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dic ld you live in viol-

ation MFMFmunds law
mr 1I decline to answer
mrair dickson if you did do you

ayany you had an affectionaf for your
country

mr smith continuing yes sir
I1J consider bigamy is the marrying
ofaof a second wife deceiving either
or both it both have knowledge
and consent I1 do not consider it
bigamy itif would hebe bigamy if a
man married another wife contrary
to hia cifes consent I1 believe
the revelation on celestial marriage
requiresrequiresaa woman to consent I1 had
naymy wcifesafes consent if a wife is
converted that the principlelie is
correct she should consent ffif not
no if she refuses he is at liberty
to go ahead I1 believe that is the
wliffyoof god

mr dickson if your wife had
refused would you have defecteded
the will of god

mr moyle I1 object to mr smith
beingjibing required to state his opin-
ions hebe has stated the law otof the
church

court oh I1 think it proper
mrmir smith men are left to their

own judgment and discretion this
lawjaw extends throughgli time and
eternity and I1 could abide my time
to obeyabey the law of god if I1 felt
to0o take a wife without her consent
when she refused I1 suppose I1
should have done I1 became
aware that the united states sup-
reme court passed on the constit-
utionalitytiona lity of the law of 1862 1

took mymv wife in 1876 or 1877 As a
man of honor I1 could no abandon
mmy family

mr dickson Is it not true that
afterafter that law was held to be con-
stitutional you lived in violation
of I1itVmr smith not in this territory

mr moylemoyie therhe constitutionality
of thelahthe law against unlawful cohab-
itation has never been tested

mr dickson 1I want to show that
there is no affection for the laws of
the united states

court the question of the con-
stitutionality of the law cuts no
neure in this case

liebe grand young unlawful co-
habitation was not made an offense
till 1882 the prosecutors here tried
to make polygamy a continuous
oflenseense but the courts would not
allow it with two wives
beabeforebre 1882 was not made unlawful

witness to mr dickson after
the law of 1882 against unlawful co-
habitation I1 did not live with my
second wife in this territory

court he may decline to answer
if liehe desires

witness to mr dickson I1 have
not violatedyio the law I1 decline to
mymay whether I1 lived with one in one
territory and another in another I1
was once arrested my plural wife
never was on the witness stand shewas wwithith me several years
she afterwards left this territory of
her own volition josephine groes-
beck is her name when the laws
of the nation conflict with the law
of god it is not our duty to violate
the law of the land the law found
Usneverpracticing plural marriage I1
never performed a plural marriageJI1 only know of my own I1 do not

believe that our church has the
right to pass on the constitutionality
of any law that is the busbusinessiDess of
the united states supreme court

dickson read from the doctrine
and covenants references to the
constitutional laws of the land

mrmr smith the supreme ourtcourt
althethe united states passes on the
constitutionality of a law the
constitution says congress shall
pass no law prohibiting the free
exercise of religion and I1 looked to
it to protect me I1 acted on that
understanding when the law of
the landcadd makes my religion a crime
I1 must take the consequences I1
think the constitution is an in-
spired document and the united
states supreme court the final
arbiter if a man breaks the law he
must take the consequences the
laws of this land are supreme and I1
acknowledge them as such if I1
break a law because it infringes on
my conscience I1 must take the
penalty I1 believe with wmwin H
seward that there is a higher law
but if the law of the land puts him
in jeopardy he is relieved from
obedience to the higher law were
I1 a monogamist now under the
circumstances I1 would not take
another wife in the united states I1
decline to answer any questions re-
garding my present status it is a
part of the teachings of the church
that union should exist and differ-
ences be reconciled but the indi-
vidualityvi of any man is not inter-
fered with I1 think some men have
arrogated powers that they
did not possess if a man
wants to obey the counsel of the
priesthood that is all right it
they refusereflise it is not a doctrine that
they will be damned I1 regard the
president of the church as the
mouthpiece of god when he re-
ceives revelation the kingdom of
god means that when christ comes
he will establish his kingdom
that kingdom is not now estab-
lished I1 have heard it tautaughtht that
it is but I1 jo not believe ftft we
are building up the kingdom but it
cannot be established till the com-
ing of the savior we do not be-
lieve in the destruction of all
sects and nations the princi-
ples you refer to were not
understood by the people as
you seek to interpret them I1
have heard it taught that in all mat-
ters temporal as well as spirlspiritual
the people should obey the word of
god if they accept it I1 have re-
fused to obey the orders of the pre-
sident of the church the only
command brigham young ever
gave me was to fit out a man for a
mission to arizona and f declined
to do so jobjohna taylor or wilford
woodruff never gave me a com-
mand that I1 remember they have
asked me to do things and some of
them I1 did not do of course I1
had and gave a reason for not doing
so the language used in prayer
about avenging the blood of the
saintsSaint idosIdo not know Ionly know that
iropeopleople are instructed to pray to the
lordrd to avenge the blood of the
prophets as is said in the verses I1
have quoted I1 decline to state any
ceremonies of the endowment
house

dickson what penalties are to be
inflicted for revealing those cove-
nants

mr smith I1 decline to answer
any questions regarding the endow-
ment ceremonies there waswaa no
penalty attached to apostasy apos-
tasy is not punishable by the
church except by excommunica-
tion

to the court oliver cowdery an
associate with joseph smith apos

and was never harmed da-
vid whitmer T EF brown and
many othersethers inside and outside of
utah have apostatized baskinbask in has
fought the church bitterly and
I1 never wronged him nor has he
wronged me no apostate has ever
been assassinated by instruction or
approval of the church I1 know of
no one ever having been assassinated
I1 dont believe there has been one
but I1 decline to state anything of
the endowment ceremonies

baskin how long before you
took your second wife ddidI1d you marry
your first wife

legrand young objected objec-
tion overruled

court he may answer
mr smith 1I cannot state exact

ly several years
baskin did you not say in the

ceremony of your marriage that you
would keep to your first wife and
none else

mr smith 1I decline to answer
as to the marriage or any other
ceremony in the endowment
house

court he need not answer unless
lie wants

baskin why do you decline to
answeranaw er

mr smith upon the principle of
honor

mr dickson I1 mink we can
compel the witness to tell these
ceremonies and penalties and do
not waive that right

witness to baskin I1 have not
habitually taught the law of
polygamy I1 have taught obedience
to the laws of god I1 have heard
beardplurallural marriage taught I1 have not
heard its practice eDenjoinedjoined upon the
people that I1 now recall they be-
lieve in that principle I1 do not re-
member the last time I1 heard it
preached

Ccourtlou A tooktoA becrecessess till 2 pm
JOHN CLARK

testified 1I have been a member of
the church 44 years have been
through the endowment house
never took any oath to avenge the
moot of the Propprophetsheta on the united
states nothing ofef that kind was
said there was no oath covenant
or instruction to violate the laws of
the land I1 did not covenant to go
into polygamy have never been
advised to break the laws of the
land there were no instructions
admonitions orgr agreements to
avenge the abod of the
prophets or anybody on this nation
or anyone else I1 remember no
covenant to obey the priesthood I1
am a merchant have been in busi-
ness 29 years iI1 am now president
of the corporation of darkclark eld-
redge co was formerlyform efly of the
firm of chislett darkbclark mr chis-
lett is now in california I1 believe


