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ieeteg I1 ONLY ONE WAY
trwsube 9sabjoined characteristic par-

riaaigmigllails taken from the sanban franwodst

rlthee edmunds bill ibave as an
a eslonebionslonsion of opinion is a nullity

s it cannot be enforced in
lraeraa way usas to accomplish its pur

hurehere Isia only one way in
eh the mormon oligarchy can be

yed and that is by prohibit10 reigneign immigration to utah
vingag all professing cormonsmormons of
lightshta nominating by the fed

governmentvern ment all judicial and
leersleera0 in the Territerniterritorytorys comcorm
g the attendance of all children

ab llelie0o schools using the textbooks
ell11 raleral ueuse in the enlightened

in this way alone can the
mo a blight be eradicated thein
d y Is a desperate one but the
soetoee needs hercioheroic treatment

hahhatat Isia the only one way in
fisfir the mormon oligarchy cancau be

admitting the existence
inchidehich a thing it is likely to live for
i fesleesi many years the remedies
posed would be a thousand times

praetore forton the country than tthehe alleg
eigeelgediseatididise ae they might do some

tlinghaaa veryvevery little in tiletiie direction
bbutt t they would be more de

nativeetive of our national institutions
im of mormonism 1
itt isia evident that the writer of the

graph in the JWpost like a great
anynny other persons who touch on
ie0 Mormonmormon question is not pro
irlyitlyI1 posted to begin with there is
i such thing as a mormon
ig archy 11 tae territory of utah
officered by united states officials
pointed from the seatheat of the fed

itai government the localbocal officials
hibhie elected by popular vote there
ih toso oligarchy about it there Is
somethingtom ething moremere extreme than an
oltolgdiarchyireby in utah but it is not

kemonfemon in any bensesense the gov
ennionf the territory isia appointed
witz the peoplepeoplesrs conconsentrentscents andana

behbeb power to annul all that the
representatives enact bbyy

aplyPI1 withholding lishka siguatule tto0
we that they may vassvasa thatwhat is
oldodeoneanianman powerpowen it is established
federal authority not by detmormor

ronion influence it isia the most ex
fymeme form of despotism outsoutridelieilelle of
i absolute monarchy on thehe face of
a earthe butbui it Is not an eligarsyYv
it the po refers to the mor-

monon church in its remarks about
W oligarchy it is equally in themowVOW all things in the church

leie according to its discipline
iveve nants and commandments
uuietaie by common concOuPentbent its
loers aresubmitted twice a year to

vote of thathe bodybodyk alallail members
t and female having an equal
faS theretb ere is no aristocracy in it
IS sirethre no inherited offices in it

Alob are no family claims to post
ninhlinblin it every person in it Is
Izenabletenable to the church councils it

the word of the lord and
ie48 will of the people it Is a
tingling otof the theocratic and dem
catlecatie principles but it is not anarchyanarchyigAg

supposing that the mormon
maurchchurch were an oligarchy what
henben its form of government
rouldronld be ecclesiastical not secularcularee
the church chose to vest its au

ioritodorati in bnoono man or in twelve men
hinbinln any number of men or women
batthatriat would the state or the generalgenera

have to do with it sobo
ong as jtit kept from interference

the operations of secular
Overnove ment it would be independent
ia its sphere and beyond the interf-
erence of any secular power it is

erefore no part of the business of
to government to destroy a amormor
va oligarchy any more than a

hierarchy or a protestant

there Isia no constitutional power
ti existence to 19 prohibit foreign im
kilvilgration to utah 1 thisthia territory
u free to new comers from abroad

