“MORMONS” AND CITIZENSHIP,

Thuraday, November 14th, Judge
A nderson called up the application of
Johin Moore, for naturalization, which
bad been objected to hecause he had
heen through the Endowment
House, it being allegeua that all who
received the Endowinent ceremony
took an oath that is incompatibie
with the duties of a citizen.

The large Federal court ronm was
filled with a multitude, mostly non-
“Mormons,” eager to hear thean.
ticipated exposure of the Endow-
ment ceremonies. Baskin and
Dickson had peats in front, along-
side of Lipman, and it wasseen that

they were the chosen ones to lead
in the desperate assault on the
“Mormon?®’ Church. For Mr. Moore,
the applicant, Messrs. LeGrand
Young, J. H. Moyle and R. W.
Young appeared. Among the in-
terested listeniers were Apostle J. H.
Smith, M. W. Merrill and A. H.
Lund. During the proceedings,
whenever any of the witnesses made
a particularly pointed assertion
against the Church,a loud guffaw
would arise from the throats of the
non--‘Mormons®® both within and
outside of the railing.

R. N. Baskin announced that
Wm. H. Dickson and himself had
been engaged to appear on behalf ot
the“LiEeraIs,” or those oljecting
to the naturalization of “Mormons.*?

Mr. Dicksoa said they were ready
to go on, but might not be com pleted
today, as some of the witnesses had
not yet been reached.

Court—This investigation is rather
a novel one, and a reasonable time
will be given; but it must not he
delayed too long.

JOHN BOND

was the first witness: He testified—
I have been a “Mormon;?? left the
church in 186%; have been through
the Kmdowment House; this was
January 25, 1886; I took an oath or
obligation there; they gave a grip of
the hand (described by the witness)
which was atoken of the Aaronic
Priesthood.

Mr. Moyle—The courl said this
examination should be confined to.
an oath against the government.

Court—Anything that doea not
tend to establish that will be Irrele.
vant. I understand the counsel
liere is ignorant of the modus oper-
andi of initiating members into the
Chureh, and must let the witness
state what was done, and the court
will determine if there is anything
that is inecompatible with eitizen-
ship. If it is shown that anything
is immaterial we wili not allow it.

Mr. Moyle—We have no objec-
tion to the obligation referred to,
but we do object to any obligation
that does not relate to the govern-
ment.,

R. W. Young objected to any
ceremony or obligation but that
alieged to be in relalion to the
government.

Mr. Dickson said there were aev-
eral obligations that were antagon-
istic to the government. '

Court—Let the witnessstate what
transpired, but not unnecessarily
expose the procedure, except in re-
gard to this oath.

Le Grand Young inquired whether
ail the minutia of the Endowment
ceremony was to be testified to.
This man, Moore, was accused of
taking an oath against the govern.
ment, and the court had stated that
the inguiry would be confined to
the allegeti oath.

Couri-—Let the witness state what
transpired.

The witness Bond testified — |
went through several reoms; in
room 5 [ took what I call an obliga-
tion, named the Aaronic Priesthood,
which confined me to. obey every
doctrine of the Church, especially
against the government of the Unit
ed Btates. The penalty was tha



I was to have my throat
cut and my tongue torn out. Then
I was required to takean oath that I
would avenge the blood of Joseph
Smith on this nation, and teach my
children and my c¢hildrer’s children
to the latest generation. The pen-
alty was to have my heart and
bowels torn out. Amnother obliga-
tion was to obey the Priesthood in
all things. Wilford Woodruff put
me through this ceremony and
married me. [ was sorry I took the
oath, and resigned from the Church
the next year. I did not wantto go
through, but I had asked Harrison
Sperry to marry me.

Mr. Moyle objected to this as im-
material. Qbjection overruled.

Bond continued—Sperry sent me
to the Bishop, who sald he could
not marry me, but would give mea
recommend to the KEpdowment
House, which I took.

" Mr. Moyle asked the conrt wheth-
er it would confine the evidence to
that which was legal.

Court—The witness may proceed.

Mr. Moyle—The reasun for Bonud’s
action has no relation to Mr. Moore.
This proceeding is without warraut
of law.

Court—I think if the applicant
has taken ano obligation that is in-
compatible with citizenship, he
eannot be admitted. He swore that
he did not take such an oath.

Mr. Moyle—Will this man state
the oath that Moore took?

Mr. Diekson—No, he will not.

Court—If it is not shown that
‘Moore took it, it will not affect him,

Mr. Baskin—Moore has admitted
that he is a member of the ““Mor-
mon”’ church, We will show that
any man who belongs to the “Mor-
mon?? church should uot have citi
zenship extended to him. We ex-
pect to convinee this court that no
man who belongs to that organiza-
tion has any right to citizenship.
We may not bring the oath home
to Mr. Moore. We propose to show
what the Endowment ceremonies
are.

Court—This investigntion may be
attended with important conse-
yuences. If it ia shown that it is a
necessary part of a “Mormon’ to
take this oatly, it should be known.
It depends whether membership in
that Church is inconsistent with
citizenship. It iz claimed that thia
can be shown.

The witness Bond continued—
There were about 50 other persons
there who went through the same
, ceremony there were two pulygam-
ists; my wife was asked ifshe would
allow her busbaud fo take more
wives than one; a vote was taken
and all responded ‘“‘aye;’’ wetook
obligations not to divulge these cere-
monies, and penalties were attached
which [ do not remember.

Le Grande Young—I am 45; went
through in 1868; when the obliga-
tion 1o regard to polygamy was
taken, male nud females were in the
same room; when the obligations or
oaths were taken we were all to-
gether, some of the time the men
were separated; I took the obligation
about avenging the blood of the
Prophets.

Mr. Young—You are an exceed-
ingly willing witnhess,

Bond—I am a conscientious wit-
ness.

Mr. Young—I always find men
who are not cooscientious making
such declarations. We only want
you to tell the truth,

Witness Bond —I lived at Hennpe-
fer at the time; I could not get
married without. T tried to get
away from the Territory last year,
because of what T have been
through. [ took amn obligation to
avenge the blood of the Prophets
on the Unmited Btates. I took the
obligation to go inte polygamy. I
denounced the whole thing.the
following year. The obligations
were apart from the Endowment
ceremiony. [ alwaysdid ar I was
told in the Church.

MARTIN D. WARDELL,

who was yery deaf, testified—I live

over the SBixth Ward bridge; am a

contraetor; am 67; was bornin Eng-
land and came to Pennsylvama in

1548 ; joined the Mormons in

1847; eame to Utah in 1862; In ny
business I superiptended carpenter
work for the Church six years; in

1862 or 1884 I went through the En-

dowment House; T went through a

second time about a year later; I

took an oath that we would avenge

the blood of Joseph Bmith on this
nation, from the President dowu;
they put the lock on to us with an
ouath that if we revealed any of the
secrets we would have nur throats
cut and our bowels torn out; we
were asked to take an ovath to obey

the Church in all matters, hut I
backed out; I saw thedeath penalty

inflicted on & man named Green, in

1862, about twenty miles west of

Green River; W, H. Dame was cap-

tain of the train. -

Le Grand Young—If this man
knows of a crime he shoulé be called
before the grand jury.

Court—He may go befors the
grand jury, but he can tell it iere.

Le Grand Young—It has nothing
to do with Mr. Moore, if Wardell
lielped to commit & murder.

I ithess continuing—Billy Wil-
liams, now dead, and Mark Bur-
ridge werethere. Joseph Follett, of
Cotionwood, saw the tronble; so did
Dave McPBride, of Iron County, and
Blackburn, John W. Youug, of Iron

| County; George Snyder, now dead,

and others; my son George was
there; e now lives at Peoa, Bummit

County; Green, the man killed, hiad

two wagons, with three yoke of ecat-

tle to each; a Guntile was with

Green; the latter was killed about 9
in the evening; wlien we

got to the lace Captain

Dame led me outside of the train; 1

saw eleven men,in buckskin clothes,

whom he ealled mountaineers, and
told me to warn people not to go
outside of eamp; at night Green was
called Ly three men; he would not
come, and they dragged hiny out;
one caught him by the hair and
another cut his throat; they got
$3000 from him; some of us began
to object, aud Johm W. Young said
if we did not shut up, we would be
served the same; next daoy Dame
said Green had apostatized onee,and
now he had apostatized and gone to
hell; my son and the (entile took
Greew’s outfit to the Tithing yard.

It was John W. Young, of Iron
County, cousin to John W. Young
of thiscity. It was not Joseph W,
Young, the emigration agent.

LeGrand Ycung—We move that
this be stricken out, a8 having no
connection with the endowment
ceremony. This highway robbery
and murder, one of the worst
stories I ever heard of, is rung in
here to prejudice the application of
anian who bad pot the remotest
connection with it. No man pre-
tends to justify this erime. If this
man is honest, why has he not told
it to the grand jury?

Mr. Dickson—We wish te show
that the penalty of the Endowment
House was enforced. We think we
have lone it. Danie’s vemarks
meant that the man had gone back
on his covenants. The penalty was
to have his throat cut, and it was
cut. There was a time when it was
not safe for a man to tell this to a
grand jury. )

Baskin (to witness)—Was there
apything said al out apostasy?

Wardell—Yes, an apostate was to
have hig throat cut.

Court—Let the oljection to strike
out be overruled. The tes{imony
will be admitted.

