sisters! flospital for
several mouths, wandered away from
the latter place uonobserved. All
searck for him was futile. The
body wag bronght to ihis city and
identitied. 'The evidence 1ihet be
hiad died of exposure a! the poiot
where be hud wandered to and was
found, was conclusive, aud an jnquest
was cousidered unuecessary.  T'he re-
muios were interred to-day by Under- |
taker J. W, Taylor. A i

Narrow KEscaipe From a Bear.—
Under date of the 19th insi. John
Clark of Upton, Summit County,
sends uf the followlng eccount of u
thrilling fucident:

On Friday, Oct. 16th s Mr..Conrad
and Willlam Staley, both of Upton,
were ont for o hunt, and came across o
bear. Haoviog a dog with them, they
sent 1t after the beur. Two boys, ared
12 and 16 years, were llkewise ont on g
hinnt,and reemy 4 bear coming towards
thewm, which proved te be the one
chased by the doz, they started to ruu.
The bear gained vwpon thein, Tne
younger boy fell down screamiog. The
older boy named E. Staley, geclayg no
chance of escupe, turoed and fired at
broin. Fertunately the shot took ef-
fvct tn the bear’s brain, killing it in-
stantly. It welghed ovef 400 pounds,

An Exelting Ineldent. —Thismorn-
ing 4 earriage belonying to Presideut
George Q. Caunon wuy conveylng o
numbar uf that pebtleman's childyven
to scool, wpen & serious mishap was
met with, In the velicle were six
children—iwo boys and foor glrls.
When a point about Laif & bloek south
of the Juvenile Instiuctor officewas
reached, the neck-yoke broke; the lud
who wus driving polled on the
tines, when tue carmage ran on to the
horaes, frightening them. Al that ap-
peared to prevent them rooning away
and cansing a terrible catastrophe wag
the llues bescoming eutangled in the
them ‘back. They
kicked the dash-board to splinters,
wheeled und plunged,lnelly upsetting
the carriaye and throwiug the children
out upou the street, One of the girls,
Miss Hester Cannon, was picked up in
4 state of insenslbility and carried into
an adjaceut bouse,where she remained

mously endorsed by the nine metnbers
ol the commitive.

The powiagation wes, however, posi-
tively declined by Mr, Baskio, who
thouuht he cunid bétler work against
the “Mormous’ without being hnodi-
capped .in e wWuy proposed. lle
thetght ‘thet after the ‘Tucker-Ed-
muuids bill passed the Geatfles could
upite und vlect @ men frow- thelr owan
riinks.

Win. Ferry, oue of the cgmuittee,
was then fiomiosted by the coinmittee,
as the **Democratic’ nomince tor Con-
gre:s, Hisnume was substituted in
the resolution for that of R. N. Bas-
kin, and the commitice adjourned,

PLETITION FOR IRMDBEAS
CORPUS.

lEPl-)llTA.§T ACTIUN LOOKING TO A TEST
OF BEGREGATION,

Inthe Thlrd iDistriet Court to-day
F. 8. Richards, Keq., tlled 1 petition in
habeas corpus, in behslt of Apostle
Lorenzo Saow, now opdergeing im-
prisonment in the Utah Penitentiary
on a conviction ol untuwiul cohabita-
tion, the oflenge having gecn segre-
gatcd {nto threecuunts in the indick-
inent.

Uu seeins the docoment Judge Zane
usked what the object of the proceed-
iug was, and wus answerced to the
effect thut the design was to test the
legality of scpreeaiing indictmenta.
Judpe Zaoe stated that as Mr. Yarian
was Dot prescot the counrt would take
n0 action 11 the maiter until to-mor-
row worningat ten o'clock, when i€ will
cotne up. ‘I'be proceedings then will
depend apon Mr. Varlun’s attitude, or
upon his line of epposition, should he
opposc Lie g{antluq of thw application.
Following 15 the text of the petition;

In the District Court of the Third
Judicial Ihsirict, Tewitory of Utah,
NSait Lake County. .

In the matter of the application of
Lorenzo Suow for & writ of Haleas
Corpus. My
The penitlon of Lereuzo Snow re~

spectfully shows: Thut he is now a
risouer contined In costody of Frank
1. Drer, United States Marshal 1 apd

for the Territory of Utah, in the peni-

teutiary of said Territory atthe coun-

ty of salt Late in said Territory, for a

supposed criminul offense against the

United States, to-wit: Unlawiul co-

hahitaiion.

Your pelitioner also shows that such
conflnement is by virtve of vhe jndg-
ment, warrant, and rocecd_!ngs ofjrec-
ord, ipclading three  indjctments
against yonr pelitioner, his arraign-
wental thereon, and pleas thereto re-
spectively, a8 'well as demuorrers 1o
stch pleas, derisions thereof, and ver-
dicts of the jury, being the record of
said mattersin the District Coart of
the First Judiclal District of the
Tesritory of Utah, copies of all

until this uiterncon, when she wus

taken to ber home, We bave not

of which are hereto apoexed and
marked respectively, exhiblts A, B, C,

woere, 45 a wutter of coarse, very badly

1 con-|

D.EFGHILI K, L,MN,O and
P, Apdjour pet‘.Lfoner further shows
that under said judgment, a copy of
which is marked exhibit ''§*”' and in
exccution thereol he hus been impris-
oued in the penttentiary for inore than
six montis to-wit: cortinnonsly since
the 1¥th day of March, A. D)., 1886, und
buay pald #3400 in satisfuctiou of the iine
adjudged ugeiost Bito and alt the costs
awardcd and assessed agaiust him on
suld prosceention.

