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“IHE THATCHER CASE.”

Anp article sppesre in the Logsnp
Jourual of Toeeday, August 16, wpon
#The Thelcher Csare,’” which I& so
mlsleadivg and which sp compielely

obicores apd misrepresente the issues
that were raieed In the Liial of Lhat
cape thot we feel it lobe R duly to eet
the public right opon the polote ip-

volved. The Juorpnal saye that the
trial *'bas  removed all Jdount
a8 to wWbrm the rule of dlsci-
pline applies, * # In one

sente Lbe trial resulted in 8 vindlea-
tlon of Mures Toatcher, He has
ajways occupled the erooud that be
Jvoee lodey, an0d would have unhesiial.
ingly elgned the mabpjfeelo befure {te
goperal preseplation had 1ita scope
been defiped ss It wae during hbie
trinl.”?

We gall altention e tbe foregoing
etatemenl, not with any wish
to revive conlreversy or to
add homillation er cepeurn; but he.
canee by il the resulls o! Lbe Lrial are
feirifiea, ang Brother Moses Thalcher
bimeell }» doue & great i1 fustice,

Is it true that 1o ary sense the trlal
repulted in hie vindicallor? The im-
portapes of this paint wili he evident,
and the re must be no mistuke showot ir,
Bome meinbere of the Chorcb, gather.
ipg their views fromn statementa al-
leged to bave heen made by Brotber
Toatcher bhimeelt apd other slste.
menis made by his so.cailed Irlende,
beve heen Jed lo helieve that he might
not bave been altogether wropg }o Lhe
aititnde which he had esesumed, To
corrett lhis mlennderstanding aod tn
prevent the furlher spresd of ean jm-
pression wholly wrong, it ta of the
bigbest importance to every member
of toe Church that ibe 1Lroth
ebenld be Enown coocerning the re-

eult in Ihe case. Repeatiog, lhere-
fore, the que-tion, Is 1L true Lha
In one pepse *‘the 1risl resulted v

the vipdication of Moeres Thalcher®?
we lurno to the proceedivgs of the Hignp
Coupell, and foren apswer quole the
opening worde of the Blake Presi-
dency’s decleiop.

“Weu therefore decide Lhat [he
cbarges  apgainet  Brother Mose:
Thutoher have heen sustained,??

This vecision wae Dol obly
sigped end promuolgated by the
Biake Presidency, but it was ua.
sDimonely eostelped and endorsed

by tbe entire Hivh Councll. Furl er-
more It wae by Brolher Thatoher bim-
pelf endorsed and accepied In ful
witbout qualifioalioo or mental reser.
vallon. Apd, speskieg ip hie own be-
ball belore Lhe pase wae ¢ OBed, be ex-
preeeed the feeling that no bomlillst on
would be too greai for bim to do the
right tbiop; withb s cootrite spliil he
wes willlpg to leuve the extepl of his
wrong dolug in tbe Qouneli?+ banus;
be had beo»me convinced that there
wap 00 co: tiict 1o tbe position teken
by ibe pieelding wsothorities now
in the atdress on Church discipline
apd their former positlon, avmilling
that he bed been decelved and in the
dark; sato why be hed not been able
Lo see thie belore, his only enswer, he
isld, was thal men were 8 melimes

ltoo bliod to see, too deaf to hear, and
their hearte 100 hard to receive; he
expressed thanke for the opportunily
of exhibiting his bumility, plead for
vle lellowsbip aud was wililog to meke
auy restilution the Coubpcil mighi
name for auy lotentional or umintlen-
llonal r flegtions upit b the Church au-
tborities.

Surely jt would be bard to coneeive
ol 8 more difficult ser1es of facts out o
which te conelract & vindiesiion; and
no one who is 5 iroe triend of Brother
{hatoher .ught to do bim sv moch
wWIopg heresiter astomekuvipneallempt.

Now me to the Jourpal’s sla‘ement
thut “the tris] hes removed all voub
a8 [0 whuDa LDe rale of discipline ap-
pliee,” and that Brotber Thulcher
“would hLave ubnhesilsliogly stgosu
the munifesto before its genersl pre-
rentsatiop, bad its Bcope besn defined
an ji wan yuring bis trial;?® 1o nelther
the publisbhed finuinge or degielon o
tbe Higb Couuecll, our in the olber
records of the proceedinee, is there the
feapt warranl fur the impression tha:
that hody attempled nuy lDlerpreis-
1o of the Declarallon of Principles
olher than 1bal borpe upop its own
tsce. It has pever needss apy Iie
lerpretatios —there 13 nolbing bidden
or amblyoous o It wordiog or mean-
1ug. But even if it bad heen obegur ,
it wounld cerlanlnly be » novel snd ut-
warrapted procesding for » Biake
Higti Council to bsve assumed to fur-
oish an interpretution and defioitiow
of the soupe of & document of thwg
charsuter, 1s0ed by the First Presi.
dency end toe ‘Twelve A pustles, and
sigped aleo by all the general suthor-
itses of the Chureh. As abuve stated,

no such attempt wus made—the
Declerstion of Prinelples slapds
tuday 88 it -bes stood ali

the time, nquarely ard plainly ob
ite meriti—not needing loday any
more tben at any time io the past
any privale or stralnéd or techpical
explanation or Interpretation whalsp.
ever.

