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attained liehe might conclude for him-
self what he would do to show to the
world that the polygamous relationship
had ceased but it was

AT HIS WNOWN

and he could not complain iftif when
the caisecabe was again considered
by a jury it was decided
against him he to avoid this
accomplish the ultimate end he
should not make his to his chi
dren a cloak to cover an illegal rela
tionship with their mother

toe situation was a harsh oue it was
true but they were themselves respon-
sible they should bear the burden
when the consequences follofollowedtved their
own acts when the jury considered
the evidence they musmust Bave started
with the proposition that the defend-
ant had promised to obey the law when
the consequence of his crime hadbad over-
takentakennhimhim this was a circumstance
against him he hadbad not endeavored
to keep the law until it lakilaid itsita heavy
hand upon him the jury had a right
to consider whether the linelin of conduct
pursued by the defenddefendantalit was in good
falfaithith with tha law or was
in continuation of the unlaw-
fulful relation As to the visit tto0 ogden
married men do not take women other
than their wives on a trip 11likeke that
they had gone to ogden antiand remainedned

1a day this fact was

A VERY suspicions ONE

owing to the frailties of human nature
especially in the relation the sexes
the defendants legal wife was the
one who should have accompanied
himbim to ogden he not have
taken a woman with whom he hadbad had
no marital relationship

when hebe had visited the house he
had gone intoinfo it by- the back
door he iadhad also gone outgut aldinriding
with his polygamous wife and the SINsick
child this fact alone was not
cent tpto convict but in connection with
other circumstances tlethe jury had a
right to ay it was simply a cloak to
covercove otherrother association they had a
right to say the explanation of the
visits was not satisfactory that the
sickness was not so urgent as to re-
quire the defendants presence with the
ickbick child the defendant should have
shown toin a more marked way his in-
tention to obey the law if that inten-
tion was honest so far aass the world
was concerned there had been no ceas-
ing to flaunt the existence of a polypolyga-
mous household the defendant shouldshould
have so regulated his conduct that
the world could have no doubt of his
intention sand he had himself to blame
if he did not the obtaining of a de-
cree from the court might even have
been insufficient to announce the sep-
aration to the world he could not use
such a

DECREE OF NULLITY adaa A CLOAK

under which to continue the former
relationship clandestinely the sug-
gestion of the district attorney was
dimply an illustration of one of the
wawass in likich the defendant could an-
nounce the fact of the separation un-
less the evidence was so glaringly in-
sufficient that the jury could not con-
vict on it the verdict should stand

mr Rawraeliuslius in his closing remarks
said that because the defendant hadhaa
pleaded guilty to an offense should
haveave hadbad nodo weight with the jury on a
subsequentaub sequent charcharge the law left room
for repentance he had been punished
for his offense and that account was
settled he promised to conform to
the law and the law should encourage
him to keep the promise the object
of punishment was to obtain obedi-
ence to law audand that object had been
gained in this case the jury had no
right to conjecturere that the defen-
dants acts were a cloak to coyercover some-
thingb iag unlawful when there was

absolutely NO EVIDENCE

to justify that conjecture the jury
were not permitted to take evidence
that meant one thing and sayeay that it
meant the opposite if the prosecu-
tion hadbad shown that there bad been
masquerading under a cloak on the
martofpart of the defendant there might be
roam torfor conviction but this had not
been done As to the defendants
visiting his children and going into the
house at the back door dihee evidence
showed that that was the usual way of
entrance for all who went there
the proposition of the de-
fense that mr arnold had
not transcended his legal duty hadnot
been controverted all of his visits
hadbad been open and above board the
claim that the defenddefendant could not
complain if hisbis acts did not satisfy
the law was unjust the merelmere sus-
picion that there was something bid-
den was not sufficient to convict
there was no evidence that Mr ArnoldAruold
pipretendedpie tended to anybody on earth that he
was not confconformingarming to his agreement
with the court in fact the contrary
was shown beyond doubt the asser-
tion that it was improper torfor the de-
fendant to invite a lady not his wife to
ogden was fully examined by the
evidence and the defendant hadbad proper
business there the suspicions of the
public were insufficient tote constitute
guilt the mother of the defendants
children was entitled taU considera-
tions which a woman wwwho did not occu-
py that position was not entitled toberererethere was no significance to this class
of soactionseions iinn the light boff reason when
taken in connection with theth e circum-
stances shown