Witness, to Mr. Young—I went
through the Endowment ]%Iouae; the
names Of Juseph and Hyrum Smith
and all of the martyrs were men-
tioned; so was the governmeut of
the United States. The murder I
have' told of was ‘before [ went
through the Endowment House.
The three men wlio took Green out
of the wagon were seen by the
others I have mentioned; one of
the three was BillHickman; John R.
Young was not there; there were
more than ten of us present when
the three men took hini, and we did
not try to save him. Green had a
wife and two or three children. He
lived near Farmington; he told me
he had had $5000; T saw the men
tuke the money; I made no protest;
we had no idea that the men were
Danites, but they were. Bill Hick-
man was the captain; he afterwards
told me he was there. I left the
Church about five years after the
killing. W. E. Dame lives south
somew hiere; he is the man who was
with Johm D. Lee, I don’t khnow
whether or not Green had had his
endowments; he told me men were
spying about him, and he was timid
about getting to Salt Lake; hedid not
say he was afraid of uny penalty.

"We had traveled together from

Wood River; there were about 70
wagons altegether. The three men
tool: Green’s body away with them.
There was another man present, but
I do not remember Lis name; he
kept asgreen grocer store on ﬁirst
South Street; 1t was not Billy Gil-
bert, or Chadd, or Davis; it was
Banders. Beveral persons protested
against the murder. These were
Billy Williamas, Follett, Burridge,
Sundersand myself. Burridge after
wards apostutized. Joseph Follett
is now living near the mouth of
Cottonwooed.

LeGrand Young renewed his mo-
tion to strike out, because it was
shown that the murder had no con-
nection with the Church.

The court overruled the motion,



and said there might be a fair infer-
ence that the murder grew out of
the fact that Green had been a
member of the Church and had
apostatized.

Mr. Moyle--It is not shown that
any of these men who committed
the crime were of the traveling
eompany, or conhected with the
Church,

R. W. Young remarked that Mr.
Moot would like to get through in
time to vote at the next election.

Baskin, sneeringly—It would be
a creat pity if a memberof that
organization should not be allowed
to vote.

Court—It this man hae taken
such an obligation he should not be
in a hutry.

ANDREW GAHOON

testified: I came to Utah in 1848;
Joined the church in 1838, in Kirt-
land; was a member till 1871; I was
a Bishop I8 years; was one when I
left the Chiurch; I received my En.
dewments 44 years ago, and am
familiar with the eetemony so far
as my memory goes;never officiated;
got my endowments in 1845 or 1816;

I took obligations there—every-
one has to, there are oaths
administered there; they relate

to obeying the Priesthood, and 10
avenge the blood of the Prophets,
this was understood to mean Joseph
and Hyrum; the blood was to he
avenged on any who were guilty of
ghediling the hlood, or consented to
it; there was alsoa covenant to yield
implicit obedience, at all times, to
the Priesthood; the penalty was
death for revealing any of the se-
crete; 1 did not understand how the
penaity was to be inflicted; the un-
derstrnding was that if a man apos-
tatized and divulged the secrets Le
should meet the death penalty; there
was something about .the throat
being cut, and being diremboweled;
the right hand was aleo forfeited;
one of the penalties was for
disobedience to the Priesthiood. The
highest allegiance was to the Mor-
mon Church or the Kingdom of
God. There wap nothing said of
obedience to the law of the govern-
ment. They were instructed that
polygamy was a command of God—
that all must endorse it or be
damned; it was not practiced. There
is no age set for a person to go
through the Endowments. It was
expected that all members would
avail themselves of the privilege oif
going through. A man cannot be
legally married except.there, a3 the
Chureh does not recognize any other
marriage. A civil or legal marriage
iz considered good as long as par-
tics live. They regard it as legal
in the eyes of the law, but not
legal as pertaining to the Priest-
hood. This is taught in the En-
dow ment ceremony.

To Mr. Young—In the obligations
to avenge the blood of the Prophets,
the idea conveyed was the blood of
all the Prophets and especially of
Joseph and Hyrum, on ail connect-
ed with their death or who consented
to it. There was an instruction of
allegiance to the Church. Therewas
no instruclion to break the laws of
the land, tut we were to obey the
Priesthood. We were not taught

to be immeral, we were taught to
be goou men, and not to break any
law of morality; only the doctrines
of the Church were considered
highest. I considere:] the general
teaching of the Church was in hos-
tility to the law of the lJand, wherein
it advised obedience to the Prieat-
hood. * T know instances but cannot
name one. I never heard it taught
directly that we were to take from
our foes. 'l never taught it, because
1 did not believe it; some did. but I
cannot pame who, except Lyman
Wight, at Adam-Ondi-Alhman. T
did pot gee it, but 1 Jid the results.
LymanWight apostatized more than
forty years ago. The doctrine of
taking f{rom our enemies was not
taught publicly. The Cahoon fanii-
ly were not trusted with secrets. 1
was told it would be no harm to put
a man out of the way. I
don’t know Gthat any man was
yut out of the way. 1 don’t remem-
er any man who was referred to.
It was some man who had beeu in
some mischief. Never heard Le was
put out of the way. T was not con-
nected with any of the work, and
don’t know a man that was put out
of the way. I knew indirectly ihat
men were Fut. out of the way, but
it is out of my power to name one.
Almon W. Babbitt was killed; T
don’t know who did it, or who or-
dered it. I don’t koow that it was
ordered. But he was killed, and it
was reported that it was done by In-
dians. I dow’t know but what
Bill Hickman done the job.
Indians may have killed him.
I was never advised to break
the law of the land, but that
was implied in the teaching to obey
the Priesthood. Tt was understood
that we should obey the Priesthood.
T never taught any one to disobey
the law of the land, and was never
asked to disobey it myself, or to tell
anyoue Lo disobey ity that is o part
of the instruction in the Endow-
ment, The Mormons regard a
civil marriage a8 unauthorized.
They do not say the offspring ave
illegitimate. They regard marriages
outsitle of the authority of the
Priesthood as of no force in eternity.
They taught a legal inarriage, un-
der the law of the Iand, did oot go
into the other world. They married
for time and efernity. They re-
garded the marriage ceremony of the
world ns good while the parties
lived.

To Mr. Baskin—If a man not
married Ly the Priesthood died, he
would have no wife in the next
world.

To Mr. Young— Joseph Bmith
and the leaders of the Mormons
professed loyalty, but taught that
the Governmnent would be over-
thrown, and the Kingdom of God
would be established. They taught
that the Constitution was inspired,
put it would be bettered by the
Priesthood; that time has been put
off from time to time., In the Kn-
dowment House they were careful
not to mention the Government of
the Uniled States.

To Mr. Baskin--It was taught
that the kingdom of God would be
established, and all other govern-
ments would be overthrown, and
the United States would be the first.

To Mr. Young—I did not enter
into any covenant to overthrow the
government, but to sustain the
kingdom of God against all others.
It was understood that we had to
establish the kingdom of God
against all other powers. Nogov-
ernment was meutbioned but it was
iraplied, when we said we would
sustain the kingdom, that we would
go any way to sustain the kingdom
of God. This was to be accomplished
by every means, persuasion and
force, if necessary. That was the
teaching, Ybut [ do not remember
what was said, 1 ean’t remenmber
thie ceretnony, but it was thaf we
would sustain the kingdom against
all other powers. The government
of the United Btates was not men-
tioned. They were careful not
to do so; they did not need to.

To Mr. Baskin— When T was
Bishop, 1 was taught generally that
I had to endorse or embrace polyg-
amy or be damned; don’t know of a
case of a man being found with his
throat cut; 1 heard that Ike Potter
wasgso found.

Mr. Moyle—I protest against such

oceedings in the name of justice,

ecause I know it is wrong.

The court said it should be known
if there was an implied feeling of
hostility to the government. If
this was one of the penalties inflict-
ed for reveali§ the secrets of the
Endowment House, I thinz these
instances ean be shown. If it ean
be established that members took an
oath of hostility to the government,
and these penalties were executed,
the nature of the ceremonies should
be known.

Mr. Moyle—Does the court mean
to say thatevery murder committed
in this Territory iz to be charged
against the Church?

Court—If they can show in-
atances of where this penalty is en-
forced, that is proper.

Mr. Baskin—I propose to specifly
casey that the witness enuld not tell
Mr. Young of.

Mr. Moyle—These wltnesses are
full of hostility to the Church in
every way, and their uuderstanding
is not proper. We don’t object to
the truth, but we do to those hostile
ideas.

Court—Let the withess anawer.

Witness—I heard of Tke Potter’s
death.

Mr. Baskin—Have you ever heard
of any othera who had their throats
cut?

Objected to, as hearsay was not
evidence. If the witness knew of
anything they have no objection.
Objection overruled.

Mr. Baskin—We have proven
that oaths are taken under penalties
of death. TIf we can show that there
have been mysterions crimes coms-
mitted in this Territory, thatshould
have a bearing on this mafter, and
connects theni with the Church.

Court—That might be an infer-
ence.

Mr. Baskin—We can prove these
penalties have been intlicted by
Elders and members of the Chureh,
and Potter’s case is one.

Court—If a man enters into such
an obligation, that is suffielent.

Witness—I don’t know anything
about Nigger Tom’s assasgination.



It was understood that it was right
for a man who had violated any of
his oaths; a man would be saved if
the penalty was inflicted. That doc~
trine has been taught in publie. I
don’t remember the wording of these
oaths. After being in the Church
forty years, [ came fo the conclu-
gion that a man could not be a good
citizen and a faithful member of the

Church.

To Mr. Young—Potter was a
noted outlaw; I don’t koow that he
ever was a Mormon; he was in cus-
tody when killed; as to Nigger Tom,
he never went through the Endow-
ment House; [ pever was a Free-
mason; I paid the initiation fee, but
backed out; T heard a man who was
a Freemason say the Epdowment
ceremony was very similar to that
of the Masons; the penalties of the
Endowment were to be literal;, the
Kingdom of God was to be a literal
affair.