Butsfier all, the maln polnt at lesue
e entirely overlooked by the Jonrnal
sRd perhapa by otbers, Uodue prom.
inence i asslgned to the part Brother
‘Thalehe:®s refnesl to stgn the Declara-
tlen of Principles ber had In Lhe
oat® apd io  all his aifficulliae
wi b bis brethren. It Is due 1o the
Latier-day 8alots to Jet them kpow
Lhat this wae merely one inecideot and
by no means the Ilmportant one. It
cume ip for cout siderstion im the
evivence. Nobody whbo 18 fsmilllar
with the elluatlon and Lhe feelluge
that bave prevailed aurlng some years
patt=—no one with ordloary knowledge
it past eveols—cap hide frim himselr
lhe fact ibal tbere hee hren miecon-
ception, misunderelanding and agspi.

cion in relation to the Uhutrob ana
the ‘“attitnde of its leading au.
thoritiee, They have been placed

ip a false light, lhelr mollves have
been Impugued, their saylpgs and du-
'nga placarded and ploked al and
bandied abou$, their mosl innocent
inleotionr apd plterapces heiug dle-
torted into worretbing very sinisier.
How much the remarke snd coures of
Brother Thatcber have conltributed

to tbis ' cenditien wo need not

him smobpg othere long beiore the
iesnapce of wliat e telmed the Declar-
aticn of Priociplee. The F.rot Presi-
Jepoy andthe Twelve A postles felt
that they were holog out in 5 false
Iight before the Church and the world
by the sielemenis which were made
co' cerning their ollerances and their
wgtior. They lelt thul they were be-
iog wronge!, aud that prejudices were
being usroused sealpst tuem with .ut
cause, through misrepresentation and
the placioz of them in & [slie

sttitode, They were deeply grieved
at  thie. It beceme w gyatter
ot serlous importance (o them, esa-.
peclally comlig !rum Lhe sgpurces

woich this did. Then it wag that the
Deciaretl n of Priociples was pre-
pared, Il was & sDDeequent develop-
went, and ls comparatively of regent
-ate, Il was sinoerely hoped that thls
Deciarstion, co.lainlog a gorregt des-
cription ol Lhe pouitiun occupied by
the suthorities of the Churonh, would
be acoepled by tboee who had cons
tribuled Lo thete false impressiope as
su easy way of coirectlng them. In
ull gbarily it was felt that In this essy
mauper could the wrong that had heen
d.ne bhe made right witbouy reqoiring
sny bumlilistivg conlession or
aginpwled ment on thelr part ae to
their pust courze. The preparation of
the Decaration of Prinolples was
prompted by the moss earnest
degire 1o eave from Lhe consequences
of toeir own mi-doings all wpp had
nien gulity ol LDeee wrong statemeols
anu erguments, It wes not iptended
(o enspare apybhod¥, or g ¢Ruse
tlie sigpers to stullity thempelves, or
to place thew In & false |lyni; bul to
save them from Lbe coneequences of
their owo conduct, by givipy an essy
oppurinoity (o set thempge]ves right,
How uojust and mielesding, tperelore,
tv bolst 1t inlo prominence as the Acrss
od rreatest 8aod ooly stumbling
bluck! Ae mn maller of fagt ir there
aad besd nolthing maere thap the slgn.
Ing of that Dsolaratiou, it ju pot at all
probable that tbere wonid have been
any trial al all there are po doubt
meapy whu have never signed or voted
for tuat document yet who heve pever
been hfought 1010 Questiop as 1o thelr
tollowebip. The mostihal has besn done
10 such Cused is DAt Men ju responsi-
tie pogltions o ibhe Uburch who could
not feel to accepl the ryle of the
Church have been relteved of those
pesitione, )

Thie s ibe greal point whigh we feel
that (be Lstter-day Balnts should
plainly uodersiand, and upon wbioh
it 1s bardly poeeivie to lay too much
emphasis. The relui:l o sign wae
vut em incident of the evidence and
nut Lpe main 1ssue &t all; Lhe trial was
veld for otner ceauees apg conduel;
\be charges Wwere “apoatasy and voe
Chbristiaplike conduct ss exbibited in
public epeeches, privale cop versatione,
in interviews through newespapers, and
lu other wWaye;’’ those oharges were
sustainel by ibe decielop, apd that
degislon wue hy Brotber Thelober ac-
oopted 1o foll and ‘twlthout guali.

fAeetion or meontal leservalion,*’
I'he retults oannot, without In-
jury alike (0 Brother ‘Fnatcher
wpnd [he membenrs ol the

Church generslly, be esllowed to he
ohecure] or velittied by pionlog ail to



