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chief corner is laid by the highest
authorities of the Church present;
and if it be the First Presidency or
Twelve Apo:tles, they dictate who
of the other authorities present,
shall lay the other corner-stones; but
if neither of these are present, then
the Stake presidency lay the prin-
cipal corner (3. E.) and other an-
thorities of the Mclchisedek Priest-
hood the northeast, while the bish-
ops lay the southwest, and their
assistants of the Lesser Priesthood
the north west, in the order from
east to west and as above stated.

After the first or southeast cor-
ner stone is laid, if the First Presi-
dency or Twelve is present, they !
dictate who lay the others. Bat if
these two querams are absent, then
the Presidency of the Stakes have |
no discretion; the stones must be
laid according to the rule laid
down, namely, the Melchisedek
Priesthood meust lay the corner
stones on the east side of the Tem-
ple, and the Lesser Priesthood
those on the west side, as these
officers are local.

JOoHN TAYLOR,

[n hehalf of the Twelve Apostles, |

EDITORIALS.|

THE ORDER OF LAYING TEM-
PLE OORNER STONES.

A FEw general remarks on the
principle governing the order to be
observed in building Temples are |
offered at the present time, that
the officers and members of the
Church generally may learn correct |
doctrine, and not be misled by any
apparent difference which appears
in the order observed in laying the
corner stonce of different temples
at different times,

For example: 1t will be seen by
reference te the miputes of the
general conference, held in Salt
Lake City, April 6th, 1853, (pub~
lished in the DESERET NEWS, at
the time, and in the Millennial
Star of July 16th and 23rd, of that
year,) that the order observed in
forming the procession and in lay-
ing the corner stones of the Temple
in Balt Lake City, as dictated by
President Brigham Young, was as
follows, viz:

First, after the bands, choir,

guards, efc., came the First Presi-
dency of the Church, who Jaid

the  South East corner stone,
assisted by the aged Patriarch John
Mmith; and next in order was the
Bouth West corper,which stoue was
laid by Presiding Bishop Edward
Hunter, his Couunsel and the vari-
ous presidencies of the Lesser
Priesthood and their associates;
after which the third or North West |
eorner stone was Jaid by John
Young, president of the High
Priests’ Quorum, with his counsel
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“BIGAMY AND PCLYGAMY.”

WE have received irom New York
& pamphblet entitled “Bigamy and
Polygamy,” which is a review of
t the Opinion of the Bapreme Court
of the United States in the Rey-
nolds case, written by “an old law- |
yer” of that ciity. It is a most able
| document, and gives evidence of

aud the President of the Stake,|STeat erudition as well as a keen
With the High Cuuncilyand lastly, | iutellect and exteusive legal expe- |
the fourth or North Kast corner was [ rience. We do not know who the |
lald by the Twelve Apostles, asslst- | ythor §5, but judge from this work

tea and of the Biders’ Quorsm, | Ukt he 1s no ordinary aitoruey, but|

But the acconnt given in the His-| & constitutional lawyer of admir-
tory of Joceph Bmith, (Millennial|able literary talent. |
Star, vol. 18, page 470) of the order| mhe first point consldered by

observed in laying the corners of the writer, affer stating the case

| the law of the

the Nauvoo Temple is as fellows,
and gquoting the anti-polygamy

viz:
_ t
“The Architect then, by the di- |a0tof 1863, Is the power of Congress

rection of the First Presidency
that all the autbority which that
lowered the flret (8. E. corner) stone. body may lawfully exercise over

;onf;:h gimu‘nn;dﬁg.:itiidmgg the Territories is conferred by the

as follows:—*This principal corner ciause in the Coanstitution which
stone, in representation of the First | 885 &:
residency, is now daly laid in| ‘‘The Congressshall have power
onor of the Great God; and may it | to dispose of and make all needful
there remain unti] the whole fabric | rules and regulations respecting the
is completed; and may the same be | territory or other property belong-
accomplished speedily, that the|lng to the United States,’””

Baints may have a place to worship He goes on to prove that this ap-

God, and the Son of Man have bi -
where to lay his head.’ Next the Eﬁ?ﬁ;‘;ﬁ; persons but to property,

Bouth West cornerstone, by the di-
1 L. ‘‘The inhabitants of Utab, of

rection of the President of the High
Priesthood with the Couancil and | Wyoming or of Arizona, are not
President Marks (of the Nauvoo |the territory of the United States;

which it is founded; and they in-

lent}ad to confer no such author-
ity.”

