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NEITHER “ORDERED”
“COUNSELED.”

On Saturday we replied to the
statement of the ““Liberal*’candidate
tot the office of Delegate toCougress,
that ‘*the chiefs of the Church hold
it a divioe rigat to order the rank
and file to vote as they decreed,””
aml that this is the reason why he
advocates the disfranchisement ot
every member of the ‘‘Mormon?
Chureh. In ourreply was the fol-
lowing paragraph:

There is not a member of the
Church who can truthfuliy say he
hag been ordered to vote for auy
candidate for office, There is not
a delegate te any of the conventivns
recently held for municipal, county
or Llerritorial politice who ecan
truthfuily say that he bas been
ordered to nominate or oppos: any
petson, or to support or rejeci any
ticket or policy. We repest what
we have stated agaio aud again,
that every member of the ‘‘Mor-
mon?? Church i3 free, in theory and
in practice, to vote as he chooses
without corapulsion of any kind or
nature. His ereed accords him this
liberty, hls leadess do not interfere
with is.”?

This paragraph is guoted in the
“Liberal” organ, followed by &
numiber of epithets and pet naumes
such as that paper usually utters
against an opponent in the place of
argument; and the sweel-faced
cherub apl noted Iogician who
penned them added these remarks:

“0Of course [t will be poticed how
he plays on the word ‘ordered.” Sup-
pose the word ‘counseled’ were to be
changed for ‘ordered.’ and then sup-
pose that we all know that the one
nieans to asaint the same asthe other,
although they are two different words;
und suppose we reflect on what the
rale has been from the first, which
has never been Lroken in forty years;
which has caused every Mormon in
good standing to vote whatever ticket
wans _dictated to him by his chiefs;
whigh has cansed more than cne of
theu to give as an excuse for voling
for anworthy men, “I bad to do it,”
ato.

Well, the word *‘‘ordered”?
what we had to reply to.

NOR

wus
If we

had substituted some other word,
that would have been after the
mendacious fashion of the Tribune
writer, who, when cornered in a
dispute, invariably changes the lan-
guage of his adversary, and pro-
ceeds to comment upon it and pour
ot the stream of biflingsgate which
be mistalkes for reasoning.

A divine right to order the rank
and file to vote as they decreed.”

That is what was charged that the
chiefs of theChurch hold,and which
every “Mormon®’ has to obey. This
we denied in fofo, and we deny it
now. Substitute the word ‘‘coumn-
seled,”” then for ‘‘ordered,” if you
please, and while we deny that the
words mean the same to the “Mor-
mons?? or to anybody else who un-
derstands English, we deny
that favery Meormon io
good standing has fo vote what-
ever ticket ig dictated to him by his
chief,”>? We say that the chiefs of
the “Mormon’’ Church do not
formulate political tickets, or tell
“the rank and file” or anybody else
that they must vote for thera. Buch
tickets are framed in regular con-
ventions and nobody is under obli-
gation or compulsion to vote for
them.

Tt is mof true that “Mormons®’
have had to give as an excuse for
voting for nnworthy men, “I had to
do it.”? A short tinme ago the same
charge was made by the same
scribe, and we called for names.
The reply came that the father of
5, W. Bears gaid so,in excuse for vot-
ing for a cerfain candldate in the
convention at which he vas nomi-
pated. Mr. Bears, the father of 8.
W. Bears, when asked about this by
the present writer, stated positively
be had never gaid amything of the
kind, he bad never any occasion to
say it, and he was not a member of
the convention referred to.

The point in dispute is this: A
demand is made that the chiefs of
the Ohnreh shall give up a claim
thatthey do no not nake, and that
the members of the Chureh shall
cease submitting to dictates that are
onot promulged. and to a coercive
influenre that is not exercised. And
the truth is, that those who make
the demand either do not know any-
thing about either the theory or
practice of ‘“Mormonism,” or they
are working in the usual “*Liberal??
way to deceive the public, and they
know all the time they make these
demands that they are uttering
the very baldest kind of mendacious
ooheense.

Dredge a little flour over the top
ot cake to keep the icing from run-
ning.
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THE “LIBERAL” LOGICAN AT IT
AGAIN.

THE hright logician (?) of the
“Liberal>> organ spread himselr
over three guarters of a colammp on
Sunday to pruve that the People’s
Party Coovention knew nothing of
polltics. This he attempted to es-
tablish by quoting from the first
paragraph of the platform. As he
only quoted it in part, we will here
repeat the whole:

“The Constitution of the Uniteg
States is a divinely inspired instrp-
ment, ordained and established for
the protection of life and property ang
to seenre to every individual the most
complete freedom compatible with the
weneral welfare.

The first part of this paragraph he
settles by saying:

fThe Conatitution was no mors in-
spired than Hamlet,” ete.

That is, it was not finspired be.
cause he says it was not inapired.
Of course that is the end of contrg-
versy. But how does he know that
“Hamlet?? was not inspired? How-
ever, his opinion on thie question is
immaterial.

He goes on to belittle that splen.
did instrument, which has been
eulogized us the “‘bulwark of free-
dom?’and the “palladium of human
rights,” by the foremest writers any
speakers of the age, and says:

S Noither was it designed to protect
uny one’s lifo and liberty .””

A nd how does he attermpt to estah.
lish this? By the following lan-
guage, which actually proves the
very peint he tries to disprove:

“What there is In it abont rights to
life and liberty was put in to barihe
new power from trampling upon
rights to life and liberty alieady ex-
istent.”’

What need is there of furthep
argument? That is just what the
paragraph in question states. The
Counstitution protects life, property
and liherty. Qr il he pleases to pug
itso, It i a “bar’’ to any “power
from trampling upon rights to life
and liberty.”

But he says these rights were
“not derived from the Constitu-
tion.”? Who said they were? The
platform says the Coostitntion was
established for their ‘‘protection,’?
not for their *“‘creation.”” But this
is his everyday lionesty and hig
peculiar logic. He substitutes other
words and other thoughts for those
of his opponents and then blazes
away al them 1n rockless style, as
though he had scarcely recovered
from a fuddle, and commonly suc-
ceeds in refuting his own assertions.
When he Is nof foul and abusive he
is vastly amusiog and, thoroughly
absurd.




