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bevn in sore trial all day over the
contesting delegations trom Bear
Lake County. The notorious Joe
Jounes, the Mormin Sheriff of that
ocounty, and Sam Rich, son nf the
late * General Rich, the Mormon
Apostle and " polygamist, were
elected delegates by the Mormons of
Bear Lake County. The Qeutile
delegation, headed by A. Mclntosh,
who were elected by a mass meet
ing of Gentile Democrats, contested
the seats with the Mormon.

The committee on credentials
wrestled with the mighty problem
us to whether they woull fire the
Mormons and thus jeopardize the
loss of the Mormou influence, or
whether thgy would throw out the
Gentile Detmocrats. A pumber of
tlemocratic delegates from Oneida,
Bingham and Cuassia, ss well as the
Gentile Demorrats of Bear Lake
County, stated that if the Mormons
were gezted they would feave the
convention and support the Repub-
lican nominees,

The commitiee on credentiais
finally made a report o favor of all
the delegates from all the counties
excepting Bear Lake. They refused
to report, eithier for or against, the
Mormons or the Gentiles.

Mr. Agnew, of Bhoshone County,
vigorously denounced this lack of
courage on’ the part of the commit-
lee, and the convention finally in-
structed the committee to make a
report on the Bear Lake case to-
maorrow morning at 10 o’clock.

It is an open secret here that the
democratic party expects the Mot-
mon aid and influence, but counsel
differa a3 to the wisdom of proclaim-
ing that fact by anything so plain as
the seating of the Bear Lake Mor-
mous. 1t js thought a trade will be
fixed up tonight, by which the Mor-
mons will withdraw their claims, or
allow themselves to be kicked out
amid applause.

It is diffizult for genuine anti-
Mormon demscrats to understand
why the conveation should hesitate,
eapecially if, as they will say in
their platform, they insi-ton the
rigid enforcementof Inw. No Mor-
mon ean vote in Idabho under the
constitution or the legislative en-
Reiments, and, in  consequence,
there is no more reason why they
should be admitted as delegates toa
political convention than Chinamen
should Le.

The democratic convention has
cettainly made a pitiable exl ibition
of itself on the trst day, and has
sadly lessened the veryslim chances
which that pacty bad, -

THE HANSEN CASE.

The case of Nathan Hansen, un-
der examination on & charge of un-
lawful eohabitation, continued from
-Thursday last, came up before Com-
missioner Gireenman ati0a.m. Aug.
23]; and incidental to it was one of
the most singular ¢ases of contempt
of ecourt on record. A -lady wit-
neas, speaking perfect English, gave
a strictly and literally truthful
answer to a questlon, swore
she could give no other answer,
and yet  was adjudged in
confempt for not aunswerlng, and
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ok _;d:ed into conflnement, o}l be- |

cuuse neither the court nor the |
understood ber mean- |

prosecutor
ing, and she was unable to muke
them comprehend her. The pur-
ticulars will appear in the course of
the following account of the pro-
ceedings:

George Baldwin, of North Point, |

testified. Witness lived eighty or
pinty rods from defendant; knew
Margeret Hangen; she has lived in
a house about a quarter of a mile
from defepdant; had not seen lier
since lagt winter; never spoke to the
defendant until today about Marg-

cret Hansen, she had no baby when
witness visited ber Iast wiunter, that
wilhess saw .

Win. Langford testified—Lived
at North Point, nearly two miles
from defendant; had lLnown

Margeret Hansen many years; last |

saw her three or four months sgo at
her own home; she has three chil-
dren; the youngest might Le five
years old; could not ptate iisage

defiuitely; visited her as a Church |

teacher.
Mr. Critehlow-~Is the defendant
a metnber of the Mormon Chureh?
Mr. Moyle—I object,
Objection o verruled.

Witness—I believe hie is; I think |there.

he is counselor to the Bishop; have
Do idea where Margeret Hansen is;
it was in the winter or early in the
spring when I last saw her.

Emma Hangen, daughter of the
defenjant, testified: Margeret Han-
sen has three children; the youngest
is eight years old; they were all at
our house this morning; I have not
seen Margeret Hansen since I testi-
fied the other day; there is a trail
between our house and Margeret
Hansen’s; went to bher housc
to look after things two or
three weeks ago, knew that she was
not there.