THE MOTION OVERRULED

the court in ruling afi the motion
said that the principal reisonreason given in
asking forthefor the granting of the request
wsW that the evidence waswae bumagat

to aufjufjustifytiby the verdict there was no
controversy about cohabitation with
the hillst wife bbut the question
was as ta tthe cohabitation
with fanny tahethe ssecond witewile the
bisue then was did the de

fondant associate with fauryfany under
the semblance of marrimarriageagell or didbid
their association indicate to the world
that it was as husband andaad wife the
defendant hadbad been married to fanny
according to the forms of the church
law a number of years ago he co-
habited withher for considerable mine
and severalbeveral chilchildrendreu were botn to
them about a year before the indict-
ment was found the defendant pleaded
guilty to another indictment torfor a sim-
ilar offense audand promised to obey tilethe
law stating that he did not desire to
do ananythingthing more than care for and
support his children he and his first
witewile lived in one part of town and the
second wife in another part chehadhe had
been in the habitbabit of vis
ailing his plural wife some-
times with his son and sometimes
alone tilethe neighbors saw him passing
in and out frequently he was there
once a weekweak momorere or less he also

TOOK DINNER WITH THE

Inthain that bouse he hadbad gone in and
come out of the house late at nnightight
when his child was sick on one occa-
sion of this kind liehe stayedstaged allait unightht
he tooklook tae plural witewile and hisbis atilchil-
dren out riding spaand also took her
home from tilethe theatre once and to
ogden with him once at the latter
place registered her name as i mrs
arnoldainold their rooms were adjoining
and were connected by a door in eex-
planation of these acts the defendant
claims to 2 havebave visited his children
his calls at night were when the chil-
dren were sick and the driving
out was for the benefit of
the child the question was
whether this was sufficient ex-
planation of ibishis association with
his plural wife lilin the light of polpolyg-
amous allemarriage which existed the
rresults it of their former association
threw its effect overjover the whole pro-
ceedingsce and the inquiry arose what
did people think of it the jury must
have found that there was no reason
torfor his frequent visits there was no
excuse for nishis taking the plural wife to
ogden and his actions there wewbew sus-
piciouspicious their rooms were connected
by a door i

HE LED HIMSELF INTO temptation
I1

there is no question of that the
oppopportunityopportuney was so good be would
have to hhaveve been as good as joseptjoseph
to have resisted the temptation
this visit and others ffur-
nished

ur
nishI1 ed so many opportunities and
tilethe inclination dispositionand to take
advantage ot them as evidenced by
the marriage originally were doubtless
still with him he said in court that
his promise to obey the law did not
change his inclinations the jurjuryaadoubdoubtless thought thebe old habits ana
inclinations were still on him I1lamam
not prepare to say the jury erredefred it
was not necessary for kinihim to do as he
did if a man could do tillsthis any man
could hold outtieout the indication of a
polygamous marriage and goeo unpun-
ished he should have been very
careful his actions convinced the
jury that he wasvi as associating witcherwith her
as illshis wilewife he must not act so as to
lead to that conclusion

reference hadh ad been made tote the
hardships that would follow if hebe was
not allowed to visit as the defendant
had done all punishment carried
with it I1 I1

DISTRESS AND EVEN AGONY

Itaif a maninman in anger committed man-
slaughter he antiand his family suffered
ibete sufferingring otof totodaydayoay in polygamy
and cohabitation was thatehst
the woman of the next generation
might be free in the enjoyment of the
sanctity ot the monogamous home the
blessings to follow outright the agon-
ies otof todayto day the immediate results
must not be looked at itif slight pun-
ishment would not do the law in all
its popower and vigor must be applied
these remarks hadbad been made because
reference hadbad been made in
the argument to the sufferings to
follow such an interpretation of the
law tilethe motion for a new trial was
overruled