133 any other part of the union and
dionot be lawfully singled out asaa an
exception in that regard and if all

immigration to Utah could
bt toppedstopped lawfully or unlawfully
atwouldit ronldwildwould not have thetho effect of des-
troying the mormonJMormon church letluet
thatthai be clearly understood it would
hotbot accomplish anything toward the
acl desired
the proposition to 91 deprive all

professing cormonsmormons of civil rights
10 one that will recommend itself to
a4 lwflaw rampant bigots and a few

adventurers who are lustluat
ing afterafier powertower over mormon lifeilfe
and property but to others it will
appear in itsita true light asaa simply
infamous everymanevery man liashas rightarighta
to his beliefs that is sacred and

alienable it makes no dimediTe ence
nowliow absurd or wicked hlahia views

may appear to others he must be
protected in that rightlight or the foun-
dations of human andangan national lib-
erty will be destroyed only when
he commits some act that is against
public peace and good order or sub-
versive of the rights of another can
he be punished by the jaw either
by curtailment of liberty or depriva-
tion of civil rights

all the jjudicial and civic officers
that can be appointed by the feder-
al government are now so appoint-
ed and nothing is left to the vote of
the people but those local positions
which if removed from their con
arol would detroydestroy the last shred of
a republican form of government
that the despotic policy pursued to-
wards the territories has left to
them such a course would be in
perfect keepingbeeping with the destruc-
tion of civil rights for unorthodox
belief

compulsory attendance at the
public schools isia not yet part of the
american systemay stem if it Is made
univeuniversalroal utah will not object it is
veryteny doubtful however if it can be
adopted as a national measure the
text books in general use in the en-
lightened statesStatebaresareare now in useuee in
the district schools of utah this
may be a surprise to the
JWdost but it is a fact the truth of
which can be easily determined
there is no need as there Is no right
to legislate to bring that about

after looking over all its recom-
mendationsions for the eradicating of
the mormon blightblightI with the
brief review which we have made
of them we think the kruss if it hashns
not gone too far in the antl morismor
mon mania will seebee that they areaxe

I1
not the essence of statesmanship 3 of
american republicanism or ofbf
journalistic wiswisdomdoindoln if we were
disposed to use blunt language we
would say they are as stupid as a
post

replyerny TO MR siesllSMITHS SC

WE publish todayto day a letter received
from joseph smith olof lamon
iowalowa purporting to be a reply to an
editeditorialarial in the
which appeared in our daffydaily issue of
11auguar lib andana the bemi weekly olofaugust ath mrair smithsmithss letter
should be examined before thisthib ar-
ticle is read

reference to the editorial in ques
tionalon showsshoatJ that we considered the
position taken by brother lyman 0littlefield in his correspondence
with mr smith which we repro-
duced from the columnscolumna of the utahjournalnourTOurraisnals giving both sidesaides of the
controversy had been established
beyond reasonable doubt namely
that josephjoeeph smith the prophet
bothbolh taught and practicedpractised the sys-
tem of pluralplura marriage which has
become one 0of the permanent insti-
tutions of this church we gave
reasons for this conclusion and
stated that there was no dispute
about the fact among the saints in
utah

mr smith argues that the church
cannot know that his father taught
and practicedpractised pluralPlural marrmarnmarriagelagejage be-
cause it was taught secretly and
that mr testimony Jsia
better than oursoura bemusebecause ours
is only hearsay 11 does he
mean to say that no one can
know of a thing that he has not
seen Isie it traetrue that it isia impossible
for anyoneany one to know that joseph
smith the prophet taught plural
marriage without having heard him
teach it how then doesdoea hebe know
that hisbis father received visits from
the angel who revealed the gospel
that he translated the book of mor-
mon was ministered to by peterreter
james and john and other ancient
worthlessworthies and that he accomplished
the great work entrusted to him by
the almighty did mr smith see
his father receive these manifesta-
tions

I1

did he hear the angels in
hiahis father can he testify to

an eseseeyea or ear knowledge of anything
in hishib fathers history do not
thousands who never saw the pro-
phet bear witness that they know
joseph smith received the gospel
from the angel spoken of in revela-
tions xiv 667j Is their testimony
of no value because they were not
bleat with hiahla acquaintance

can mr snsmithath be a lawyer and
notnut know better than to useube ssuchch
logic does he not know that there
is such a city as melbourne in aust-
ralia without having seen it has
he ever looked down the crater of
vesuvius and yet doesdoea he not know
that it exists and sometimes belches
forth fire can not a jury reach a
suregure and definite conclusion with-
out a shadow of doubt from