After showing that there is no
basis for the presumption that the
inbabitants of the Territories are
lessa competent to comprebend or
make provision for their own civil,
soclal or domestic needs than the

inbabitants of the Btates, he says: |

“If isof no importance whether
or not this question of constitution-
ality was raised by the counsel for
the plaiotiff in error. In a tribu-
nal of last resort, in cases wherein

| action is predicated up n a statute

the constitutional question is never
absent.”’

He dwells on the importance of
this matter,which the Court should
not have disposed of by ‘“‘a naked
dogma without show of reason or
of precedent,”” and reasons that:

“When a constitutional elause
which contemplates ouwly publie
property is held competent to sus-
tain a statute which contemplates
only private persons, there is a
chasm to be bridged,for the accom-
plishment of » hich enterprise, no
amount of constructive inganulty‘
¢can be more than sufficieant.”

He further contenus that the case
before the Cour: was a question of
morals; ““that of the rigaot of a sys
tem of social and dowmestic order,
establishbed by the consent of its
factors, aud in harmonious exist
ence, to e¢ontinue unsubverted by
exterior force though clothed with
a color of authority.”” He reasons
at lepgth upon the various stan-
dards ot morals of differeat author
ities, shows that tbe ultimate rule
of the moral is the actual, and ar-
gues that government has no 1ighy
iul power to enact statutes regula-
tive of the persoual relations of the
people of the Territories, in any
other way or to any other exten!

| than they would legislate for them-

selves. - That special customs on
malters of human intercourse have
always been respected by courts as
region in which they
obtain, The custom of plural mar-
riages had its beginning with the
birth of the cuvmmunity within
which it prevails. It is the funda-
mental law of that community,and
a8 such is entitled to be judicially
regarded. -

The importance of this guestion
upon the fature of, thousands of
men, women and children is then
considered, with the knowledge of
the Court of the fact that the de
fendant represented a community,
The next point is the essential dif-
ference between tbe crime of biga-
my and the “*Mormon” practice of
poiygamy, which is handled in a
masterly and convincing manner,
and it is shown that the Act of 62,
which declares that ‘““every person
having a husband or wife living
who marries another, whether mar-
ried or single, in a Territory, ete.,
is gullty of bigamy, in view of the
difference between bigamy and
polygamy, carries a falsehood on
its face, as does the statement of

Stake,) was lowered to its place they are in Lo sense private proper- | the Court that ““there never has

ty. They are human beings, enti-
tled according to the principles up-
on which alone it is affirmed right-
fal government can be founded to
life,liberty and the pursuitof happi-

The th ira(N, W. corner) was laid
under the superintendency of the
High Council of the Stake; and the
fourth (N. E. corner) by the

Bishopse.”
in th
This is supplemented with the|ryje: Ili']ra:d?:-i;:l in I;a:;j;;uugf Sehiats
following explanations or items of]ever is not inconsistent with equal
lnstruction by the Prophet Joseph: | freedom in every other.
“The statute in question has no-
hood were carried out in the build- prietary rights of the United States
ing of temples, the first atone will :

unless upon the presumption that |
be Jaid at the south-east coruer by fthe people of the Territories are the
the First Presidency of the Chureh. | ohattels of the nation, that they

The south-west corner should be atand to the government in the re-

laid next. The third or north-west lation of serfs, having no rights

corner nexi; and the fourth or{which it is under either legal or
north-east corner, the last. The| . .4 obligations to consider, or as
First Presidency should lay the lapprentices whose personsliiies are
south-east corner stone, and dictate merged in and absorbed by the body
who are the proper persons to lay politic to whict belongs the unsoid
the other corner stones. If a tem- residee of the Jand in the region

ple is built at a distance, and the
First Presidency are not present, ;ﬁgg;ﬁﬁ:ﬂ It is a very viclent

then the Quorum of the Twelv
Apostles are the persons to dictate| He says further that when the
the order for that temiple; and in | framers of the Constitution wrote
the absence of the Twelve Apostles, | the clause in question:

then the presidency of the Btake| ¢They did not mean ‘the Con-
will lay the south. east corner stone, | gress ehall have power to prescribe
the Melchisedeck Priesthood laying | the socisl order of the people of the
the corner stones on the east s'de of | Territories, and regulateé their do.
the Temple, and the Lesser Priest- | mestic relations and to enforee the |
hood those on the west gide,” same by appropriate penalties.?