THICTHE SENTENCE

courtrcourt stand up mr arnold aboliaaboh
18 months ago you pleaded guilty to
the crime of unlawful cocohabitationhabitat dpn 1

and promised to obey the law you
have been convicted again by a jury
and it is the duty of ake court to pass
sentence upon yon haveHaveyouyou any-
thingthin to say whyway judgment should nonott
be pronOunpronouncedcedY

mr arnold I1 supposedb ased
I1 was obeying the law that Is all I1
can say the best I1

court do you say you to
obey the law in ffuture as aniainterpretedelizitfeted
by the courts not as

mr arnold I1 have done as 1 Uunder-
stood

er
the law to be construed A rat

time
court you must understand that

you cannot visit your children in the
presence olof their mother under suh
circumstances as will indicate that you
associate with your second wife as48
wife will you obey the law as in-
terpreted oyby the courts I1

mr arnold well I1 promised to
do so am willing to I1 have done so to
the best of my abillabilityty but anything
ffurtherarther I1 cannot do

court you wont promise to make
anany changes thenkrmr arnold I1 may have made some
mistakes some errors in myink judgment
that I1 did not intend snaking

court Whatwhateverevier mistakestikes you have
made youon havebave yoyourself to blame for

mr arnold thatthai may be trueti ue
court well it becomerbecome nn duty

to pass sentence upon you thelie ob-
ject of the law is not to intinductact kuklish
went but to protect society it Is
demanded of toe boveingovernmentent to isakeake
laws that society might be protected
those laws must be enforced you
will be sentenced to imprisonment inIII
the penitentpenitentiarylary for six months on each
of the first two counts and three
months on the third and pay a linefine of

onoa each count and the costs of
prosecution that is fifteen months
imprisonment ruefine and tilethe costsCOM
and will stand committed until the rueitne
and costs are paid

BAIL DENIER

mr IT S Itle bards asked that the
defendant be admitted to bail pending
an appeal to the Susupreme court of the
territory this case was an unusual
one I1it beingbein the first inili which adea de-
ffondant who hadbad promisedpromispd to obey the
law hadbad been prosecuted it involved
the determination of0 the line of con-
duct of a manmail and what care if any
he could bestow onog his plural wife and
her children in view of thesese circum-
stances thothe i should be ad-
mittedmitt d to bail pending the final settle-
ment of the easecase

mr varlan made voDO reply and afafterter
a shortabort pause judge zane said the
circumstances alluded to were not suf

to induce the court to admit the
defdefendantenfant to bail slidand ththe application
was denied

mrair arnold was sent to the peniten-
tiary this afternoon
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praising the oliolhoir lr we arearc in
receipt of a communication praising
the singing ojeof the Ubertabernaclenacle choir of
this city at the conceits given bby itis at
nephi and expressing the high appre-
ciation of the people of the of the
choir to that place having already
given an account of the excursion and
colacconcertserts we do not publish the cam
mi referdd to

J

to the penpea last evening ahe
fl lowing brethren were brought fromprovo and taken to the penitentiarypenitent lary to
serve out their terms of imprisonmenteat
for refusing to renounce their wives

bishop J W loveless sentenced to
six months in the penitentiary and to
pay a fine of and costs

john durrant six months imprison-
ment and a tinefine of

hansbans Jenjensensell six mouthsmonths imprison-
ment and a fluefine of

sudden 11deatheath the family of
brother W RbjonesKJjonesones of the fifteenth
waid is plungede d logriein grieff by the sud-
den death otof aid infant sonsan lalk ean
inbaff ilehe is absent traveling for JT JI
parrypairy co and is supposed to be inIB
summit county telegrams have
failed to reach him it his where-
abouts is known to any otof our readers
they ycwillill periperformorin an actabt of kinankindnessess
by sendingg word to him to return home
at once we sympathize with the be

