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INTERVIEW WITH JOSEPH SMITH.

On July let of the present yesr the
NEwS punlished, In n correepondence
from Elder 4amuel G. Spencer, a 8eriee
of quustions and answers which made
up an Interview between KEluer Spen-
ver and others and Mr. Josenh Bm'thy
presivent of the Reorgan.zeua church.
The juterview took place in Marcb, st
Independeuce, Miea,url, in Mr. Luf’s
house, Elder Bpencer and Lhe other
missionarier having been io Altendance
at = conterenes uf Lthe Latter.uny
Baints held at Independ.nce. Aboul
the 15th of July the edlior of the NEwS
received Lhe fullowing:

LaMONT, Iowa, July 9, 1804,

Pablishers Descret News,8alt Lake City,

tuh;

Gglr.laman-—lu your issue of July lat,
you have cbosen to publish Elder 8, G.
Mpencer’s report of an inolerview wlth
me at Indepeudence, Mo., March 18th,
1806, . .

The heading 13 misleading, as it im-
lles tbat the gquestions asked by Mr,
pencer were submlitted to me, being

writteu and I replied to them In a simi-

iar way,

No guestions were submitied te me nor.
did I koow thai they were lo writlen
form; nor did I vither write answers, or
have any of the anawera submitied leo
me aiter they were written. Mr. Spen-
cer has misrepresented me in several of
the answers; and as Mr, Spencer wrote
vyou lhat his object insending his version
for publicatlon was that all might “*judge
for themselves,’”’ I rRk you for the same
purpose Lo ‘})ublish my version,

I wrote J. M. Stubbart, ons of our
Elders, lu regard to it, and send a copy
of what I wrote him,

I am in Do senss afraid of the answers
I did make to Mr. Spencer’s questions,as
1 made them, Dorof the logical conse-
quences of them; but, I regret that men
who came Lo e in ostensible kindness,
nud were courteously Lreated, ahoulci
have misrepresented me, even 1o the
slightest. o

Pleaso publlsh this letter snd my ver-
sion of Lhat interview and oblige,

Yours respeotfully,
JOSEPH SMITH.

P. 8 Mr. Sponcer Las taken advan-
tage of what he siated to me waa for per-
sonal information, and published without
my consent,

Agcomparylng thie was the letter
referred to Be sent to Mr, Stabbart, the
firet paragraph of whioh reade:

Yours of the 16th recelved. In reply:
Meusrs. 8. G, Spencer, K. 8. Hart, A, .
Young wud W. I8, Criddle were at
Brotber Joseph LufPs house, and Mr.
Bpencer did the talklng, He asked me
several questions, the form of which I do
not remember. If he had them wrlitten
I did not see them; but he certainly has
not given the answers as I gave them
He had asked me fol an interview, and I
granted it. He brought the others swith
bim at his owD motion, and without eon-
wulting me. I had no thonght he would
misrepresent me. If he had the ques-
tions nombered and set down, I did not
see them: nor were his minutes of what I
sald submitted te me for correction. I
hoped he, nor elther of them, would go
away and o aboul me, o

Theu follows a eerles of gQuestions
and apswerf, Which Mr, Smiin claims
to be hia recoilection of what the gon-
verualion wae. The Jeller closes with
these wordt:

Those men are Dot at liberty to uss, or
misuse an luierview with me, whleh
Mr. Bpencer sald was for their own pri-
valo benefit. Besides thie, the Jolders are

-

not boand by nny absurd nnswer of mine
to bafiling questions conlrary to the
books of the Church. Yours In bonde.

Then is appended the tollowing noti:

The above ia n reply of mine to Brother
J. M. Stubbart, who sent me s copy of a
list 0! questlons seld to have been used
by Elder W. LI, Criddle of Ulah. As I
never saw the writlen questions, nor yet
the apswers whieh they bave given, in
writlng, for examination and indorse-
ment, I am not bound by them either.

The NEws forwarded Mr. Bmith’
letter and accouut of the Interview to
Elder Bpencer, with the request thai
ue preseit thew to the Elders present
on the gocasion of the interview, and
returg tbem with a briel statemeni of
the inots. As the Elders were sepa-
rated In their ifferent felds of labor,
this required some time, The NEws
editor also wrote to Mr., Smlith, In-
tormiug him that beiore the interview
was published it had been veritted hy
this paper; telling him ol the relerence
uf the complaint to Elder Bpencer and
bis asaceinter, aud assuring him that
the NEwS hau no intention of treating
him enner unfairly or harshly, The
tolluwing oawie In reapohse:

LaxoNI, Iowa, July 25th, 1896,

Mr, John Q. Cannou, Sal, Lake Clty,
Uiah:

Deur Sir:—Yours of July 20th at hand,
I do not wish to be too Intrusive, but the
fact that the “‘Interview” published by
you, and which is belng circulated by the
eldersbip under 8. G. Spencer, docs mis-
represent me, I must request Lo be aoL
right,