To Mr. Young—I know of men
who have apostatized. [t took some
courage Years ago to do it. Now
most of the apostates are in the
Chureh. T knew n man pamed
Mille. .

At this point recess was taken
until 2 p.m.

This afternoon
JAMES MCGUFFIE

was the first witness ealled. He
testified—I live at 425 east Reventh
Bouth Street; have been in Balt
Lake 1§ years; lived in Parowan
six months before then; came to
Utah in 1850, and went to [ron
County; with George A. Smith and
others established Parowan Jap. 13,
1851, and remained till 1874; Paro-
wan is near the scene of the Moun-
tain Meadow massacre; the Bishop
woitld not let those people puss
through the town, and would not
let us deal with them.

Mr. Moyle objected to this testi-
[IlO[ly.

Judge Anderson—Let it go in; Le
may answer the questions.

MeGuffie, continuing—The emi-
grants had to go outside of the town.
Col. W. H. Dame and Bishop Lewis
wounld pot let them come in. I
joirned the Church in April, 1840, in
Liverpool; went through the n-
dowment House Nov. 10, 1858;
Brigham Young, Heber C. Kim
ball’ and ~Samuel W. Rich-
ards were there; I went through
only once; that was enough for me.

told to us, agd we believed it would
be dope. T was acquainted with
Porter Rockwell, Bil! Hickman and
Lot Huntington. They were the
leaders of three gangs of murderers,
the blood atoners, the Danites and
the avenging angels. They exe-
cuted the commands of Brigham
Young, who was god on earth. I
knew John D. Lee, W. H. Dame
and others. John D. Lee was a
member of the legislature, and mar-
ried two wives after the Mountain
Meadow massacre. He was on good
terms with Brigham Young. Tsaac
Haight was with Lee in 1857.
There were no other penalties ex-
cept as I have meutioned, and these
were for disobedience to the Priest-
hood and revealing the secrets of
the Endownent House. Wm. Laney
entertained one of the members of
the company killed at the Mountain
Meadows. The young man asked
for some omnions, and Laney gave
them to him. Dame sent Barney
Carter, a destroying angel, and he
hit Laney with a picxet, and he has
never been of sound mind since.
To Mr. Moyle—l was not present
when the young man was at La-
ney’s, but Laney told me, that’s all
I know about it; inthe Endowment
House 1 covenanted that I would
have my throat cut and my bowels
cut out if T rebelled against the
Priesthood or revealed the secrets
there; that was if I broke the cove-
pants to do all I could to brealz up
the government of the United States.
This was not said to me personally,
but it was in instructions given to
us; it was ‘““Du as you are told and
ask no questions.”” Ope thing isa
law one day and another another
day. Theauthorities make the law.
I’ve as good a head as any man in
this country. Johu D. Lee told me
he was only a tool, and he =ajd he
had been made a scapegoat. The
ople all turned against him, and
1e wis treated as an outcast by all
the Lrethren and sistersin Parowan,
except meand my wife. We were
hisonly friends after the Mountain
Meadows affair. All the other
people shunpned him. Fifteen years
agol was at Edward Callister’s
house. I don’t remember telling
these things there. My wife did not
tell me that I was iying. 1 call that
a glander on my character. 1 did
not confess that I lied. The Mor-
mon pecple respect me, and I have
oo enmity toward them. I believe
the heads of the Church are the

There was a party of ten to fuurteen | greatest scoundrels that ever [ived.
came up from larowan; after our | [ don’t feel vindictive to anyone but

washings and anointings we pre-
sented our tithing receipts. They
then required us to take an oath,
and to teach our children and our
children’s children to do all we
could t uproot the American gov-
erpment, because they had not
unished the murderers of Joseph
mith. We took an oath that we
would obey the Priesthood in all
things; we were citizens of the
Klngd’om of God, and were to be

|

Angus M. Cannon. [ don’t hate the
heads of the Church. I am friendly
to them; they never injured me. 1
have nomalice towards them.I think
they are under a great delvsion and
I pity them. I have friendly feel-
ings toward them, butif I waated a
favor T would not go to them: [ re-
gard them as scoundrels. T koow
there were three banus of murder-
ers, because it was Io everybudy’s

mouth. I ounly know whatl was
enemies of the government of the | told about it. Everybody knew it
United States, because they did not |just as I do. I know as much as
avenge the illood of Joseph and | anybody, by report. They were
Hyrum. The penulties  were (all” Saints in  those  days.
to have our throats cut, and our | There were mno sinners then
hearta and bowels torn out.|Brigham was god on earth, Heber

The penalty was death. That was

said he was god to this people as

Moses was god to Israel. He was
my god. He was every Saints
od. That was the doctripe of the
shurch, and I preached it. All
the leading Elders of the Church
preached it. They’re all dead but
me and Woodruft. 1 dop know
aoy man Jiving but myself who

veaclied this. Barney Carter was

ame’s destroying angel, because
he sent him after me. Barney af-
terwards told me that he wag g
pointed to murder. He got tired of
“‘Mormonism,*’ and went to Ban
Bernardino. He is living there
now.

To Mr. Dickson—I have py ani-
mosity to any but Angus M. Can-
non, beca'ise he owes me $100 for
wheat. I know the leaders of the
Church led me astray. Tt wys

in

1868 aml 1859 when none of th L
%]e would fellowship John D.el!jzg.
ishop Dame treated Lee and

Haight as outeasts.  Dame was
oot there at the time of the
massacre, but came next day, and
when he saw the dead bodics he
cried like a child. Hesaid lie would
send word to Brigham Young. I
was not there butsomebody told me.
My wife is living, and wentthrough
the Endowment House wit), me.
Bhe is not a member of t),e Church.

ANDREW CAHOON

was recalled and testified—1 was a
Bishop at the time I withdrew from
the Church. 1 have never heard
of any chaoge in the Endowment
House oath.

Court—What was the tendency of
the teachings in the Endowment
House towarld promoting a friendly
feeling for the government?

Cahoon—It was to alicpate the
people. *

ourt—Did it alienate them?

Cahoon—1it did.

Court— W hat was the ex pression
of feeling—wag it unfriend|y?

Cahoon—It was very unfriendty.

To Baskin—The teachinga of the
leaders of the Church brouglit about
the Utah rebellion.

To R. W. Young—1 got my en-
dowments in 1845 or 1846, shortly
after the death of Joseph and
Hyrum. The people helieved the
wovernor of [Ninois was responsible.
Mobs came against the people. Tn
Missouri the ‘“Mormons” tried to
vote, and they were driven out
with considerable hardship and loss
of property and life. .1 got my en-
dowments after that. I think the
unfriendly feeling was not alto-
gether the result of this treatment.
The leaders taught the people to
sustain the Kingdom of God on
earth. The head of the Chureh
was the king. I did not nunderstand
that the Savior was the king.
Brigham Young proclaimet himself
king to the pioneers. I did not
hear him, for I was not in Utah. I
am acquainted with the Lord’s
prayer. It asks that the Kingdom
of God should come. I regard
that as a spiritual aflair, not
temporal. Bome Christians believe
the Savior will come to earth as
King. 1 regard it as treasonable to
pray for the overthrow of the gov-
ernment. [ have heard the leaders of
the Church do this. It is so com-
mon that every child koows it. [



heard Wilford Woodruff do it; itis '

very common for him to do that.

To Mr. Dickson—I was not pres
ent at the dedication of the Manti
Temple.

To Mr. Baskin—I have heard the
children sing a song in which they
designate Brigham as Prophet,
Priest and King.

TAMES SPILLETT

tegtified—I live at Cottonwood. T
am registration officer and have
been postmaster; eame to Utah in
1853; joined the Ghureh in 1851, in
England; left the Church 20 years
ago. I went through theEndowment

ouse 23 or 24 years ago; 25 to 40
went through the same day. We
took an oath that day. It was
alministered by Edward Stevenson.
There was an oath regarding the
avenging of the blood of the
Prophets and Apostles on this na-
tion, and to teach it to our children
to the third and fourth generation.
We took an oath of obedience to the
Priesthood in all things. 'There
wasg a penalty attached to each cath,
such as suffering our throats to be
cut or we would be disemboweled
before we would divulge any of the
gecrets of the Endowment House,
Polygamy was taught there, and
we made a coveuant te sustain all
the principles, whichi of course
ineclude that.

‘To the Court—Nooath is adminis-
tered to any member of the Church
before going to the Endowment
House. Of course there is the cove-
nant of baptism. It is expected
that every member of the Church
in good standing will go through
the Endowment House fo secure
his family in the hereafter.

UHARLES GILMOR.

known asthe “North Point Terror,??
testified—T came to Utah in 18686,
joined the Church in 1868, and left
it early in the ’70°8, I went through
the Endowment House.

Mr. Moyle—Does the Court say
the entirerroceedings of the En-
dowment House shall be asked for
here?

Court—If it is necessary to deter-
mine whether there is anything in-
compatible with eitizensghip.

Gilmor—I have suflered great

ersecution, and if I tell that, my
})ife will be in danger. I ask that
you will excuse me.

Mr. Moyle—This is an oufrage.
This man has been put on here for
effect. He has fried this same plan
before, that he is afraid to testify,
and its all a sham, a humbug. I
gay it is an outrage to put such a
witness on here, just to effect an in-
Jjustice.

Court—Do you fear
injured?

Gilmor—The obligation is such
that it would seal my doom if I was
to utter one word.

Court—The United States govern-
ment is able to protect you. T think
there is no danger, but if you really
are afraid T will not compel you.

