Court for Brigham Young; went to
the latter’s offiece and saw D. O.
Clalder to whom I told my businesa.
He gaid I could not see the Presi-
dent, and said they would serve it
for me, whieh I declined to do. T
went back and returned to Brigham
Y oung’s office; we were stopped by
a guard, Shaw, now dead. Max-
well told Bhaw he was resisting. He
gaid “The United States be d—id.”?
I arrested Bhaw. Cushing knocked
Maxwell, who was a cripple, down.
Shaw was sent to the peni-
tentiary. We tried again with a
posse of eight or ten. The gates were
closed. D. H. Wells was there and
offered toservethe subpeena. B. Y.
Hampton and several police were
there. Mr. Wells served the sub-

cena, I was once employed at Z.
?1. M. 1.; wasdigcharged because [
would not sign a paper donating one-
tenth of my earnings to the Church.

To LeGrand Young—1I did notsee
the Htars and Stripes there(referrin
to the processiou in honor of D. H.
Wells), If it had been dragged there
I would have seen it.

To Dickson—l hears it claimed
that the flag was trailed, but I did
notsee it. Thestreets were crowded.

To the{lourt—I could not tell how
many persons were there; do not
there were four or five thousand.
The procession wiis composed of
<‘Mormon?? people.

W. J. VAN HORN
testified—I aman attorney atlww; re-
ported the proceedings in the Taber-
nacle after the procession. The
Tabernacle will seat nearly 10,000
persons, and it was crowded. Took
a list of the banners that I noticed.
One said, ““We believe in polyg-
amy,” and others expressed discon-
tent at Mr. Wells’ imprizonmertt,
and rejoiced at his release. The
DESERET NEWS claimed that therc
were ten thousand persons in the
procession.

Dickson read from a DESERET
NEwSH editorial of February 19, 1882,
regarding the selection, by revela-
tion, of George Teasdale and Heber
J. Grant as A postles, and Seynmour
B. Young as one of the first seven
Presidents of the Seventies.

FERGUS FERGUSON
testified—1 am deputy clerk of the
Third District Court. In May,
1885. George Q. Caunnon was under
indicement for unlawful cohnbita-
tion; so were the late President
John Taylor and Joseph F. Smith;
the lutter is still under indictruent.
Neither President Taylor nor Joseph
F. were ever urrested. The firat
indictroent against Orson P. Arnold
was before May, 1885; the second
indictment wasfound April 11,1886,
_ Mr. Dickson read a letter purport-
ing to be from the late President
Taylor to censusagent White, The
letter is dated Jan. 6, 1881, and ex-
plains the duties of Kishops, atd
states that Bishops hwl jurisdietion
v tempornl masters of the ehurch.

. WILLIAN G.PHILLIPS
testified—I was city marshal of
Balf Lake in 1885. 1 served my
term out. Weut on & mission after-
wards, and returned & year agn, Am
now san tary inspector for the city;

was employed about three months | questionjasked about it,but I recall no
afterY returned. My term of office | instance.

expired in February, 1886.
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Dickson read from . 8. Varian’s
scrap book a paragraph from a copy
of the obituary notice of President
.llohn Taylor, published July 26th,

B85.

Dickson announced that this ¢losed
their case, and said that the govern-
ment deegired to be represented in
the argument by its proper officer,

C. 8. VARIAN.

After some discussion court ad-

journed till November 23, when

W. J. VAN HORN

was called, and gavea list of what
he said were the mottoes on banners
carried in the procession tnat fol-
lowed D. H. Wells. 1 did not see
the American flag there. Did not
gee one in the procession. At the
meeting the speakers were F. D.
Richards, ). H. Wells and John
Taylor.

Dickson said that Arthur Wild |
wanted to change his testimony to
say that when ne said flags were in
the procession, he did npot mean
American flags.

Van Horn said the specches were
commendatory of D. H. Waells for

referring to go to the penitentiary
?or contempt, ratiier than reveal the
Endowment ceremonies.

Baskin said he had a judgment in
a Bishop’s court, between parties,
for » sum of money.