evidence without
baingbeing eyeoye witness to a single occc

currenceor being cognizantcognisant of a sin-
gle fact connected with the case laIs
knowledge never arrived at except
through seeing and hearing tiietile
thing or person whose exieexitexistencetence is
to be known

this church has among its leaders
many men to whom the prophet
taught the doctrine of plural marri-
age andaud who entered into its prac-
tice under hiahta directions and his
personaldersonal administration of the cere-
mony wevo have been familiar for
many years with ladies who claim
to have been married to the prophet
joseph and many others who testi-
fy that he sealed them to their hus-
bands as plural wives weW 0 have
the affidavits of both men and wo-
men

wo-
man to these and other factsis prov-
ing that joseph the prophetProphec both
taught and practicedpractised plural marri-
age A number of these affidavits
were published in the DESERET

elenixEVENINGM NEWSbews of oct 1879
the ladlesladies and gentlemen rereferredferrea
to0o are known to noDC in all things re
liablelabie they are worthy latter day
saints living their religion and de-
voted to the truth and to the mis-
sionbionsion and memory of the martyredmarty red
baer added to countless evidences
from nauvoo saints male and fe-
malein aleaie who were familiar with the
facts we have the testimony of a
host that they know by the bameesme
spirit and in the same way by which
aney know the first principles of the
gospel are true that the revelation
on celestial marriage was given by
the lord to joseph smith and that
it is true and torton the exaltation of
those who receive it in thiotile spirit
thereof if ibisit Is possiblepoa sible for people
who nenever hawsaw joseph the prophet
to know that hohe received the gospel
from the angel it is equally possible
for them to know thaethai he received
the revelation on celestial marriage
without ever seeing him or hearing
him speak mr smiths logio would
nullify his own testimony concern-
ing the divine mission of nislils father
andancl exclude all knowledge of any-
thing in heaven or on earth but that
which the eye has beenseen or the ear
has heard

if mr testimony is
better than ours and we have not
pretended to the contrary therefore

remark is it
must be because he was an eye wit-
ness to the fact under dispute and
this should bettlebettie the controversy
if he was not personally cognizantzint of
the fact his testimony is no better
than ours it his testimony isia better
than ours it is because he waswag soBO

cognizant and thus the fact is es-
tablished when mr smith at-
tempts to be hypercritical he should
usieuee more caution his logic amounts
to a practical admission of the point
in dispute

As to the matter of record we
have mr smith now on our record
where we can refer to his statestatementsmenti
and sophistriessophis tries when we so desire
and having him there unequivocal-
ly we all know just where he
standsstand that Isia the value of his let-
ters

let-
tera in response to mr littlefield

his attempt to shiftt the charge of
hypocrisy and cowardice against his
father and of the same thinthingsga as
well as changeability against godgods
from his own lips to ours or mr lit
tietle fieldsfelds cannot beba properly char
actedzed in kind language was
there ever greater impudence or
plainer falsehood he denied a cer-
tain fact alleged by mr
that is that his father taught and
practicedpractised plural marriage and he
went on to say that if etwas true it
proved his father waswaa a hypocrite
a deceiver and that if he taught
t in secret it was because he was
afraid he said further
1I am not soeo particularly strenu-

ous to assert my fathers innocence
he may have been guilty I1 prefer
not to believe it but if hohe waswall I1
shall not evade the issue nor my
duty as I1 know it because of that
guilt

speaking of the power conferred
upon one man in the revelation on
celestial marriage he declared

it offers to such a man an
eunity and an inducement to prosti-
tute hlahis propheticprop hetio character to greed
love of power and the lustjust of the
flechlnesb that may not be resisted
joseph smith may not long have
been free from such influences and
it is possible that the eleven months
that he exercised it if your theory
is a true one witnessed his corrup-
tion

in regard to the almighty and
his right to give a different law at a
late date to one given at a former
period he remarked