Mr. Bagkin—I have known this
witness o long tlme, and T would
take his word for truth and verncity
a8 quick as any man’s. A man is
not bound by such an oath as this
man is heing asked about, and it is

you will be

his highest obligation to come out
and expose it. The good of society
and his duty to his country call on
liim to divulge those secrets.

R. W. Young-—Myself and my
friend, Mr. Moyle, will unite to in-
sure his life for $10,000 if he is scared.

Mr. Baskin—I could neverbelong
to such an iniquity.

LreGrand Young—Tt is altogether
too righteous for you.

The Court asked Gilmor if he was
afrard to testify.

Gilmor—It iz for my wife and

little ones; for myself T bave no
rear.

Court—We would like to have the
testimony.

Gilmor--We went through a tedi-
ous ceremony, and then went into
another room and put on a robe.
We took an oath to yield unques-
tioning and unqualified obedience

the Priesthood, and to use every
means to avenge the blood of the
martyrs on the American nation.
I raised my left hand. There was
uhe question, ‘“Are there any traitors
here??? A reply came from over-
head, *“They are all faithful.>> An
arm was pushed through a door, the
hand holding « sword. The penalty
was digsection of the body. Noth-
ing was said about polygamy, but
that was a doctrine of the Chureh,
and of course it was included.

JAMES H. MOYLE

was called as o witness. He said he
placed himself under no obligations,
for he considered the proceedings
unwarranted. He testified—T re-
ceived my endowments two years
ago this month. I took no oath
whatever there. I know Gilmor as
the “North Point Terror;”> he is al-
ways in trouble, and charges the
Church with it. His trouble is with
his neighbors, both *‘Morinon?®’ and
non-“Mormon.?? I never heard him
retuse before to testify. I did hear
him elaim to a jury that the “Mor-
mon?’ Church were after him. I
have made no mistake. He went
through the same farce zs he has
done here. He claimed that lie was
In danger of his life if he textified,
I was through the Endowment
House first about twelve years ago.
I took no obligation of obedience to
the ’riesthood.

Mr. Dickson — Was there any
penalty for violating your coven-
ants?

Mr. Moyle—I decline to answer.
There was no covenant except for
chastity, hovor ami good eonduct.
There was no reference whatever to
the government. That is my ex-
planation to the court for not answer-
mg.

To Mr. Dickson—There was noth-
ing said regarding Joseph and Hy-
rum Bmith. The passage of Serip-
ture, in Revelations, regarding the
blood of the Propbets, was read in
an address, and we weve instructed
to pray that God would avenge the
blood of his martyred Prophets.

Mr. Dickson—Was the penalty of
death to be intlicted?

Mr. Moyle—I deeline to answer.

Mr. Baskin—Was there anything
about euftting the throat or being
disemboweled?

Mr. Moyle—Will you specify any
oath? If not, I decline to answer. I

will say to the court thaf this in-
struction which I have named has
nothing whatever to do with the
government. It has no reference to

it whatever. -

Mr. Dickson said there were a
number of witnesses whom the
had not a chance to confer with,an
suggested an adjournment till 9
a.m., and he believed they could
finish within an hour.

Mr. ‘askin—There isone witness, -
Joseph 8ilver, that we can ex-
amine.

JOSEPH SILVER

testified—I have lived in Utah since
1862; was & member of the ‘*Mor-
mon’? Church five orsix yoars af-
ter then; was baptized in 1848; waa
ordained to the Melchisedec Priest-
hood, and have been an Elder and
a Beventy; went through the En-
dowment House in 1863; there were
oaths administered there. One that
made a lasting impression was one
aboul avenging the blood of the
Prophets on their enemies; am not
certaln the natlon was referred to.
I was to teach it to my children;
was also to obey the Priesthood in
all things. If I failed T should be
disemboweled, the heart cut out, the
throat eut, and so on. Dir. Sprague
officiated there. T held my rigit
hand to the square and took the oath
of obedience to the Priesthood in all
things, and the penalty for breaking
this was, as I have said, assassina-
tion. T was called upon to premise
in the presence of (iod and angels
to keep thiz covenant. The En-
dowment garments have marks on.
(Baskin called them ‘‘clouts.’*)
These marks signified the same ag
the penalties na regards the heart
and buwels. There is one on the
knees, but I don’t remember what
it means.,

Mr. Moyle made nnother oljection
to the unseemly proceeding of ex-
posing any of the sacred rights of an
organization simply because that
organization was unpopular. The
courts had ruled that t‘}ey should
be protected when they were not
unlawful, - This proceeding s
only for the sake of exposure, and
the defense here should have some
protection.

Mr, Bagkin said thatan Endow-.
ment garment had signs to keep the

person in mind of the penalties to he
inflicted.

Court—He may answer the
questions.

Silver, continuing—The impres-
sion I obtained was that if T was
unfaithful in disrobing myself there
wad every probability or possibllity
of my being sick and dying-—that:
it wag unsafe to leave them off.
Heber C. Kimball instructed me
how to put them on.

To Mr. Moyle—The penalty for
disobedience to the Priesthood was
that my throat should be cut, etc.
That was to be done by some Dan-
ite, T suppose. I was not told how.
It was not that I would suffer these
penalties rather than reveal these
things. They were too cunning to
uge the term assassinate. The word
government was not used. The
blood of the Prophets was to be
avenged by the destruction of the
povernment of the United Btaies.
The facty in my’ mind, is that that



was the purport of that oath. I
haven’t any Lord. A God was
appealed to, but what that God was
whether Brigham or anyone else, i
do not know.

To Mr. Baskin— The avenging was
to be done by a destroying angel,
appointed by the authorities.

o Mr. Moyle — 1 think the
Church apostatized from me about
twenty years ago. Porter Rockwell

Mr. Movle—Tell us somebody liv-
ing, so they can speak for them-
selves.

Silver—John Y. Greene.

Wm. Showell (promptly)— John
Y. Bmith ?

Silver—Yes, John Y. 8mith. He
is, ng I suppose, n member of the
Chureh. He has been on the po-
lice force 24 or 25 years, and I be-
lieve—

Mr. Moyle —Do you know ? 1Is he
an avenging angel ? i

Rilver—I presume he is.
I know? T don’t know.

The court had to instruct this
witliess how to answer before he
would reply direetly to Mr. Moyle’s
guestion.

Bilver (continuing) — These de-
stroying angels are doubtless ap-
pointed in private. T don’t know
anything about it. Doubtless Mr.
Moyle does not.

Mr. Moyle—Qne parsof your testi-
mony is as true ag the other purts.

Silver—According (o my belief,
such men have been appointed by
the Church.

Mr. Moyle—Then it is all your he-
lef?

Hilver—Yes, and it’s the beliefo
thousanls of others. Nobody knows
anything about it. o

To Baskin— The object of anoint-
ing the arm was that it might ba
strong in the defence of the Church,
and aveuging the blood of the I'ro-
phets on those simply who denied
“Mormoniam.>> I could not repeat
the ceremony.

JAMUYS S”ILLETT

was recalied and said—At the time
I went thrmagh the Endowment
House 1oy arm was anointed to be-
come strong to aveuge the blood of
_the Prophets upon this pation, as L
understoed it. Edward Stevenson
was there.

The court adjeurned .till 9 a. m.,
November 15th.

How do

Friday, Wovember I5th, the first
witness called for was Heber Jd.
Grant, but Mr. Dickson made o mis-
take in theperson and

JOHN HENRY SMITH

was called and testified—The 8t.
George Temnple wasg dedicated in
April, 1877.

Mr. Dickson asked for a subpeena
for George (. Lambert, business
manager of the DESERET NEWS,
who was ordered to bring with him
the files of the DESERET NEWS,
daily and weekly, containlug the
_published account of the dedieatiou
of the 8t. George Temple.

LEVI AXTELL

testified-—I have lived in Salt Lake
nine years; have been a ““Mormon;*?
joined the Church in Brookiyn in

1878; went through the Endownent
House in the fall of 1874; I have not
been severed from the Church, but
am not in good standing; was
through the St. George Temple; in
my Endowments T way required to
take an onth; I was anointed, and
was supposed to avenge anything
that was contrary to the will of the
Church; T took no obligation to
aveuge the blood of the Prophets; it
wag; anything not for the Church
is agalusgt it. T had a conversation
with Mr. Dickson last night, aud
told him I understood the oath was
to avenge the blond of the Prophets
on the nation, in the overthrow of
the governinent of the United
Btates, and the establishment of the
Kingdom of God. I also took an
oath to obey the Priesthood. The
penalty of disobedience was death.
A man was to have his throat cut.

To Mr. Baskin—My arm was an-
ointed to be strong to wicld the
sword, to strike anybody that was an
enemy of the kingdom.

Mr. Dickson said he had sub-
Ecenaed Mr. Shurtliff; an ex-Bishop,

ut he lind not yet arrived.

The witness Axtell, in reply to
the court, said—When the govern-
ment was overthrown, I understood
the Indians were to be the battle-axe
to overthrow it. When the king-
dom of God was established, the

“Mormon®? Church was to take the |’

control. The Church was to build
up the kingdom on the ruins of the
government. 1 understand the
purpose of the Chureh was to over-
throw the government and set itsell
up in lieu of it. 1 was to take part
if it came in iy day.

Mr. Baskinsaid he had some docu-
mentary }-roof, and read from a ser-
mon of President Brigham Young,
delivered Maren 7, 1653, and pub-
lished in the Journal of {Yscvurses,
Vol. I, page 83.

Mr. Moyle objected to the reading
of the extract, Lecause it had no
bearing on the Endowments or the
oaths alleged, and did not pertajn to
the question before the court. Mr.
Moore knows nothing of it.