The feregoing examples and in- | They lﬁﬁiﬂ“ﬁ &f th!é&:?ltetamen thl:t the

pres¥nt day do no at no suthor-

ntrunti::-nn clearly indicate two ity placed in the lhﬂndu of & body

things:— liabte to be influenced by popular
First, that the erder of laying

bigotries, and swayed by transient
corner stones is frog the east to the | fanaticiams could be more perilous,
west, beginning 4

been a time in any BState of the
Union where po'ygamy has not
been an offence, cognizable by the
civil courts, ete,

Marriage is then viewed as a con-
tract. A fundamental civil maxim
forbids gu]arnmant. to> do ought to
impair thewbligatious of contracts.
T'his includes the denial to legisla-
tures of authority to do ought to
diminicsh the free agency of the

| citizen in contracting,

““To the operation of this prinei-
ple, there can be no valid reason
why a marrisge contract untainted

| by fraud and entered into in con-

formity with the custom of the
commuunity wherein it is executed,
should be held to constitute an ex-
ception. Ifsuch contractis, inany

| sense the basis of a sacred obliga-

tion, 8o much the more reason wby,
especially after it has been consum-
mated by cohabitation, secular
hands should not be laid upon it to
work its outlawry and dissolution,”

The writer next shows fhe sacred
duty of courts to protect the help-
less against the mschinationsof the
malignant, aud pictureathe effects
of an enforcement of the law. “The
fact that a rule works oppression, 18
proof that it is wrong.” He ex-
poses the fallacies of the reasoning
of the Court in relation to the pow-
«I8 of civil government, and says:

““While in one sentence it gives
the information that gociety is
founded upon marriage, and in the
oext that government is found-
¢d upon society, in the very
next it conveys the astounding

the southeast]©r Mmore apt to be hastily and un-|
corner:

justly exercised, than the authority
_ to dig beneath the civil state, and
Second, that the principal or

‘tamper with the social basis upon |

intelligence that it i3 within
the legitimate power of government

to take jurisdiction of the fabrie of
society aud to appoint the relations
in which its factors are to stand to
each other,”” % ¥  ¢gocjety
creates government; government,
by way of returning the favor turns
round and creates soclety, It does
even more than this, it divea to the

very bottem of things and ordains

the relations upon which gociety
rests for its foundsation. * *
This is communism.”

We have not space te remark up-
on the whole pamwphlet. It is full
of thought vigoiously expres-ed,
aud in addition to reviewing the so-
cial and religious aspects of the
case, proves the violation of estab-
lished principles in the exclusion of
Jurors in the trial,on the polygamy
test, and consequently the error of
the Court in 1ts ruling on this
point. The work eoncludes with
the following pungent paragraph;

“Bat it was, in fact, Mormonism
and its domestic relations that were.
on trial} and when the Act of 1862
was passed,the judgment agaiuss
them was forevordained. The equiv-
ocation embodied in the statute has
borne throughout its appropriate
fruits, in sophistications of the law,
in violation of the rules of jurispru-
dence, in the abandooment of fixed
maximws and precedents, in the pri-
vation of the defendant of legiti-
mesns of defense, and in the arbi-
trary and tyrannical disparagement
of the whole of a numerous and
loyal population. The court has
done its work—all the courts have
performed tbeir respective parts in
the programme, accordingly as the
8a:;oe were appointed; butthey bave
uot done justice, They have won a
round of applause of a number of
fanatical men and silly women,
whose fapaticism and silliness, 8o
far as lies in their power, they have
made the law of the laud.” But
tbhey bave done that against which
every spark of true manhood w1l
protest; a deed disgraceful to them-
selves, tocivilization and humani-

ty.”?
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“MORMONS” IN ARIZONA.

ARIZONA papers are not in har-
mony on the question of ‘**Mor-
mon” eolonization in that Nerri-
tory. The Enterprise is opposed to
it, the Miner in favor of it. The

former is bitter and unreasening,

the latter kind and ratienal. The
reason of this difference is that the
Enterprise has been influenced by
“common fame,”” while the Miner
bas sought for infurmation from
authentic sources. The first paper
echoing the sentiments of our ene-
mies, without investigating the
matter itself, eays, in its issue of
the 6th ult:

““A ret of fanatics, who praectice
what is most abhorrent te civiliza-
tion—polygamy—have settled on
the Little Colorado River, by far
the most extensive and fertile sec-
tion of Arizona, und are gradually
spreading themselves over other
parts of the Territory. We bhope
before many months have
to see these. superstitious bigots
driven from our Territory, anad an
industrious, reasonable, law abid-
ing people settled on the lands
they now occupy. The Mormons
should be compelled to go. We
don’t want them in Arizona.”