I1 admit gods power to change I1
do not admit his right to change
his law without reserving to my-
self the right to declare him chchange-
able

ge
against the teachings olnoanof hibhia

own word I1 do not hollmbellm that

godgoa has the rightnight to lieile I1 do not
believe that jesus christ his son
has the right to lieile I1 docotdo not be-
lieve that either has the right to
baysay tha tono thing laIs heavens law
in 1831 and that another and con-
trary thing is heavens law in 1843

now observe that all these
epithets and charges are his nonenon
of them aroare made or admitted by
bro littlefieldfield or the deseret
NEWS we do not entertain the
idea for a moment that there was
any guilt hypocrisy cowardice or
duplicity ininthethe prophets teaching
and practice of plural marriage nor
any changeableness in the al-
mighty in rivinggiving onslawone law atone
time and a different law at another
time the charges aroare mr smithsmithsIs
the language Isia his no one but
he has applied it to hia father or to
the great eternal father the
evidences are buchsuch that we are
positively certain of the facts claim-
eded and he maintains that if they
are true hishla father was guilty and
god is changeable wo deny that
his charges are correct and hebo tries to
make us responsible for them and the
shameful language he used against
his father and against the al-
mighty

we proved by copious quotations
from the biblebibie and doctrine and
covenants that Godat various times
has changed his laws to bultbuit the
conditions of his people lustjust exactly
asaa he did in regard to the marriage
law he commanded thothe Nephites
to have no more than one wife but
at the same time intimated to them
that in a certain contingency he
would command them otherwise
in the rise of this church only one
wife was permitted but afterwards
the lord revealed through his ser-
vant joseph thetho law under which
his servantseorhen vanta should marry more
wives than one mr smith insists
that this makes god a changeable
being we deny it god does not
change because he adapts his laws
to changing conditions to all 0ourur
citationscitation proving that god haghay al-
ways acted on this principle mr
smith baysbaya not a word he ia silent
on tile lords own declaration in the
doctrine and covenants which he
professes to believe in 1I the lord
command and revoke as it
me good II11 according to blahis theory
the bible the book of mor-
mon and the doctrineDac trine and
covenants all makemabe god a
changchangeableeabe being the fault is not
in the books but in mr smithsmithsa ex-
tremely foolish and highly blasche

I1 notion an I1 expressions the
mosaic code wabwas the law of god at
one time and at another and later
datodatedutoitit waswaa in many important re-
spects entirely changed paul in
hebrews viivil v 12 says for the
priesthood being changed there isia
made of neceanecessityeityelty a change also of
the law circumcision was com-
manded of god at one time but
paul saideaid if ye be circumcised
christ shall 1111profit youyon nothing
jesus himself told the Nap hites

and yoye shall oner up unto me no
more the shedding of blood yeayes
your Bacriskeri andnud your burnt offer
ingsinge shall be done away 21 iii nephi
ix 19lg yet the law of Moses which
jesus said he revealed required
such sacrifices now bearbean mr
smith 1I do notnat believe that either
godGodoror jesus christ his boneon halhas

the right to say that one thing laIs
heavenheavensIs law in 1831 and that an-
other and contrary thing Is heavens
lawjaw in 18431813 11

that is the difference between
mr smithssmitha views and of paul
the savior and this church will
mr smith saybay that it is paul and
jesus that make god a changeable
being or will he beesee his error and
confess it if god cancau change his
law soBO that what was heavens law
up to the time jesus went
into the ministry was not
heavenheavensa lawjaw when he began to
preachpre ach the gospel and yet not bobe a
changeable being thenthencehe can give
one law in 1831 and another and
diudindifferenterent law in 1813 and not be a
changeable being As we showed
in the article that mr smith pre-
tends to review but about a part of
which he merely quibbles god does
not change in hlahis nature or essence
because hollo changes his require-
ments

mr smith does not attempt to
rebut the charge of quibbling but
abkaaska us to get rid of evasions resort-
ed to in regard to the saying of
jacob about daviddivid and solomon
we are not aware of any such eva-
sions who has resorted to them
he does not say letnet us look at the
matter a little in jacobs discourse
to the NepNephihitestesytess reference is made
to things done by david and solo-
mon which were an abomination
before the lord the bible 1I ringskings