Court—There are other cases than
that of Mr. Moorc, some of them be-
ing persoiis who lave not been
through the Endowment House. 1
have never read this or any "othter
sermon of the Klders of the Church,
and will hear it. The oljeetion
made is to members of the ‘Mor-
mon’? Chureh, and il the teachings
are to the Church it is properto hear |
it.

Mr. Moyle—Will you exclude |
man because some othier member of
the Churech made [a statement that
might be contrary to the law? Will
the court place the whole Church‘
on trial for such expressions?

Court—No. Thatis not right. If|
Brigham Young was an authorized
teacher, still all the members of the
Chureh might not be responsible;
but tlie inference is that they agree
with him in a general way, and his}
teaehings woull be evidence in this
case. Brigham Young was the mogt
prominent leader the Church has
had, and his teachings should e
heard.

R.w. Youug—Su%pose teuchings
ghould he treasonable, and they
were accepted, would that debar an-

other man? Would uot that affect
freedom of speech?

Court—Of course, freedom of
speech should not be interfered
with, but if there is an effort 1o gver-
throw the government, al teachings
of that nature are evidence.

My, Baskin—We claim that any
man who joins the “Mormon®
Chureli or aftiliates with it is not a
marn of good moral character.

Court—Is there any c¢laim that
that book is not an anthorized pub-
lication?

Mr. Baskin-—It 'is
t‘Mormon** Elder.

]Baslskh}’t.her& read from a dream
which Pregident Young h -
lated. )

Baskin then otfered to read from
a sertunon by Jedediah M. Grant, -
publihed in the DESERET NEws
July 27, 1855,

Mr. Moyle—We object to this be
cause it is inmmaterial to this issue,

Mr. Young—AH of the utterances
of the DESERET NEWS are not re-
garded as authority. That is. the
utterances of any man becauae,they
are published by the NEws, arc not
binding on the Chureh.,

Court—1I suppose every member
of the Church is not bound by the
utterances of the paper. But it
pubiishes what leading men have
said.

Mr. Young said there weie many
things published there whieh were
uot printed as doctrine,and werenot
accepted agsuel. Here a man comes
aud offers to become a good citizen,
and because of the utterances of
someone, before he came to the
country, he is to be kept out. Such
a procedure is a faree.

Mr. Dickson said the sermon was
Ly one of the Twelve Aposties,

Court—If it can be shown that
the general course of the procedure
of the Church was to destroy the
goveriment, then every man who
becomes a member of that organ-
ization endorses that doctrine,

Mr. Young—If they will ghow
any open opposition to the govern-
ruent, exeept that of 1557, which
has been fully explained, and has
heen settled Ly Congress, (here
might be some truth in their claim.
But they caunot do this.

Court (to Baskin) — You
proceed.

Raskin read from the sermon re-
garding covenant breakers and the
penalty that the Apostle Paul said
should follow them.

LeGrand Young — Jedediah M.
Graut was never one of the Twelve
Apostles. He was a counselor to
I’resident Young, but when this
sermon was delivered he did npot
even held that position.

Lipman read from the Newsa
sermon by President Young, de-
liveredd Feb. 18, 1857, about refor-
mation, in whieh it is said that the
penalty for adultery should be
fdenth.

Baskin offered what he clainied
to be a paragraph from a report
niade ‘to the Church at the Oetober
Conference, 1885, by John Taylor
anid Geo. Q. Cannon.

Obhjected to by LeGrand Young.

Court—One paragraph might con-
vey an satirely different meaning

published by

may



{o that which the complete docu-
ment would convey.

™Mr. Dicksou asked the court to go
dow b to the house of Vincent Shurt-
I(F, whom Dickson claimed to be
an ex-Bishop, and who was tooill to
«:ome into court. |

The court suggested that the sten-
ographer go down, and that the tes-
timony be taken and read to the
court.

This was agreed {o.

Mr. Baskin—We want to intro-
duce the revelation on polygamy.

T his was admitted, and court took
a recess tilt 2 p m., to get the teati-
mony of ViocentBhurtliff.

VINCENT EBEHURTLIFF

testified as follows to Mr. Baskin—
My ape is 79 years next May; am a
native of Magsachusetts; have re-
gided in Utah 42 years; liave been a
memberof the ““Mormon?? Churech—
first became a member in 184Z;
ceased my conpection with the
Chureh about 16 or 18 years ago. |

assed through the Endowment
}:Iouse in the fall of 1850.

Bagkin—In passing through the
Endowment House did you take an
oath relating to your obedience {o
the ‘Mormon’>’ Church or Priest-
hood? -

L,e Grand Young objected to tae
guestion on the ground of its gen-
eral charneter, and of its requiring
the witness to divulge religious
ceremonials which did not pertiin
to the guestion at issue, and which,
under cath, he i3 obligated to keep
secret.

Witness Shurtlit—Yes, my obli-
gation was in regard to obedience
to the Priesthood in all things.

Baskin—Diud you take any obliga-
tion relating to avenging the bLlood
of Joseph and Hyrum Smith? If so,
atate it.

LeGrand Young repeated his ob-

jection.

Shurtlifi—There was, T expect. I
raised my hand to tell the whole
truth. It was thatthe sword should

not be sheathed uuntil the blood of

Joseph and Hyrum should be
avenged.

Baskiin—A venged on whom?

Shurtliff—I  coucluded, on the

United States. -

AMr. Moyle objected to the conclu-

sions of the witness.

Baskin—Were the children men-

tioned in conneetion with them?

Shurtliff —Yes, we covenanted to

teach it to our children and our
children’ children, down to the
fourth generation.

Baskin—Were there any penalties

attached to theobligations you took?

Objected toon the ground of being

too general.

ShurtliffF—Yes, T concluded there

would be—1I am of course a Mason.

Baskin—Well, state the penalties

attached to the ceremony.

Shurtlifi—Welt, on the whole, I

think it was if wedivulged and went
awainst the Priesthood we should
have our threats cut, and be digem
Loweled.

Baskin—Was there anything in
hat ceremony relating to the es-
ablishment of lhe Kingdom of

Glod? If so state what it wag.

Shortliff —I  don’t
though [ concluded it was

Kingdom, of God. I don’t know
that there was anything said on the
subyject.

Baskin— Was there anything said
in the ceremony on the subject of
the United States government being
overtlirown and some other govern-
ment taking its place?

Shurtliff—1 don’t remember any-
thing of that sort.

Barkin— Y ou were ancinted?

Bhurtliff—Yes.

Baskin—8tate what was said in
regard to ancinting the arm.

Shurtlif—That it might be made
strong in Jdefending the Church and
the Kingdom of God, or the Church
and people of God—I forget how
that was worded.

Baskin—Anything in that connec-
tion about avenging the blood of the
Prophets ?

Shurtliff—That was said before or
after—I forget which.

Baskin—Was anything said en
the subgect. of polygamy ?

Shurtliff—I don’t think there was
at thac time.

Baskin— Was there any obligation
taken by you which bound you to
obey the law of polygamy?

Shurtliff—No, [ don’t think there
was. I had wives with me at that
time; I was already a polygamist.

Baskin—Did you ever kuow of
the penalties that were taken in the
Endowment House visited upon
any one who viplated them?

Shurtlifi—I never did.

Croes-examined by Le
Young:

Grand

Q.—In the general teaching that |ted

day, and general course of the kEn
dowment, I understand you there
was no particular admoenition upon
you to be a polygamist?

A ~—None,

Q.—You would have heard
there had been?

A.—Yes.

Q.~You say you were once a
Mason, in the course of the Masonic
covenants did you enter into any
particular agreement uot to disclose
the secrets of the order?

Mr. Baskin objected to the ques-
tion.

A.—I did not get as far as that; I
only attended one meeting; I don’t
know anything about their coven-
ants; [ have talked with my brother-
in-law about it, and what he told me
was in subgtance what 1 witnessed
in the Eudowment House.

if

Mr. Dickson referred to a sermon
hy President Young, in 1862, and
read from the Journal of Discourses.
The sermon refers to the unwarrant-
ed persecution of Joseph Smith and
the ““Mormons.?? In this the gov-
ernment was referred to as the best
of all earthly governments. Mr,
Dickson said the tenor of it was to
teach the ‘*Mornions® that the gov-
ernment was their enemies.

Mr. Dickson also read sen-
teuces from Heber €. Kimbali’s
remarks, on August 2, 1857, where-
in there i8 o curse pronounced
against every man who lifts his heel
against the Baints from that day
forth.

From a sermon by Heber C.
Kimball, Sept. 27, 1857, oun obedi-

On Nov. 8, 1857, was another dis-
course on the same subject, by
Heber C. Kimball, from which a
paragraph was read; also a sermon
oo August 30, 1857, in regard to the
Gentiles raling over the Baints.
A few lines were also read from one
of Heber C. Kimball’s sermons, de-
livered August 2, 1857. Quotations
were also made from a discourse
given June 7, 1857,

Baskin said similar quotations
could be found by the huudred in
the Journal of {Mscourses.

Baskin offered in evidence a por-
tion of an Epistle to the Church,
publishe 1 October 7, 1885, nnd signed
by Presidents John Taylor and
George Q. Cannon. Paragraphs and
sentences here and there were
picked out and read. They related
to the promises of the Lord to de-
liver those who trusted in Him; to
the revelation on celestial marringe,
and to religipus liberty. . '

Baskin offered to read fromp the
revelation on celestial marring8.

Mr. Moyle objected, as there was
ne issue upon that revelation, but
the objeetion made to Mr. Moore
was that be had taken an oath in the
Endowment House against the gov-
ernment. The United States Bu-
preme Court had said that belief in
plural marriage was not unlawful.