It had previously been shown
that Margeret Hansen left her home
about slx weeks ago, and the prose-
cutor tried to yet the witness to teil

{sen at home than that the lair

where Margeret Hansen was, and
how she knew she was not at home,
when she, (witness) went to care for
her house, but did not sueceed to
his satisfaction, and the ccurt rep-
rimanded the witness. Mr. Aloyle
insisted that the witness had anp-
swered every question.

Mr. Critehlow:— VW hat reason ha §
you to suppose that Margeret Han-
sen was Dot at home, when you
weant to her honse to care for it?

Mr. Moyle raised different legal
objections to this question, but the
court in a determined manner said
the witness must answer it.

The witness said: ““The reason
why I did not expect to find Mar-
geret at home when I weunt to her
house fo Jook after it, was because
when I went to her house she was
not tbere.’?

Over and over again this question
was put: “Hew did you know that
Margaret Hansen was not at home
when you went to her house to care
for it?*

Over and over again the witness
repeated the same answer: ‘*Because
when I went to her house I did not
find her at home.”?

Mr. Critchlow insisted that the
witness was trifling with the court.

hi

The latter reprimanded the witng
repeatedly and threatened to pun
her for contempt.

Mr. Moyle endeavored to hs
her give n ore satisfactory reas
but the witness said she could n

Mr. Moyle insisted to theco
that the witnees hiad given the o:
answer ghe could give, but the cc
ruled that her aswer was Lo 3ns\
at all and that she must give one

Mr. Critehiow then agked: ©
fore you went to Margaret’s ho
you did not « xpect to find her the
now why di:i you not expect to fi
her at home???

VWitness — Becuuse 1 knéw s
was not there.

Mr. Crifchlow insisted that &
wituess was coutumacious, and p
sistent in refusing to give an:
swer to his question.

Mr. Moyle admitied that the \\i
ness had -not given a very inte
rent reply, but insisted thint she fe
avidently answered as well as s
could, He endeavored to havel]
witnessgive an auswer which wouy
satisly the pro:eeutor, but she po
slie eould give no other reason i
not expecting to find Margaret Iz

was not at honte when witness wo:

The ¢ourt held the witness in eo
tempt and ordered her to be con
mitted for twenty-four hours, -
unlil she should consent to answi|

WIr Moyle requested that the ol
recite the question and the wilnes
answer thereto, and her further Jes
Iaration tLatshe could give 1o olha1 i
answer than the one she bad giv.y
but the commissioner denied the
quest.

Mr. Moyle— Very well; I presu
we will be able to get the facts befol 1
the proper court.

Elizabeth Hansen, another daugtif
ter of the defendant, testified: |1l
never aaw my father at Margugj
Hansen’s house; she s not now g+
her own home; she left there aboj:
six weeks ago; don’t know whid
way she went;, saw her the day i
fore she went. i

Mr. Critchlow—Why did you ks
tify the olher day that you had -
seen her since last summer?

Witntess—I  don’t remember ¢
testifying. If T did it was becands
L was confused; I don’t rememLJ__
your asking me that question, ufy
ziving such an answer. I was vens
much eonfused. Did not ses nfy
father at her place ab the limesh{s
went away; don’t know wilh whomg
she went nor where she went, Dol
kuow that she was about Lo be copp
fined; am confldert that she wajals
not. ol

The case was ordersd continud '« }a
until 10 a. m. Monday, and tge
court informed Miss Emma Hansg
that she was in custody. Al Mol
Moyle’s suggestion it was agred 's
that her answer to the questiga
might be taken in writing, whej “l

-
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ever she chose to answer to th
salisfaction of the court. It wy o
apparent that the witress had i
motive for uot answerlng thequy 4
tion wmatisfactorily. After esurt ol
jourmed, Mr. Moyle had u briefcof :
versation with the witness whet™ |
all becamne perfectly clear. Her L'ﬁ‘
ply toMr. Critelhilow?’s question h 'EE-
4
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