base assassing w ho should have been
punished, and the government
pever instigated or committed the
crime, or approved of it. Henry W.
Lawrence, an apostate, says that the
government was not even intended;
and so does every honest man. It
has heen found that there is nothing
disloyal in all the endowment cere-
monies.

Thet the objectors Ay to the ser-
mons that have been preached, and
gelect fsolated passages. But these
are not doctrine; they are not ac-
cepted hy the Church in the sense
in which the oljectors interpret
them. 1 say that when the Proph-
ets Joseph and Hyrum Smith
were killed; when 15 or 16 men,
women and children were cast in a
dark hole and buried; when secores
of similar erimes were committed,
the State of [llinois should have
punished the murderers. The otijec-
tors here dare not deny that these
muiders were committed in cold
biocod. And there is po reeord of
one of the murderers being brought
to justice. Then 20,000 men, women
and children were driven from their
homes inte the wilderness. Has
that outrage ever been punished?
But what did those people do? They
came to foreign soil, hoisted the
Stars and Stripes, and took posses.
ginn in the name of the Unitedl
States.

In 1857 word came that 25,000
goldiers were on the way to drive
them again. Dopn’t you think the
neople were excited? Don’t you
think the murder of fathers,mothers,
brothers, sisters and children came
before their eyes again? Would you
expect moderate expressions from a
people in this situation? Bul the
expressions were against the mobs
who had despoited and would
despoil them, not agaiust the gov-
ernment.

In 1856 the people liere were liv-
ing on roots. The Church did
exercise A temporal power then, in
one inostance, and by it saved
the people from destruction. It di-
vided the food. In all the eastern
journals there was uot a word of
syrapathy for ue. It was nnderstood
there that hundreds of men, women'
and children were dying of starva-
tion, and ope journal stated in its
columns that there was at least a
solution of the Mornlon question, for
they were starving fo death. T admit
that it rankled in my breast in those
times.

On this came an army which we
‘understood was to annihilate us,
After the sympathy shown to Mor-
1nons in Missouri and Illinois; after
the sympathy shown in rejoicing
that we were starving, we were in-
formed of the additiona! aympathy
of an army eoming to destroy us.
Is it any wonder that wild expres-
sions were made—eXpressions that
today we would not make, and would
oot approve under different circum-
stances? I ehallenge the other side
to compare the history of any State
or Territory with ours, as to a law.
abiding people, even with the soli-
tary exception of a Jaw against a
doctrine of our religion.

Our witnesses emphatically state
there is nothing in the Endowment
that is repugnant to the gov-
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ernment — that there 1s noth-
ing bearing in any way wupon
the government. As to obedi

ence to the Priesthood, testified to
by McGuffie, Wardell, Bond a:d
Gilmor, who also testified that poly-
gamy was enjoined by covenant,
Mr. Lawrence as well as others
denied this, as far as the Endow-
ments are concerned. Mr. Law-
rence said that was the trend of the
teachings ountside. The witnesses
pay that Josepbh and Hyrum Bmith
are included among the Prophets.
It is also in evidence that the cere-
mony is the same for the dead as the
fiving, showing that it has no refer-
ence to the individual action; and
when Mr. Dickson could get'nothing
to suit him, he would end by a
question which he wanted to im-
press on the ceurt as meaning that
the witness was not telling the
truth; that question was: “Are you
a Mormon?*?

But the ‘“Mormons’ toli the
truth, and when it came to matters
that were sacredly religious, they
declined to answer. So becausge the
alleged oath was shown to he a
myth, the other side flew to old
germons, such as I hiave referred to.
I will mention another withess who
said there was nothing that was
incompatible with citizenship in the
Endowments; that there was no
covenant to obey the Priesthood;
that there was no covenant to
avenge the blood of the Prophets;
that there was no reference to the
government, by inference or other-
wise; and that man is E. L. T. Har-

rison. He is as intelligent and as
rezpected a8 s Mr. Lawrence,
an he declares that there