Mr. Dickson said that he thought
no one who believed polygamy was
right should be admitted to citizen-
ship. It will be our contention in
this case that no man who believes
in plural marriage should be admit-

Baskin—Nop man who believes in
that revelation. .

Dickson—To admit such a one is a
{arce,

Baskin—This polygamy is one of
the doctrines of the Chureh. If it
was a mere matter of belief, an ab-
stract idea, then it could not be
reached. But this revelation calls
for netion, and reguires obedience

under the penalties of dam-
nation. Thousands have been
incarcerated in the peniten-

tiary and hundreds are gserving
today. Eightor ten thousand eiti-
zens have practiced jolygamy. This
Church assumes to controla man in
all things, and one who unites him-
self with such an organization is
not a man of goml moral character.
Oan it be gaid that o man voluntar-
ily conneeted with an organization
like this Chureh is well disposed to
the A merican government?

Court—I don’t think it necessary
to argue that further. There aresev-
eral cases depending on whetlier an
oath was or was not taken in the
Endownient House. They were
also ohjecled to because they were
members of the ¢ Mormon’? Church.
That is, is membership in that
Church incompatible with citizen-
ship? The court will hear the por-
tfons of the revelation which coun-
sel desires to read.

Basgkin then read extracts from
the revelation, arranging them to
suit himself. He then madean ab-
surd spectacle of himself by endeav-
oring to explain the meaning of
some uf the quotations.

Mr. Moy le objected to this, as Mr.

remember, | ence, Mr. Dickson also read a num- | Baskin was not u capable expoundey
the | ber of excerpis,

of religious-doctrines, and particu.



Iarly those of a people whom he
hated ivtensely.

George C. Lambert was called for
and Mr. Dickson discovered that
the vulumes of the NEwS asked for
were not the ones wanted, so Mr.
Lambert waa sent back for othery.

Mr. Dickson said all they wanted
was the dedicatory prayer offered in
thest. George Temple; but if any
new testimony should bediscovered,
they would want to use it.

Mr. Moyle said he would object.

Court—It would be but justice to
the applicant that all the evidence
of the objectors to Mr. Moore’s nal-
aralization should be brought in at
the outset of the case.

Mr. Lambert arrived at this stage

of the proceedinga and Dickson and .

Baskin retired to delve into the
filea of the DesSERET NEWS for a
while.

After a lapse of some time Bas-
kin returned apd read from the
Mitlgnnial Star, Volume 19, page
804, regarding the government of
f“Mormonism.*?

An hour passed by, when Baskin
announced that the document they
were searching for was the most im-
portant of all they had, and they
had not been able to find it.

Mr. Dickson said asynopsis had
been found,but the part they wanted
was not there.

Baskin had an ulleged copy of his
own, but there was no evidence that
it was authentic, so it was not ac-
cepted,

Mr. Baskin said there were other
documents, but as yet he had not
been able to secure them.

Mr. Dickson was given asubpoena
to bring in the official Chureh rec-
ords of the dedication of the St.
George Temple, and of the site of
the Manti Temple, and the case was
postponed till10a.m., November 16,
to which Liour the court adjourned.

November 16th, Mr. Dickson said
he had found the prayer that he had
referred to, and offered it in evi-
dence.

LieGrand Young objected to it, as
it wns not doetrine. It was not as-
sumed to be revelation, and it had
never been put before the people
and accepted as doetrine. The
declarations of any individual were
not binding on the members of the
Church.

Court—Let it be admitted in evi-
dence.

Mr. Dickson then read from the
prayer by Wilford Woodruff, in
which there is a request for the na-
tion which makes war apainst the
Baints, unless it repents, to be swept
from the earth as with a bcsom of
destroction.-

Mr. Baskin offered the writings of
Orson Pratt on the guvernment of
the Church.

L.eGrand Young objected on the
ground that the parts proposed to be
brought in were opeuly declared by
the President of the Church not to
be doctrine.

The Court admitted the state-
ments objected to.

The extracts read were from Orson
Pratt’s pamphlet on “The Kingdom
of God.””

Dickson offered 8 discourse by
Qeorge Q. Cannon, delivered Dec-

ember 2, 1888, in Balt Lake City, in
which the people are advised to be
united and keep the commandments
of God. The discourse also deals
with ihe doctrine that revelation
from God comes only through the
one whom God called to preside
over His Church; refers to the dis-
franchirement of the leading **Mor-
mons*? by the Edmunda law, and
to thedivine nuthority of those called
by the Almighty to act in His name
and by the Powers of His Priest-
hood.

Baskin then offered in evidence
the Doctrine and Covenants. He
then announced that his case was
closed.

Le Grand Young stated that, at
' the firat, the court had said, the in-
quiry would be confined to a certain
scope; but this had been departed
from, and an effort was made to
i prove that the Church, and the
Imembers thereof, were enemies of
the government The enemies of
i the people had been called to ex-
. plain their views and doctrines.
! This was an unjust procedure. 1t
may be thatthe witnesses we put on
'will not disclose the Endowment
ceremonies. But we will prove that
the allegation that there is an oath
against the government is a false
allegation. The expretsions by
Presiden$ Geo. Q- Cannon, that only
one man could receive doctrine for
the Church, and that by revelation
from God, is a statement of our po-
sition, and no member of the Church
is bound by the ideas or opinions of
another.

APOSTLE JOIIN HENRY 3MITH

was the first witness. He testified—
I am 41 years of age; I am a ““Mor-
mon,” and g0 were my lEl:‘areuts and
grandparents; my father was an
Apostle, and I am recci%nized asone;
there are the First P’residency of
three members; the Twelve
A postles, and the quorum of Seven-
ties. These three quorums possess
equal authority, in their capacity
as quorums. 1 belong to the second
quorum in the Church,the A postles.
The First Presidency, when organ-
ized, is the authoritative quorum.
I have had my endowments. Have
officiated in the Endowment House,
pow torn down. In those cere-
monies there is 110 oath or covenant
to avenge the blood of the Prophets
on this nation or people; nor is

there any oath agalnst the
government. Nothing of the
kind was ever presented to

me—no such oath, bond or ecove-
nantof that kind, nor anything that
would be so comstrued. Had any
man presented such a thing to me 1
would have repudiated it. I never
heard such an oath administered to
me. Implicit obedience is not
taught. Intelligent obedience to
that which we understand is right
is taught in our church. I am as
free as any man on earth from my
file leader. The bagis of our religion
is that every man must act on his
own free ngency. That cannot be
infringed upon. No bond ie asked,
requiring implicit obedience to the
Priesthoed. We are instructed, in
our Church, to be unlted, as is set
forth in President George Q. Can-

non’s discourse, which has peen

rea_(l here. It has been our
union that has enabled us to
make this country habitable.

There were hostile Indiag

there were great diﬁ‘:cultigshe\rfﬁfilgg
we overcame by our union. It is &
doctrine of our Church that men
should live in union, apgd protect
each other’s rights and interests. In
the Endowment there ig not.hin;i re-
quiring the avenging of the blood of
the Prophets on this nation. The
ouly thing that can be in anyshape so
construed is in passages of serip-
ture which are read. They are
found in the 6th Chapter of Revela-
tion, 9th and 10th verses, [ pLave
been astonished at the testimony
here. The verses I refer to are as
follows:

And when he had upened the fifth
seal, I saw nnder the alter the Ro‘i.f; of
té:eén Lha(ci wfa.ssla.in for the word of

od, an or tbe testim
thgy’ (l]lelld-' ony which

nd they cried with a gy i
saying, How long, O Lorg, ;1'::)1;0:316&
true, dost thou not judge ang AVENEO
ourﬁ)%ood on them that dwell on the
eart

This i8 given in the course of &
lecture, that is, it 18 read when no
obligations are imposed, apd the
ieople are advised to Pray that the

ord will avenge the biood of all
the Frophets, of any age, precisely
ag 1t is set forth in the verseg I have
read. The names of Joseph apd
Hyrum 8mith were not mentioned
to me in this connection. The
prayer is taught in the Church, to
all members, that justice might be
done by the X.ord. If the ‘“Mor-
mons are unjust, they are respongi-
ble under this, as well as are others. |
There is nothing authorizing or ap-
proving the shedding of blood. The
man Whobreaks the law of the land
is, by command of God, to he turned
over to the law of the Iand for pun-
ishment. That is the condition,
belief and practice of the fMor-
mon** people. In the Endowment
ceremonies there is no covenant,
vow, oath, or agreement by which a
man’s arm is fo be made strong to
avenge the blood of Joseph or
Hyrum Bmith on thig natjon or any
other. The “Morimons’? believe in
apointing with oil for sickness, and
is a habit with them. Inallanoint-
ings we pray to God to bless the
person anointed.

Baskin—That is balderdasl.

Court—What is your objection.

Baskiu—It has nothing to do with
this case,

Court—Tt is impossible, some-
times, for a witness to confine an
answer 80 that it is responsive tothe
question. But he wiil do 50 a8 much
as poseible.

Mr. Smith, continning—A person
ia not required in the %ndUWment
ceremonies to take an oath to go in-
to polygamy.

o Mr. Dickson—I am reasonably
familiar with the Endowment cere-
monies. I have n deep affection for
my country—the United States. I
would repudiate any oath, covenant
or condition opposed to my country.
T am a polygamiet, and entered that
relation in 1877. before the anti-
polygamy law was declared consti-
tutional.



Dickson—Did you live in viola-
tion of the Edmunds law.

Mr. Smith—I decline to answer.

Mr. Dickson—If you did, do you
say you had an affection for your
country.