found dead yesterday the body
of an aged man namedname johnJohu jovn was
found in the brush aboutbo t yards
from the road in georges cadion
back of fort douglas A couple of
weeks ago the old man wao was quite
helplesshel plebs and who nas been receiving
attention at the sisters hospital for
several mouthsmonths wandered awak from
the latter place unobserved all
search for him was futile the
body was brought to this eltycity and
identified the evidence that he
hadbad died of exposure ai the point
where he had wandered to and wagwa
found was conclusive and an inquest
was considered unnecessary the re-
mains were interred todayto dayoay by under-
taker J W taylor

narrow escapeIk from a bedr
under date of the 1ast john
darkclark of upton summit county
sends TIPas the following account of a
thrilling incident 1

on friday oct tfof mr conrad
and william staley both of upton
were outoat for a hunt and caine across a
bear having a dog with them they
sent it after the bear two boys aged
12 and 16 years were likewise ot on a

leeng ail bear comins towardsthiv ards
them which proved to bebethethe one
chased by tuthe tog they smartedd to run
the bear gained upon I1 tem tilethe
youyoungernger boy fell down screaming the
older boy named EB staley seeing no
chance of escape turned and fired at
bruin fortunately the shot took efcf
opt in the bears brain killing it in-stantlyst it weighed pounds

an exciting incident this morn-
ing a carriage belonging to president
geprge Q cannon was conveyingying a
number of that gent lemans
to school a serious mishap waswaa
met with in the vehicle ware six
children two boys and four girls
when a poipoint aboutat halthalf a block south
of the juvenile ofa
reached the iseckbeck yoke broke d
who was driving pulled on 4e
lines when tile carriagecarnage rapran on to thethe
horses frightening them all that ap-
peared to prevent them running away
audand causing a terrible catastrophe was
thethelllinesnes becoming tangledentangledeu in the
wheels and holdingh wing them back they
kicked the to splinters
wheeled and upsettingsettingop
the carriagecarnage and throwing the childrenchildreii
out uuponon the street one of the girin
miss westerhester cannon akswa s picked up in
a state of insensibility and carried into
an adjacent bouse where she remained
until this afternoon ohe was
taken to herber home wh baa not

learnedleai ned the extent of her juriesinjuries but
sincerelysuimei cly hope they are not serious
the other inmates eff the vehicle were
we arearc pleaded to be able to statte
comparatively unhurt although alall
were as a matter of coursecoarse very badly
frightened

A democratic
fm M FERRY OF PAUK CITY SE-

LECTED KR N BASKIN
DECLINES

the members of the democratic
territorial central committee met in
halthall Marshair office last evening
there nvereere present J B rosboroughKos borough
chairman parkyparity L williams and aca
Cchuuhall otof salt likelafee J W mcnnoami
andandeaBA mcdanielcDaniel51 of win-
feryfe ry and it 1 waddell of park city
ifUSS krigbaum olof Cor lube add J 11

wolcott of ophir
R 1I waddell W HX lerry andaad P PF

williams made speeches and in the
usualsuni venomous style denounced ronlloumnjohn T caine delegate to congress s

and the peoplee I1

AA proposition to call a general con-
vention bf democrats to inarea nom-
ination for delegate to cougilCou greis was
opposed ouon the ground that merkerponseions would attend and caarol it

BR N baskin who figured as the
liberal delegate at washington

duringdaring the lastapt sessionbession of COncongressCongigrebsebs
endeavoring to secure
I1legislationT

I1 was theuthen placedplace
1

4 in nownomin-
ation

in-
mon
the following fesolutions were in-

troducedtrod by the chachairmanirmah J B kos
boroughborougOo roughhandand were carried 1