LeGrand Youug eaid that it was
a doctrine of the ¢ dormou? Church
that the members should setile their
difficalties by the arbitration of
Bishops? courts rather thun g to
law. There was no effort or intent
to enforce judgment. Those who
did not comply were sometimes dis-
fellowshiped, and it might be in ex-
treme cases excommunication.

DR. JAS. B. TALMAGE
was called by the defense. He
festified—L am prineipal of the
Latter-day Saints College in this
city; was formerly member of
the faculty of the Baighum Young
Academy in Provo; acted in
that capacity four years; attended
school there five years; have studied
at the Lehigh University, Penusyl-
vania, and the John Hopkins Uni-
versity, Baltimore; in the iatter-day
Baints College we give instructions
in theology, the same us other
branches; our theological classes
study the Bible and other Chureh
works; the principles of the New
Testament are taught there; the
New Testament is a text bhook of
daily use, the Book of Mermon aud
Dectrine and Covenantes sre also;
sermons are not referred to. The
Constitution of the United States s
taught. We teach that the Coneti-
tution isinspired, and of all human
documents approaches mnearest to
perfection; it is taught that it is the
foundation of the government of the
United States and must be revered.
We teach celestial marriage, but
not plural marriage. We teach thut
celeatial marringe is a contract for
both time and eternity, while the
civil marriage binds people only in
this life; we teach that mmarriage ‘s
a rueligious as well as a_civil Ton-
tract. We never gay zmy‘thinga‘hout
polygamy, There may have been &

The B. Y. Academy fol-
lows the samerule as does our college.
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Both are sustained by voluntary do-
natien from members of theChurch.I
have been a member of the Church
cighteen years. We teach man’s
free agency as a part of our coursa.
We teach that man’s free agency is
paramount—that it has not been
interfered with by the Creator, and
sliould not be by any power. We
teach that man’s future depends on
his course iu this life; that he might
by the exercise of his own agency
show his nature and prelerences.
We also teach that the Kingdom of
God is to be an outgrowth of the
Church of Chriat; that it 18 not here
but that it will be established, an
that we should pray for it. When
it i3 established, Christ will be its
King. Wesay that he will come as
the Bible says, but the tinie uo man
knows,not vven the angelsin heaven.
We have never taught aoything
contrary to the Jaws of the land. It
isa part of our teachings that people
should prepare themselves to be
good citizenn. The teachings in the
B. Y. Academy and in our own col-
lege have been approved by the au-
thorities of the Church—that is, the
plan of instruction has.

To Dickson—We teach that celes-
tial 1marriage is distinet from plural
marriage; the neaning of plural
marringe is expressed, and the mean-
ing of celegtial marringe is explained.
We teach that celestial marriage
maybeentered into in the monogamic
relation; that it is different from or-
dinary marriage in that it is avail-
uble in eternity.  We teach the pu-
pils to obey all the lawe of the Unit-
ed BStates. We mention no laws
specially. We have not had any-
questions upon the Inwr relai-
ing to polygamy, thing 1
can recall. We also teach obedience
to the revelatione of God as a religi-
ous duty. We teach thet the Con-
atitution guarantees religious free-
dom. We teach students to obey the
laws. We also teach them that they
have the privilege of obeying God
in their religion. I helieve in the
revelation on plural marriage, and
that if the Constitution had been
conformed to there would have been
no law against it. I teach the pupils
what T believe, but not all that I
believe. We also explain that the
revelations do not reguire violation
of law. I think the statutes against
bigamy are constitutional. T down’t
think plural marriage is character-
ized by the features of bigamy, as a
crime. I think Congresssought to
Buppress plural marrviages and 1
think they overstepped the
Constitution. In the school we
teach the free ngency of man;
we also teach that it is proper to
seek counsel from the Lest soutces.
We have not taught tha it is wrong
to rebel against the Priesthood. We
have taught that members of the
Church should ohey the authority
of the Priesthood, but they may dis-
vbey if they choose. 1 think that
we should obey the instructions
of the President of the Church in
hiz official capacity in relation fo
the Church. The subject of obedi-
ence to the Priesthood is not dig-
cussed. I don’t teach anything [
do not believe, but I do net force on

the pupilsall thatI do believe. There
are many topies that nre mot re-