Myr. Bmith continuing—Yes sir.
I consider bigamy is the marrying
of a second wife, deceiving either
or both. It both have knewledge
and consent, I do not consider it
bigamy. If would be higamy if a
msn married another wife contrary
to his wife’s consent. I believe
the revelation on celestial marriage
requiresa woman to eonsent. I had
my wife’s consent. If a wife is
converted that the principle is
correct, she should consent; if not,

no. Ifshe refuses, he is at liberty
to o ahead. 1 believe that js the
will of God.

Mr. Dickson—If your wife had
refused would you have refected
the will of God?

Mr. Moyle—I object to Mr. Smith
being required to state lils opin-
ions; he las stated the law ot the
Church.

Clourt—0h, T thiuk it proper.

Myr. Bmith—Men are left to their
own judgment and discretion. This
Iaw extends through time and
eternity, and I could abide my time
to otey the law of God. IfI felt
to take a wife without her consent
when she refused, I supposc I
shpould have done. I became
aware that the United States Sup-
reme Court passed on the constitu-
tionality of the law of 1862. I
took my wifein 1876 or 1877. As a
man of honor I could no abandon
my family.

Mr. Dickson—Is it not true that
after that law was held to be con-
stitutional you lived in violation
of it?

Mr. Bmith—Not in this Territory.

Mr. Moyle— 'he coustitutionality
of the law against unlawful cohabi-
tation has never been tested.

pr. Dickson—T 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
figure in this case.

Y.e Grand Young—Unlawful co-
habitation was not made an oftense
till 1882. The prosecutors here tried
to make polygamy a continuous
offense. but the courts would not
allow it. Theliving with two wives
before 1882 was not made unlawful.

Witness, to Mr. Dickson—A fter
the law of 1882 against unlawful co-
habitation I did not live with my
second wife in this Territory.

Court—He may decline to answer
if he desires. .

‘Witness, to Mr. Dickson—1 have
not violated the law. I decline to
say whether I lived with one in one
Territory and another in another. 1
was once arrested. My plural wife
never was on the witmess stand. She
was with me inEurope several years.
Bhe 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 ocur Jduty to violate
the law of the land. The law found
us practicing plural marriage. I
never performed a plural marriage.
I ooly know of my ewn. I do not

believe that our Church has the
right to pass on the constitutionality
of any law. Thatis the business of
the United States Supreme Court.

Dickson read from the Docirine
and Covenauts references to the
constitutional laws of the land.

Mr. Smith—The Supreme Court
of the United States passes on the
constitutionality of a law. The
Constitution says Congress shall
pass no law prohibiting the free
exercise of religion, and I looked to
it to protect me. I acted on that
understandiug. When the law of
the land niakes my religion n crime,
I must take the conseguences. I
think the Constitution is an
spired document, and the United
Btates Bupreme Court the final
arbiter. 1fa man breaks the law he
must take the consequences. The
jaws of this land wre supreme, and I
acknowledge them as such. If 1
break u law because it infringes on
my conscience. I must take the
penalty. I believe with Wm. H.
Seward that there is o higher law,
but if the law of the land puts him
in jeopardy he is relieved from
obedience to the higher law. Were
1 a monogamist now, under the
circumstances 1 would uot take
another wife in the United States. 1
decline to answer auy guestions re-
garding my present status. [t isa
part of the teachings of the Church
that uniou should exist, and differ-
ences be reconciled; but the indi-
viduality of any man is not inter-
fered with. T 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 refuse, it is not a doctrine that
they will be damuoed. I 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 estatlish His kingdom.
That kingdotn is not now estab-
lished. I hiave heard it taught that
it is, but I Jo not believe it. We
are building up the kingdom, but it
cannot he established till the com-
Ing of the Savior. We do not be-
lieve in the destruction of all
sects and uations. The princi-
ples you refer to were nof
understood by the people as
you seek to interpret them. I
haveheard it taught that 1n all mat-
ters, temporal as well as spiritual,
the people sliould obey the weord of
God, if they accept it. [ have re-
fused to obey the orders of the Pre-
sident of the Church. The only
command Brigham Young ever
gave me wasto fit out 2 man for a
mission to Al'izona‘ and [ declined
to do so. John Taylor or Wilford
Woodruff never gave me a com-
mand that [ remember. They have
asked me to de things, and some of
them I dil not do. Of course. I
had and gave a reason for not deing
s0. The language used in prayer
about avenging the blood of the
Baints Ido not know.Ionly know that
people are instracted to pray to the
Lord to avenge the bloodl of the
Prophets, as is said in the verses I
have quoted. I decline to state any
ceremonies of the Endowment
House.

in-|1

Dickson-— What penalties are to be
inflicted for revealing those cove-
nants?

Mr. Smith-—I decline to anawer
any questions regarding the Endow-
ment ceremonies. There was no
penalty attached to apostasy. A pos-
tasy is not punishable by the
Church, except by excommuunica-
tion.

To the Court—Oliver Cowdery, an
asspeiate with Joseph Smith, apos-
tatized and was never harmed. Da-
vid Whitmer, T. I Brown and
many others, inside and outside of
Utah, have apostatized. Baskin has
fought the Chureh bitterly, and
never wronged him nor has he
wronged me. No apostate has ever
been assassinated by instraction or
approval of the Chureh. I kunew of
noone ever havingheen assassinated.
{ don’t believe there lias been one,
but I decline lo state anything of
the Endownient ceremanies.

Baskin — How long before you
took your second wifedid you marry
your first wife?

LeGrand Young ohjected. 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. 8mith—I decline to answer
as to the marringe or any other
ceremony in the Xndowment
House.

Court—He need not answer unless
he wants.

Baskin—Why
answer?

Mr. Smith—Upou the prineiple of
honor.

Mr. Dickson--I think we can
compe] the witness to tell these
ceremonies and pensalties and do
not waive that right.

Witness, to Baskin—I have not
habitually taught the Jlaw of
polygamy. I have taughtobedience
to the laws of God. I have heard
plural marriage taught. I have not
heard its practice enjoined upon the
Feople that 1 now recali. They be-
ieve in that priociple; I do not re-
member the last time 1 heard it
preached.

Court took recess tilt 2 p.m.

JOHN OLARK

testified—I have been a member of
the Church 44 years; have beon
through the Eodowmeut House;
never took any oath to avenge the
blood of the Prophets on the United
States; nothing of that kind was
said; there was no oath, covenant
or instruction to violate the laws of
the land. I did not covenantto go
into polygamy; have never been
advised to break the laws of the
jand. There were no instructions,
admonitions or agreements to
avenge the “-food of the
Prophets or anybody on this nation
or anyone else. 1 remember no
covenant to obey the Priesthood. I
am a merchaut; have been in busi-
ness 20 years. T am now president
of the corporation of Clark, Eld-
redge & Co.: was formerly of the
firm of Chislett & Clark. Mr, Chis-
lett is mow in California, I believe.

do you decline to



The teachings of the Church to me
have never been unlawful. The
general sentiment of the people in
the Church is friendly to the gov-
ernment. That is my experience
and knowledge.

To Mr. Dickson—I am 54; have
no presiding authority; am a High
Priest; those who hold the higher
Priesthood usually go through the
Endowment House. None of the
lesser Priesthood. All of these must
receive the higher Priestheod to re-
ceive their Endowments. Every
person of good standing canoot re-
ceive his Kndowments unless he re-
ceives the higher Priesthood; the
female members can all  go
through if they are in good stand-
ing. 1 cannctgive the reason why
I’riests, Teachers and Dencons can-
oot go through. I went through in
1852.

Mr. Dickson—Did you take any
obligations?

Mr. Clark—Yes, sir.

Dickson- -Did you make any cov-
enants or promises?

Clark—Yes, sir, [ heard nothing
about avenging the blood of Lhe
Prophets. 1 did not understand Mr.
Bmith to decline to answer any
questions relating fo that. I am
net a polygamist. Have never been
counseled to take anvther wife; be-
lieve in the revelation on celestial

marriage. The  practice has
been restricted by laws, as
pertaining to the permission
of plural marriage. I have

heard polygamy taught since 1862,
but et in the past six years. Have
not heard peopte taught to practice
plural martiage in dofiance of the
Iaw. Do pot remember a sermon
by C. W. Penrose, on July 26, 1884,
saying it was right and constitu-
tional to practice plural marriage.
Do not remember him saying, in
regard to polygamy, that the people
thought the law bad no right to in-
terfere, and pronounced woes upon
those who shrank from preaching
the Gospel. T am not compelled to
endorse Mr. Penrose’s views. [
have heard preaching which might
be (:onstrue(F by some people to e¢n-
joio potygamy, but 1 did not, nor
did others understand it that way.
T understood that Mr. Penrose said
and meant that we would contend
legally for our rights, and we have
donesg, I did mot understand Mr.
Penrose to pronounce a condemna-
tion upon those who do not preach
lestinl marriage. Celestial marriage
does not meanpolygamny, ltmeans
inarriage for time andeternity. I do
not understand that Mr. Penrose
had any reference to polygany.
When he said the Gospel, he did
not mean polygamy, but he meant
the Gospel. I do notsay the church
Lias not taught plural murrlage since
the law of 1862 was declared consti-
tutional. There may have been, and
probably have, but I can recall no
instance; nor de- I recall any in-
stance of aneditorial in the DESERET
NEws of that kind. [ do not
remember the coutents of the
address to resident Cleveland. I
roay have read it, but do not recol-
lect it. [ presume I did, but do not
remember the contents. I do not
remember thedeclaration that plural
marriage was *'a vital part of our

rellgion, the decision of the courts
to the cowmtrary netwithstanding.”
T do not say plural marriage is not a
doctrine, but the law has interfered
with its  practice. 1 never
covenanted to implicitly obey
the Priesthood. I have heard
that idea reached, but did
not and do not believe it. I believe
the Priesthood has a right to couun-
sef and advise, but the people can
accept it or not, just as they choose.
I see ne objection to that doctrine.
That dou’t mean obedience to the

Priesthood. It says and meansthat
the Priesthood ean advise
and counsel. 1 regard the

Pregident of the Chueh as, to
a certain extent, the mouth-
piece of God, that is, he is the only
ope authorized to receive written
revelation for the Cthureh., It is
his privilege to receive those revela-
tions, but I do not say whether he
does or nmot. The people are not
compelled to cbey. In a temporal
way a man is free to do as he pleases,
that is, if he doesright. It is thesame
in politics. If the President of the
Church ordered me to vote for a
man at an election, if it was the
best ticket I would vote for it. IfL
thought another ticket was best, L
would vote it. T miight be suscepti-
ble of conversion, but I would act
on my own judgment. The Chureh,
ag such, does not control in politics.
I have not heard thatthe P’resident
of the Church claims that right.
Individuals, holding the Priesthood,
use thelr influence, but only as in-
dividuals. They advise only as
friends, and I see no wrong in fol-
lowing that advice if I want to.