Wms the name of JohiJohriTiTCalne Delegate to congress from utah
hashab heretoforeore been placed on the
democratic Congressicongressionaloual committee 0

while he is in no sense a democrat
resolved that itin Is the seasesense of the

democrats of utah that said camecaine
occupies that position under false pre-
tenses and that the factface is a reproachh
to that committee aud a discredit to
the democratic partyarty

unsolved ahat as a protest
against aidtaidt discreditable fraud ina
t and rrb liable democrat should be
selected to receive the support ofif
democrats at tilethe ensuing election torfor
peledelegateate to congress from utah terr-
itory

I1

resolved that 11 view of the brief
time to lapse before such election this
committee suggests and nominates
judge BR N basan as an acceptable
democrat and askakk inI

1

n his behalf mhd6
co operateoperationjn and support of all voters
in the territory who concur with the
creasoreasonsus which prompt this aeota

I1mrNir bisbaskinstjill S nomnominationidalion waswag unani-
mously endorsed by thelinethe nine membersfimbers
otof phd committee
tie wwass however posi-

tivelydively declined by mr baskin who
thought he could better world against
ttue11 e KMorormondmons without belbie bund
capped in the way propproposedoswA 11he
thought that 1 afterI r tthehe tuckerrue er 1bdad
munds bill padpasted ththe gentale 0 1

cuite and elect a man from tbtheairirownwn
ranks 1

wm ferry one of the committee
was then nominated by the committee
as the democratic nominee for cocon-
gress 4ake aade was substituted in

that pt arras
kin and the committee adjourned

PETITION FORFOB habeas
CORPUS t

u

T ACTION LOOKING TTO A
OF

in the third district court todayto day
F S richards esq filed apetition in
habeas corpus in behal fotof apostle
lorenzo snow vownew undergoingandergeUm im

in the utah penitentiary
onoa a conviction of unlawful al cohabita-
tion tilethe offense having eenen 5segre-
gated

re
into three counts in the 12indict-

ment
pt

I1onoa os the document judge zinezane
asked what the object of the proceed-
ing was and was answered to the
effect that the design was to test tile
legality of segregating indictments
J u dze ane stated that as mrar variantartan

oot present the court would take
iloBO action in the matter until tomorto mor
row morningat wnten when X
comeuxcome ap the proceedings then will
depend upon mr fariansVarians attitude or
upon his line of oppositionI1 shoushould he
bpopposeose the ivi abing applicationfollowingfollowing I1ischebe text ot the petition
in14 the district courtco rt of the thirdjudicial district territory of utah

salt lake voudy
in the spatter of the application of

Lorelorenzoilzo buoy for a wtwrit of habeas

the pesipetitiontion off lorenzolerenzo snow re
idly shows that be is now a

prisoner confined in custody of frank
11 dyer united states marshal in andaid
for the territorybry of utah lula the peni-
tentiarytentteut iarylary of said territory adibe coun-
ty btbf salt lake in saidpaid territory for a
supposed criminal offense against the
united states teto wit unlawful co-
habitationyour petitioner also shows that susuchch
confinement is by virtue pfaf ih judg-
ment warrant and proceedingss
ord including tareethree indictments
againstast your arraign
mentral thereon auaud pleas thereto re-
spectivelyively as weltcell as demurrers tta
suchsoch pipleasaas decisions thethereofroof and ver-
dicts of the adry being thothe record okof
said matters in iliethe district court of
the first judicial district of tilethe
territory of utah copies of allalf

I1 of which are hereto annexed and
marked respectively A G

f

D EFE F G 11 1I jaJ K L M N 0 and
P and I1v our petitioner further shows
tlthatat under paid judgment a copy of
which I1is marked exhibit illP and inia

atoa thereof he has been impris-
oned in the penitentiary torfor more than
six mouthsmonths to wit continuously since
the lath day of march A D 1886 and
hasbas paid WO in satisfaction of the linefine
adjudged against him and all the costs
awarded and assessed against himblin on
said prosecution