And your petitiones forther states
thut be ts advisea and \'erl]{ belleves
tbst his imprisonment is illegsl and
tuat such illegulity consisis fn &is : Lbe
court buad no Juris®etion to pass judg-
ment against your petitioner upon
more than one of the judictments or
records referrca te in ite =ald Judg-
meut, ior the reason that the offense
toerein xct out 18 the enmc as that con=
taived wnd B0t out in cach of the
other =aid Indjctmients and records,
apd the maximum punivhment which
the Court has authornty 10 1mpose wad
sziyxmmout.hs' imprisoniuent apd » tine ot

That by bis g2kl imprisonment yoor

STES3, | perftloner is belug punlsbed twicu for

One und the same offenre.

Wherefore your petitloner prayrz
writ of habeas torpus, to the eud that
beway be discnurgufl irovn eustody,

: Loruwzo SNoOw.
Terpmirory oF Utan, o
Hail Lake Couuly. 2

Lorefizo Suow, the petitioner above
pnawed, being duly sworn, says thut he
has heurd read the foregoing petition,
and knows the contents thercof; thut
Lae putne i+ true of his own knowledie,
except a8 10 roatters therein stated on
inforwaution and belicf, und as to those
matters he bolieves it to be true.

LOREEZQ SNOW.

Subscribed and swory to hetore me

this 215t day of Octeber, A, D). 1856.
JAMES JACK,
Notury Public.

REFUSES TO TESTIFY.

MNSg. KATE BASSETT WILL NOT BE
A WITNE3S AGAINST HUER
OUSBAND.

To-day the grumd jury came into
the Third Distines Conrt, after havieg
spent some lime in gonsidering the
case apolust Bishop Buassctl, und pre-
septed the following document:

To the Honoreble C. 8. Zane, Jwdge of
t{ﬁ :}(‘hird District Court, Terrvitory of
ah

Your grand fury respectfolly report
thut in their inyestizalion of the
chuarges agalust Wi, 1. Buassctt, ou
bebkalf of the United States, of unlaw-
ful cehabitdtion and polygamy, evi-
dence was adduced teading to show
that  fn 1872 tue  defendzat
wix  mrrisd o Sarsbh Awn
Williaws, und then und there had ber
for nis wite. That afterwards, 1o wit,
in the ¥Yeur 1884, in the Territory or
Utal, and wlile sbe, the said Surab

wus still blg wife and living, the suid
defepdunt, in the Territory of Utah,
murried and took to wife ome Kuatu
smith, and then wod there bad ber toy
bhis wile. '

That sald evidence also tended to
shiew that the defendant und the said
Kaute Smith weut through o subsequent
ceremony of uarriage in the year 1356,
the oue with the other,: while the aud
Barah was yetliving. Tbat the place
and time  of said alleged secoud
wurrlage sre undetermined ond iu
decube drom abe evidence. That the
said Sarun, the tirst wife, is still liviag,
and was u witvess herself. Thut after
tie introducuion of the evidence atove-
sajd, and while smd matter was so

pending  before vonr grand Jjury
and whiie the Mace Al
Litie of the said alleged

sccond merrlage were yet ondeter-
mined, the sajid lote Smith was caljed
and presented hersclf c8 o witness on
the meatters aforesaid, hefore year
grand jury; and after bhehmr duly and
regularly sworn as sach wituess, Lthe
following juterrogntorics were by your
l17'.‘r:m(i jury severully propeamnded to
er:,

Qnestion 1.—Did you o throngh a
marrluge ceremony at Logan, in this
Territory, with William E. Bassett,
prior to your marnape with him in
Soit Lake City?

Question 2.—Did you, at cay tlme in
1834, go through anhy cercmony of mnar-
rigye with the defendant, Wit E. Bas-
sets, in the Temple ut Logun?

Question 3.~—Havi you sone-through
& warriage ceremony with Mr. Bassuie
dl any oiher pluce io the Territory of
Utah, exeept tn the city of Sult Lake?

Question 4. ~Were you Dot mar-
ried to him in the year 1884, and nave
you not Since suid marriage lved with

‘Imh;’s his wife in the Terrltory of

1a

To all of which guestiens the =aid
witness made no answer, but declued
auvd refused to answer them or eitbher
of them.

Wherefore your grand jory pray the
consideration of the Court ju the
premises, whether said questions, or
vither ot them, are competent and
proper to be answered, ind that ssch
action way be takeu by the Cogrsas
tho law and the prewises witl warrant.

Grand Jury rooms, ut salg Lake Clty,
Utah, October 22, 1888,

RICHARD MACKINTOAIT,
¥orcman.

The ground oo which Mrs. ‘Bassett
refuses to testify ia that she is the
lexa]l wife of the defendunt, 8nd under.
the law cuunot he compelled Lo testify
sealpst bim,

Tbe Court instructed her ihkat the
questions were proper und must be
auswered,