I am o citizen of the
United BStates. I dJdoo’t re-
member any of those frightful

All I have

)enalties spoken of.
! Leard arethe sfatements made here
in court. I ecannot say there were
or were not penalties of some kind,
becauge I do not remember them,
Excommunication from the Church
is the only penalty that I know of
for violating Church covenants.

To Le Grand Young—My memory
regardinf the alleged avenging of
the blood has been kept fresh by the
false statements that have hbeen
made by certain parties for many
years, and T say that their state-
ments about avenging blood on this
nation are untrue in my experience.
These fulse statements have called
that point apecially to my attention.
I have heard of the many state-
ments of John Hyde, Mrs. Sten-
house and others, aud my attention
has been drawn to that point,

To Mr. Dickson—I never heard of
the penalties, except in court the
past few days. 1 wear the endow-
ment robes, but do not remember
the meaning of the marks there

on.

To Mr. Baskin—I do remember
covenants to lead an honorable,
morai life. Do not remember just
what they were in detail. I know
that I took no covenant ahout the
[Tnited States.

i To the Court—Marriages in the

Endowment House are those usual
for metnbers of the Church,butmany
are married otherwise. I could not
aay tlie proportion of each kind, but
only the Endowment House or

Temple marriage the

covenant for eternity.

iucludes

To Mr. Dickson—Some devout
members are married outside of

those places, and afterwards go to
the Temples.

JUDGE E. G, WOOLLEY

testified—I am 44; am a Mormou;
was born in the Church; received
my Endowments about twenty-
four years ago. I pever took an
oath, obligation or vow to avenge
the blood of the prophets on the
United States or its people. 1 am
positive of that. [ never convenanted
to avenge the blood of Joseph or
Hyrum Smith,on anybody. I heard
nothing in regard to polygamy.
Made no agreement in that regard,
nor was I asked to. 1 have resided
in Utah for thirty-nine years. Tn
1870 I went to the southern part of
Utah and came back two years ago.
Am a merchant.

To Mr. Dickson—I have been
through theendowments four times,
twice in S8i. George. The second
time I was married, and the last
two for dead friends. Was never
married but ooce. I never had but
oue wife. Was pever counse'ed to
enter polygamy. I declineto say
whether there was anything said
about avenging the blood of the

prophets.
Mr. Dickson—What was it?
Judge Woolley—I decline to
answer,

Dickson repeated the question,
and the witness again declined to
auswer,

Mr. Dickson—What was the pen-
alty for a violation of your cove-
nants, or any duty enjoined upon

you?

Judge Woolley—I decline to
answer.

Mr. Dickson went through a list
of penalties, and asked if any of
them were mentioned there, These
questions Judge Woolley declined
to answer.

JAMES H. ANDERSON

testified—I reside in Salt Lake City;
am 32 years of age; am a printer by
trale, at present engaged as re-
porter on the DESERET NEwWs, Am
a member of the ‘‘Mormon?!
Church. Have received my en-
dowments; received them in this city
eight years ago. [ took no oath to
avenge the blood of the Prophets
againgt the gevernment of the
United Btates, there was no such
path or covenant acministered, I
took no oath to enter into polyg-
amy; did not hear it taught that
day.

Croes-examined by Dickson:

Q.—You say you made no promise
about polygamy?

A .~—Nog, gir. 1 do not remember
polygamy having been mentioned;
heard nothing said toiny wife about
her duty in this regard; it was not
said thot T was at liberty to marry
more wives than one.

Q.—What was said about aveng-
ing the blood of the prophets?

A —1 decline to answer.

Q.—What was the penalty for the
violation of your covenants?

A .—1 remember none.

Q.-— Was there & penalty of death
for anything?



A .—1T decline to state. [

Q).—Was there a penalty that you
would have your throat cut?

A .—1I decline Lo state.

To [eGrand Young—Was there
any obligatiop requiring you or any
person at all to avenge the blood of
the prophets against this nation?

A .—No, sir.

To Mr. Dickson—T took no oblign-
tiom on that subject.

}.—Do you know what the signs
on the garments signify?

A —No, I do uot.

Q.— Was there a penalty that you |
should have your throat cut.

A —T deeline to state.

To Mr. Baskin—Was your arm
ancinted in the ceremony?

A .—T decline to state.

Q.—Was your arm anointed that
it might be strong to avenge the
blood of the Prophets on this na-
tion? f

A —It was not.

To the Court—L Jecineto divulge
these sacred religious ceremonies.

AARON D. THATCHER.

I am fifty-two years of ape; reside
at l.ogan; have been a merchant
and am now connected with the
milling business; have beeu in Lo-
gan thirty years; am a member of
the Church of Jesus Christ of Lat-
ter-day Saints; T have been through
the Endowment House; [ made no
covenant or promise to avenge the
blood of the Prophets on
this nation  or government;
I was not requested to do so.
There was no covenant that incul-
cated hostility to the government.
The government was Dot men-
tioned. I was nol required or
requested to enter iuto that order.

'I'o Mr. Dickson—I have been
through the endowments a number
of times. I declineto divulge any-
thing that was said or done there. I
am not a pelygamist.

Mr. Dickson went through a list
again regarding alleged occurrences
in the Kndowment House, and Mr.
Thatcher declined to state anything
that didoceur.

To Mr. Young—Never, at any
time, have I made, or been required
to make, a covenant to avenge any
one’s blood, or to take any one’s
Llife.

ATOSTLE ANTON H. LUND.

I reslde in Ephraim, Sanpete
Clounty; have been there since 1870;
have been in the Church thirty-
three years; | am a merchant; [ am
one of the guorum of the Twelve
A postles; waselected last conference;
1 received my Endowments in 1866,
in Salt Lake; Inever took any oath,
covenant, vow or anything else to
avenge the blood of the prophets on
this nation; nothing of that kiod is
required in the Endowment cere-
-monies; 1o request of that nature,
nor that indicates Lhe shedding of
blood, is made or required in that
ceremony; nor is there a promise

made to enter into g)lygamy, or to
implicitly obey the Priexthood.

To Mr. Dickson—1 regard the
President of the Church as being
selected by the approval of the
Almiglity ; he i the ecclesiasti-'
cal head of the Churel;; it the
members of the Chureh under-

stand and accept the adviece of the|
authorities, they are at liberty
to do so; they ean act as they
please, politieally; they are advised
to be united. We are vot taught to |
cbey the head of the Church irl.l

temporal! things. We are not di-
rected to obey the head of the.
Church in all matters. We are re-
quired to recognize that authority
in all spiritual matters. There may
be teachings of the leaders for the
people to obey counsel. I am not a
polygamist. I decline to amswer)|
anything that occurred in the en-|
dowments. I "will not divulge:
them.

Then followed Dickson’s ques-<
tions for what did occur, with the|
usual declinatiou to answer.

Mr. Lund said the endewments
were for future use, and were not tol
be made public. In this they we
like the Masonic ceremonies. There
is A misapprehenslon about them,,
but we wiil not divulge them.

Baskin—Is there an obligatiOn]
that men and women will not com-
mit adultery?

Mr. Lund~ I decline to answer.

To Baskin—It is mot explained
that men may take plural wives,
There is no reference whatever to
polygamy. 1 decline to give the
marriage ceremony. I have pever
solemnized a plural marriage.

To the Court—I decline to answer
because the endowments are to be
kept secret. I could not consei-
entiously anawer.

Court—You are reguired not to
divulge themm under any circum-
stances?

Mr. Lund—Yes, sir.

Le Grand Young—Do you decline,
to amswer because of any effect it
will have on this case?

Mr, Lund—I do not.

Court—Do you understand the.-
term PProphets to include Joseph
and Hyrum Smith?

Mr. Lund—Yes, sir. !

To Baskin—-Nothing is sail about
the martyrs of the Church. |

Mr. Dickson—Were they instruc-
ted to pray to the Lord to avengg
the blood of the Prophets?

Mr. Lund—I decline to answer.

Baskin—Any more evidence of.
this kind?

Mr. Young—Some.

Baskin (angrily)—We will admiv
that 10,000 witnesses will testify to
the same things.

Mr. Moyle —Weaccept the offer.

Mr. Dickson—Yes, 150,000.

LeGrande Young—Weacceptthat
too, and they?llall tell the truth.

The court adjourned umtill Nov®
ember 18th.

[T6 be continued.]
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