The other, after making the ac-
quantance of two representative
“*Mormons”’—Brother Lake, of
Sunset, and Brother Bavage, of
Brigham City, two of the settle-
ments made by our people in Arizo-
na, speaks very favorably of the
interview, and announces on the
10th ult. a meeting to be held in
the evening at the Marina Sireet,
Prescott, Church, at which these
two gentlemen would speak, and
advises the people to go and hear
for themselves. On the 1:th ult.
the Min:r gives a synopsis of the
addreesses delivered on the previous
evening, from which we extract
the following:

“The addresses of these gentle-
men were well delivered, and cer-
tainly of a character which embo-
died truth and to which the most
crafty sectarian c¢ould not take
umbrage, but would be compelled
to acknowledge as just about right.
Bishop Lake, in his easy and rapid
way, told us of his experience as a
member of the Latter-day Saints,
how he came into the Valley of the
West—the Great Salt Lake—many
years ago, helped to dig the first
irrigating canale, plant the first
seeds, erect the first cabins, and had

prejudice
E

lived through vyears with his
““brethren in the cause,” puttln",
with privations and hardshipe, 4
was proud to see that land whig
was once a barren desert, reclaime
built up with fine edifices, and p
vided with fine schools, churek,
manufactories, and the earth my
toproduce the cereals of the county
the fruit of the tropics and blosy
with the lily and .the rose; a
this had been accomplished
adopting a co-operstive system.
had come to Arizopa with a ag
ber of his Fﬁop]ﬂ and settled iny
most sterile parts, where other g
lonists frem the old State of Mas
chusetts bad located and abande
ed en sccount of its worthlessnes
He told the audience of the suces
and progress that his people h
made ou the Little Colorade; thy
they bad come herein a friendly
spirit to help develop the resourcs

of this Territory; how his peopl
were putting up gristand saw

starting in to build & tannery gy
woolen mill; cultivate the soilq

care for the herds of hurﬂ:ll"i

cowe; to live within their mey
and try and do what was right
ust., % '
J ““He explained how the M
people succeeded in their nnde
ings, and gave as a reason that
work in union under the Un
Order. They have adopted i
hotel style of living, all sittiy
down to one table; that while soms
of their people were cultivating the
soll, others were attending their
dairies, saw mills, ete. Noidleness
is indulged; intoxicating drinks and
gambling is something not i
nized by the teachers of their
“The speaking ef both of thes
teachers of the doctrine of Mormon.
lsm embodied all that was good,
Cheir views are liberal, no bigotsy
enters their faith, and their gmr
and noble motto h—‘%ﬁunqm
as you would that others should do
unto you.””” 0

The difference in the up\ﬂk.&ﬁ:

two papers is marked and dﬁ
The geutlemanly and liberal

of the Miner shows up in

contrast to the bigotedand b
style of the Enterprise. We are gn
fied to know that the former rep
seuls in this case the sentimentsol
the most influentisl men of Ariz
Ba, who recognize the indu
thrift, order and enterprise of
“Mormon® ecolonists and see in
their presence and labors the surm
promise of develepment and wealth

We would .emind the

that the public domain in Anzons
is open for settlement and improve.
ment to the™ “Mormon” equally
with the Catholic, the Me: hodisor
the infidel. All are equal in Wi
respect before the law., And aw
that - ““driving” Eeuple from the
lands they bhave honestly acguired
and ““compeliliog them to leave the
Territory,” is not an 'American,
tay nothing of a Christian or elvi
lized method of exhibiting objec
tions to the faith of any person or
community, Neither 1do w
think it likely to  succeed o
that the advocates of such a fan

atical and bigoted polidy will gl

much respect  or make mu
capital by their lawless suge
tiona. - 2

The “Mormon” settlers on the
soil of our southern neighbor st
Just the kind 'of human :
ueeded there for the building up of
the country. It will be found sub-
stantial, permanent and valuable,
and on closer acquaintance to beat
none of the disagreeable and ob-
noxious features which rumor and
have attached to it. The

should take a leaf outof
the book of the Mirner, and learn
the facts before indulging in fury,
and strive to maintain tha-rlghtsJ
citizens rather than to counsel vio
lence and mobocracy, The right
way is the best, and the way of 1he
Enterprise is certainly wrong and

———— A —
ONE OF “THE SIGNS.”

.

IT is sometimes denied in the pub-
lic prints of this country that the
Jews are making any movement of
importance towards the re-occups
tion of their ancient inheritanee
But there are socleties in active
though quiet operation in Europe
with the object of aiding indigent

Jews in moving to Jerusalem, and
the work of the gathering is gain-
ing ground. A French newspapél
says: |
- “Judging by reports which &
ar telerably well confirmed, th
ews are little by little retaking



