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objected to the proceedings, and |

Crow wanrted to arrest him. Bas-
kin detied him. The crowd was
pretty excited, and wuas mostly
“Mormon.?*’

To Thurman—The crowd ‘was not
mostly Gentite. I c¢ap’t name any
of the ‘‘Mormons® there except
Crow.

JOSEPH FULLETT,

an aged and nearly blind gentleman,
came forward for the detense, and
testified—I was 75 last June; reside
at Weston, 1daho; lived in Utah 27
years; eame in 1862, in Capt. Dame?’s
comphny; there were about sixty
wagons; [ remember a man named
Wardell in  the compaay;
worked  with  him a “wouple
of years afterward in Salt
Lake County. Wardell had his
wife and children on the plains.
There was no man in our company
named Green. Noman of our ¢om-
pany was killed, nor was there any
killing that I knew of. Wardeli’s
gtory about the kiliing is entirvely
false, WNothing of that nature took
place. I never heard of sueh a
thing till last Wednesday, when I
was ealled to this city, There was
n woman killed in our train, by he-
ing run over by a wagon. An old
gentleman from Mngland died in
our camp. He was sick when we
started. No one was lost from our
train.

To Dickeon—I am a member of
the Chureh.

GEORGE R. EMERY.
testified-—~I am a Seventy in the
“Mormon?? Church; am clerk in
the S8ixteentlh Ward; (identifying a
document) that paper waa issued by
order of the Bishop of the ward.

OTTI0 VAN OSTROM
testified that the document shown
Mr. Emery was served on him. It
was relating to a dispute with J. L.
Johusgon. The suit had been de-
clded in the Commissiouei’s Court,
in Van Ostrom?s favor, and hc re
ceived the document after that de-
cigion was made.

The paper was offered in evidence
and objected to. The court over-
ruled the objection.

The notice was for Van Ostrom to
answer, on Nov. 27, to a c¢harge for
unchrisijanlike couduct, in enforc-
ing a contraet made withouta proper
understanding.

Dickson read several extracts from
remarks by Heber C. Kimball, John
'I‘a)élor, and Orson Hyde in 1857 and
1858.

Mr. Dickson read from C. W.
Penrose’s address on “Blood Atone-
ment,? in which reference is made
to the docirine of plural mar-
ringe, and the law of 1862 com-
mented upon 88 unconstitutional.
He also presented an account of the
return of Bishop George Halliday,
of Bautanquin, from the penitentialg,
and the welcome he received, Of
this Dickson eaid its publieation lias
lead the minds of the children from
the government.

LeGrand Young said he would
not be one among those to condemn
lionorable men who suffered im-
prisonment for what they believed
to be right, or to condemn those
who welcomed such men on their
return from prisor. Would Mr
Dickson have had them burn him?

just as

THE I_DESERE'I‘ WEEEKLY.

Court—Thuy were honoring o
man for disobeying the law.

LeGrand Young—Is ‘it an evi-
dence of disloyalty bhecause they
welcomed & maan whom they loved?

The court said it was an unusual
thing to welcome a man from the
penitentiary. i

Dickson read trom the case of O.
P. Arneld, in April, 1885, when he
promised to obey the law. He said
he read it to show that those who
agreed to ocbey the law were treated
with conternpt and disfavor by the
people. Dickson said that M.
Arneld was afterwards convicted
and imprisoned for violating the Jaw

I | & second time.

Dickson read two editorials from
the DesERET NEwWS of Oe¢tober 7,
1885, relative to the cages of Bishop
H.B. Clawson and 8. W. Bears.
The one on the position of the for-
mer is entitled ‘1 mprisonment and
Hongr,?” and the latter “Liberty
and Dishonor.’> 1n the same paper
the course of T. 0. Angell is mer-
tioned.

Le Grand Young insisted that the
remarks of those who had been dis-
franchised should not be accepted as
evidence, in view of the fact that »
large majority of the Chureh were
not polygamists.

Buagkin said the statement that
polygamy is less prevalent or firmly
rooted foday than beretotore he be-
tieved to be incorrect. Polygamists
were not allowed fo vole but they
tool part in public meetings and
were teachers of the people.