A proper Verification of that Inlerview,
would have required that Elder Joseph
Luff and myself should have heen per-
mitted Lo see the answers, and the ques-
tions as well, belore it was published.
The staloment that the answers were
written ‘‘in the presence of all,”’ is mis-
leading, B8 it carries the idea that all, in-
cluding Elder Luff and myseit, knew
what was written; which Is not correct,
Hoping fer fair &auling, Iam yours re-
spectiully, JoseEpH SMITH,

Eldgr Bpencer and oomapanions also
forwardea to the NEWS this siatement;

Kaxsas €11y, Mo., July 24, 1898,
To the Editor:

Dear 8ir--Yours ol the 20th at barnd
aDd conlents noted; and . manusoript of
Mr. Joseph Smith, statlug his version of
interview, carefully pernsed.

The accusations aud explanations
miade and endeavored by Mr. Smith are
Indeed very unbecoming his ecclesiastical
olaims. We see 0o reason why he seeks
{o deny the lrue auawers as they bave
already been published. He slatea that
wo had the interview for our ‘‘own pri-
vate benefit.”

Why should he be alraid of the world’s
knowing what he admftted to us in “pri-
vate?*

Since receiving your letter I have
handed my journal, In which the inter-
view 18 written, to Eider Eugene S. Hart,
whe carefolly examined the same as I
read your publication of it in the NEws;
and there is no difference whatsoever
that will chaoge the meaning thereof,
This was read in the presenco of Etders
C. Burton Jr, and W. [°. Bult.

Weare willing under oath to affirm
thal the questions (exceptlng one asked
by Elder Young) were writieu and read
to Elder Hart and othors before going to
Mr., Luffs roasidence; that Mr. Joseph
Smith did know that the answors were
writlen, as Elder Spencer held bis joar-

nal on his knees, his fennlain pen in
hand,and some of the answers were read
to him after they were written; eapeolally
when it was one of which he sesmingly
tried to evade a direct answer,we aaking,
“Is 1hat the answer you wish 1o give?®’
(repeating answer). We distinetly re-
moember Lthe answer a3 to whether it was
possible that Lthe voloe was of a seducing
apirit, olo,, being one among these that
were read to bhim. -

We doclare in words of soberness,
knowing full well that no *1liar” shall
inherit the kingdom of Ged, that the
answers are complete to the yuestions
asked In said Interview, entirely iree
from any misleading feature.

And, no matter how Mr. Smith may
soramble together fragments of rem-
Iniscences of the interview, he cannot
succeed In denying the answers he gave
us on that occasion, and we fall to see
why he should attempt it. The same
afternoon of the interview, the guestiona
and apswera were read at lthe misston
office, Kansas City, Mo., to other Elders,
in the presBnce of those who Witnessed
the interview,

(Signed) SAMUEL G. SPENOER,
EvugENE 8. HART,
ARCHIBALD G. YoUNG,,
W. E. CRIDDLE.

We might leave the maitter here,
contsnt to let every fairminded dis-
c:imipating person judge a8 to the
peinte at jesue In Lhe conlroversy; but
Mr. Smith seems to press tor more and
we will aud a few words by way of
review and comment, YWhen the In-
terview was firat oflered to the NEws
f-r publleation, it was rent, Dot by
Elder Bpeocer, vut by one of the other
signere o the last document given.
Kpowing that Mr. SBmith, who has
many estimable qualities and for whom
we have a high regard, especiaily be-
cauee of his (amlly asscolatione, an
well B8 for other reéasons,
hed apn nofortunate pencbant for
juggling and twisting words and
tacte, after the fashion of some luw.
yeore, we asked a verifloation of the
interview, receiving the fotler signed
by Elder Bpencer, which recited how
the questions were formulated and the
answers (Bken down, aud contained aun
Identical report of the Interview,
taken from Jfilder Bpencer’s journal.
This we publlehed in the NEWS of
July 1st,

Now as te Mr. Bmlth’s accusation
against the NEws, o his first letter;
for the NEWs put the heading to the
srticlee. Hosays the beading ia mis-
lendlng, a8 il implied thut the Questions
were submitled tc him in writing, aud
replled to by bim in similar way. The
heading reade: “Interview with
Joseph SBmith. Questiona submitied
to and apswered py hbiw.?’ Tbere {s
bot the shadow of an intlmatlon that
either questione or answers were write
ten or were not, Bo wbether they
were or were not written, Mr, Bmita’s
accusalion thst the heading is mis-
leading is untrue; it buing an illustra.
tion of the wotv jugglery and Jistors
lon to which w. have referred.

In hisletter ¢ the NEWS Mr. Bmith
BRYED

Noquestions were submitted to me.

Lo bis letter lo Mr. Btubbart he eays ,
of the iuti E¥iew with Mr. B encer:

He askcd mo several questiona, the
form ¢l whioh I do not renember.

Now tbe fact whether or ngt ques.
tione are enbmitted has po dependence
whatever upen the other fact as to