I1 xv 65 hays

david did that whowhichI1 h wwaswaaas rgrightI1 ht
in the eyes ol01ot1 thetho lord and turned
not aside from anything that he
commanded him all the days of his
life savebave only in the matter of urlahuriah
the hittite

here is an apparent discrepancy
between the book of mormon and
the bible the revelation on celescaes

marriage makes the matter clearA

it shows that david solomon and
other servantsbereer vanta of god who had wives
and concubines sinned only in those
things which they received not of
god david sinned only in the casecasu
of urlahuriah and hishla wife take scrip
ture with scripture revelationro with
revelation and everything isia plain
except to those who do not wish to
seesseeleepreterand who like mr smith pre-
fer not to belovebehove

the questions asked by mr smith
in regard to keeping the revelation
on celestial Morricorriagemarriageage secret for a
time have been auansweredvered repeated-
ly until the due time of the lord
came to make public himhia word and
law thathe oldoid rule and law prevailed
and none other was known in the
church john taylor did not make
any specific statement anthe mat-
ter in 1850 nor say what has beenbien
attributed to him by mr smith
this also has been clearly explained
the change in the conditions about
which mr smith makes further
quibbles were in the people to whom
thelile law was given they were not
prepared to receive the greater law
before it was revealed evenhven then
it was only explained to thosethom who
it was considered were able to bear
it joseph the beerseer declared public-
ly at the very time of its manifesta-
tion that itif he were to tell what
god had revealed to him some who
professed to be his beavbeat friends would
beoksech his lifolife joseph promproceedededed on
the rule that god gave as early as
1830 to keepheep from the world thosethom
things which it was not wise to de-
clare and give milk to tholethose who
were not able to bear meat lestiestjest
they perish I docdoedocdoe and cov beebec six
212221 22

As to the doctrine of the nicolai
tans thatthal was in favor of acoma com-
munity of or having all wives
in common which is as hate-
ful to us as to the lorlandLor dand is as far
from thothe sacred doctrine of plural
marriage as debauchdebaucheryeryeny Is from per
feet chastity

mr smiths childish remark
about an law which has
noillo bearing on the question is too
frivolousIriv olous to notice and itif he will
take the trouble to readacad carefully our
advice to him about antipathiesantipathies
and convictions he will see that
his remarks and query are entirely
out of place As he wishes to know
it blasbias or prejudice has nothing to do
with ouroar defense of plurality of
wives we say we it hashab not
anything to do with it ouroar bias and
prejudice like those of thetha apostles
and leading elders to whom joseph
the seerecer taught that doctrine were
through tre altion renddind early trainingmg
opposed to it our advocacy then
comes through thorough conviction
of its truth and divinayvindy in spite of
former bias and prejudice but if
we were led by biasbles or prejudice
that would not justify mr fmithsmith3 in
giving way to it and shuttingabutting his
eyes to evidence that no
ed mind could resist

we are well aware that whether
joseph smith did or did not teach
and practice plurality of wives that
does not settle the question of hethe
divine origin of the doctrine butthat watwab thetha point of controversy
on which all the correspondence
has turned and upon which
charges of wilful falsehood and
deception have been made by mr
smith against president young
president taylor and other men ofgod it was therefore a propst
thing that this question should be
put right before thetha public although
it laIs not a matter of doubt among
the members of this church who
are as well satisfiedfledfied that the revela-
tion on celestial marriage camacamb from
god through joseph smith theprophetstas th eyare that he received
the plates from the angeladgel moroni
and translated them by thetha gift and
power of god and from the shifts
and sophistriessophis tries to which mr smith
of lamoni has resorted in theargument wowe have good reason to
think that hohe is convinced himself
of the fact that his father taught
and practisedpracticed plural marriage aal-
though as he prefers not to
bellbelibelievebelleveeveltoveltit 11II wo are sorry for hlahib
positionpositions and regret that he has soBO
poor u comprehension of gods dea-
lings with man the spirit and
methods of divine revelation and
the great plan of exaltation unto
theoneath ronea dominions principalitiesprincipal liea
and powers and eternal
in god is glorified and his crowned
bonsbona and heirs have eternal increase
pudaud dominion in hibhis papie tencecence