Dickson said that for nearly thirty
years the governmeut had striven
to suppress polygamy, but it was
prevalent az ever. He
thought it a disgrace to admit a
Mormun to citizenship, and the
practice could not be stopped tco
80011.

Le Grand Young said that he
knew polygamy was on the decrease.
This 1& & matter that is well known
as history. Compare it with the
copdition in 1851 and 1852, when
nearly every inan was & polygamist.
Now it is entirely different, and
most of the cases now prosecuted
were for unlawful cohabitation.

Baskin said the pecple have been
drilled better in playing °>possum.

LeGrand Young said that re-
mark was unworthy of even Bas-
kin. One resson for the great num-
ber of ronvictions wason a techni-
cal construction of the law, and the
last years had produceu a greater
pumber because they had kept out
of the way fo avoid Dickson’s segre-
gation schieme which would send a
man to prison for life, and was set
apide bry the courts. There wasalso
the unusual severity of lire courts at
firgt.

Dickson said that in the early lLis-
tory of the prosecutions the Chtirch
leaders urged the people to go into
puolygamy, Oue polygamous mar-
riage had been celebrated this year.
Every case had been fought where
there was a chance of escape.

The Court sald that while the’

applicant was not responsible for
the utterances of the DESERE?Y
News, yet it was the organ of the
Chureh whieh he belonged to. For
belonging to it he is partly responsi-
ble. 1t’s a case of being iu bad

company, and thut is the basis of
the ohjection to Liim.

B. W. Young said these utter-
ances were to polygamists, and not
to monovgamists.

The Court sald the editoriale en-
couraged breaking the law.

Dickson read an editorial from
the News of October 31, 1885, com-
menting on the opposition to cel-
eatial marriage.

Baskin read from a discourse by
F. D. Richards, July 14, 1855.

Baskin’s manner to the attorneys
on the other side wag at times ex-
ceedingly insolent.

Baskin then took up the Book of
Mormoua, and with au insulting re-
mark to the attorneys for the de-
fense, read from the book relative to
the prohibition of polygamy :unong
the Nephites.

Baskin also read a revelation given
in 1841, directing the family of K.
Robinson to be claritable to a family
that needed comfort and assistance.
He also read from an oid edition of
the Doctrine and Covenants, saying
that the same revelation was not in
the new edition—a statement that is
an error.

In the revelation nbout the Nau-
voo House, the Court interrupted by
snying, *“The rates per day are not
given are they ¥2?

Mr Thurman sald he protested
against this readiug if it was done
solely to make mirth.

R. W. Young—I will say in reply
to the Court’s remark about the
rates, that it was uuderstood that
strangers were to be entertained free
of charge at the Nauvoo House.

Baskin was allowed to go on with
his reading. When he got through
court took recess till 7:30 pm. Ay
the evening sesslon

MARK M’KIMMINS
testified—I know Charles Gilmor; I
think his reputation for truth and
veracity is good. I never heard
anything against him.

To LeGrande Young—I am ae-
quainted with one person who re-
sides near Gilmor; never conversed
with any of his nelghbors about
him. I sold him some horses six or
BeVen years ago; we speak when we
meet; that is all our intimacy.

DEPUTY ARTHUR FRATT
testified —~When D. H. Wells was
released from the penitentiary I was
a deputy marshal. Judge Emerson
committed Mr. Wells. The pro-
cespion wasa very large one, made
uprof vehicles. horsemen and chil-
dren. The police were ahead. D.
H. Wells was in o carriage near the
head of the procession.

LeGrand Young—Is & protcession
by the people unlawiul?

Dickeon—I want to show its mag-
nitude.

LeGrand Yeung—People niny ad-
mire &2 man without committing
treason.

Bagkin—When a man was com-
ing from prison is it proper to give
him an ovation?

; ]J.;eGmnd Young—It isnot unlaw-
ul,

Pratt—One of the banners had the
words, ‘“‘We believe in polygamy.”
The procession was cheering, and
D. H. Wells .ncknowledged the
cheers. Inp 1874 or 1875, I had a
subpeenu from the Third Distriet