anda youryair petipetitionertoner further states
that hebe is and verily believes
that his imprisonment is illegal and
that such illegality consists inillegalw is tilethe
court had no to papass8 judg-
ment your petitioner upon
more than oneofie of the indictments or
records rereferredferrea tote in itsita saideald judg-
ment for the reason that the offense
therein set out is tilethe same as that con-
tained ana set out in each of the
atotherher ssaidai d indictmentseat a aandnd recordsdB
anandd the maximum punishment which
the court has authority to impose was
six mouthsmonths imprisonment and a lineflue of
ajobuo

that by his said imprisonment your
petitioner tois bellig punished torfor
one and the same offenseoffe uny

wherefore your petitionerpetitloner prays a
writ of habeas takorpuspus to the end that
he paymay be discharged from
I1

I1 SNOW

OF UTAH
lakeLage county I1 siSs

lorewzoT orenzo snownow the petitioner above
named being duly sworn says that he
has heardheard read the foregoing petition
and knows the contents thereof that
themthe same si true of his own knowledge
except as to mattersmattera therein stated ouoil
information and belief and as to those
matters hebe believes it to be true

LoR SNOW
subscribed and sworn to belorebefore me

tillsthis day of Oc A PD 1886
JAMES JACK

notary public

REFUSES TO TESTIFY

MRS katakanKA n BASETT WILL NOT BEBB
i A WITNESS

HUSBAND

todayto day the grand juryjary came into
the third district court after having
spentspead esquie timptime in considering the

bishop bassett and pre-
sented the following document
to the honorable 0 S zane judge of

the third dishdistrictact bourt territory of
utahyour grand luryjury respectfully report

thatthai in their investigation of the
charchargeses against win ialU bassett on
behbehalfUf otof the united states otof unlaw-
fulful tocohabitationhabitAtion and polygamy evi-
dence waa adduced tending to show
that lain aan1872 ane defendant
was married to saransarah ann
williams there had her
lorfor his wife that afterwards to wit
in the year 1884 in the territory ot01
utah and while sheahe the said sarah
was still his wife and living thothe said
defendant in the territory of utah
marriedman led and took to wife one kate
amith and then and there had her lorfor
illshi wile I1

that said evidence also tended to
show thatthai the defendant and the said
kate smith went through a subsequent
ceremony of matimarriageariage in the year IM1886
the one with the other while the said
sarah was yet living that the place
and time of said alleged second
marriageage are undetermined and iuig
drubidoubt from the evidence thatatiat the
said saran the is still living
and was swita neba herself thatTha aftertatter
tile introduction of the evidence afore-
said and while saideaid matter was so
pending before grand jury
andiand williewhile the place aandud
time of the said alleged
secondsseconda marriage were yetet undeter-
minedmin edithethe said kate smith was called
and presented herself as ita witness on
tilethe matters aforeaforesaidsodd before your
grand jury and after bedrit duly and
regularly dworn as snell witness the
following interrogatories were by your
grand uryjury severalty propounded to
her

question I1 did you go through a
marriage ceremony at logan in this
territory withith william E bassett
prior to your marriage with him in
salt lake city

question 2 did you at any timejimb ia
iam go through any ceremony of mar-
riager age with the defendant winVm EH bas-
sett in the temple at losanlogin

questionQaestion 3 have you Rone through
fta marriage ceremony with mr basseth
at any other place in the territoryof
utah exceptexception in the city of salt lake

question 4 were you not mar-
ried to him in the year and have
youoil not since said marriage lived with
himim asw hisfats wife in the territory of
utah

coallto all of which questions the said
witness made no answer but declined
and refrefusedused to answer themthein or either
of themthein

wherefore your grand jury pray the
consideration of the court in the
I1premisesrlem ig es whether said questions orsieitherther otof themthein are competent and
proper to be answered and that such
action may be taken by the court as
the law and will warrant

1 grand jury rooms at salt lake city
utah october

RICHARD mackintosh
r foremanfordman

the ground on which mrs libassett
refuses to testify is that she is the
lecki wile ok he defendant and under
the law cannot be compelled to testify
against him

ibe court instructed her that the
udeshonsakio worewere proper and must be