is nothing in the Endowment that
is contrary to good eitizenship. Bo
does Ell B. Kelsey, also a man of
intelligence and reliability. There
is nothing in the Endowment that
is in any way opposed to good citi-
zenship. That is the declaration of
Mr. Harrison and other reputable
men. It has been urged that a
prayer to avenge the bhivod of the
Prophets is antagonistic to the gov-
ernment. But the answer to this
is that not an intelligent man
understood that he was to
take any part in it-—that there was
anything objectionable in it. Again
I refer to the reason for Mr.
Lawrence lenving the Church—that
it hud no connection with the
Endowment House, but it was be
cause of his attachment for certain
friends in a question about temporal
affairs. The testimony of the wit.
nesses for the applicant has shown
that thesge references to the govern.
ment never had any existence in
faet, and our witnesses are corrobor-
ated by all the reputable witnesses
for the objectors.

In regavd to the sensalion of Mr.
Wardell, it shocked the community,
and there was great excitement in
~consequence. | suppose the attor-
neys brought Wardell in good faith,
and thought he would tellthe truth.
I can understand Wardell on no
other ground than that he is more a
fool than a knave. He paraed some
whom he snid were present at the
horrilile scene. I admit that I never
heard such a shocking story before.
Wardel’s own son,not a “Motrmon,”’
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was sent for and he contradicted
Hatly his father’s testimony. Then
comes Wardell’s wife, daughter and
another son, who also state that the
story is false, Wardell says
Green lived at Farmington, We
brought witnesses and proved that
the only man named Green who
lived at Farmington is still alive,in
the northern part of the Territory.
Joseph Follett, said by Wardell to
be an eye-witness to the horrible
deed, is brought, and swenrs that no
such a thing ever oceurred. The
whole was a trumped-up story, with
oot a word of truth to base it on.
And that is the case with all the
noise that has been made aboutthe
“Mormonsg.” There is not a thread
on which to hang any of the hor-
rihle stories alout  <*Mormlons.”?
They are alike haseless and untrue.

In regard to the intolerance of
*“Mormons,”” the ohjectors have
sought among the dregs of the
apostates, who are the most bitter of
all toward those who were their
former associates. Here the “Mor-
mong* are on trial on the testimony
of their sworn enemies. What was
the story of Christ Himself, as told
by His enemies? It was that He
was a winebibber and a glutton; and
it was left to His friends, in the
four Gospels, to tell the truestory of
His life. I say that the testimony
brought here against the“Mormgons??
is unworthy of consideration in a
court of justice. The history of the
“Mormong’’has not been one of peace
and comfort; it has been one of in-
Justice and persecution, and isit any
wonder that some of them have
spolien bitfer words?

I'n regard to the alleged trailing of
the flag. T say that there never was
one purposely dragged in the dust.
There ' may have been one that
dropped, but even Mr. Arthur Pratt,
who says he would have seen it had
it been trailed, declares he saw no
such thirg. The testimony of
it s only fron sworn enemies. The
court speals of the demonstration
at Mr, Wells* relense. This is the
only place on the continent where a
man 18 conrigned to a felon’s gell
for centempt of court. The people
rose up and manifested their dis-
taste of such a thing.

Court—Is there any other place
to eonfine them in?

LeGrand Young—It is the busi-
ness of the governmeut to treat us
as it 'does people in dther parts of
the republie. It should have pro-
vided a place here as it does else-
where. 1t has the means and cer-
tainly has had the opportunity. It
has no right to discriminate agninst

us, I eay that Utah is the
only nlace where the United
Btates, when a witness is

committed for contempt, consigns
him to a felon’s cell. And the peo-
ple in the case of Dapiel H. Wells
manifested their- disapproval of it
And was that treason? I eay it was_
not. They bad a right to do so.
The people had a right to express
themeselves, just as the English peo-
ple did when they strewed the path
of Defoe with flowers, to and trom
the pillory, until the executive had
fo pardon him. Was there any
treagon in that?  Not a breath.

They were expressing their distaste



