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SEMI-ANNUAL CONFERENCE.

. To the Latter-day Saints:

The Semi-Annual Conference of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints will commence at 10 o’clock on
the morning of Tuesday, October &th

at Logan, Cache County, Utah Terri-

tu L]
o JOHEN TAYLOR,

GEORGE Q. CANNON,
Of the First Presidency of the Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day

Saints,
Salt Lake City, Sept. 17th, 1885,

e sl A
ON THE DEFENSIVE. -

Tae effrontery and squirming of the
rabid anti-**Mormons’’ over the out-
rage of Sunday morning are something
wonderful.

As we have heretofore stated, the
deed was one of the most detestable
imaginable,and the perpetrators, who-
ever they be, are unfit to mingle incivi-
lized society. When discovered, as
weé hope they will be, they should not
only be severely punished under the
law, but also shunned as reprobates of
the most brutal type by all respectable

Peupla. Notwithstanding
‘Mormon’’ community as & whole, and
their leaders im particular, are known
to be as much opposed to such repul-
slve deedsas any geoﬂe could possibly
be, without a particle of sustaining evi-
dence the act was unqualifiedly charged
n them. We have no idea that
those who, for the basest of ulterior
purposes, take such a position, them-
selves believe the ¥ nous assump-
tion to be correct.

This ungualified and revolting char
placed the NEws, as a vindicator of the
community, upon the defensive, com-
pelling us to e up the far more
plausiole theory that those who dis-
pllied such excessive readiness to lay
such ag ahominable offense at the
doors of the ‘“‘Mormon” pED&lB and
authorities were much more likely to
be the guilty es. 'That position

was fortiled by plain and straight-
forward reasoning, based upon the
fact that such an sct on the part of the

‘*Mormons’’ would icidal, while
to their enemies it would be turned to
political advan . Indeed they are
working it in that line with at
fervor and zeal, in ‘the strong hope
that they will be hoisted into political
pqﬂar upon bottles of fllth, -
¢
NEwWS in adopting the theory we have
advanced has caused a degree of rage
that is now at boﬂlnf point, and the
pot of the plotters fairly slops over
while we, conscious of the innocence
of those against whom their super-
abundance of unreasoning malignancy
was flung, are calm as a summer morn-
ing. d we known that a dose of
their own medicine would have caused
such dreadful contortions as they are
subject to, we would, out of pity, have
refrained from placing the bitter cup
to their lips., We have no desire to
hurt even them. They are poor fretting,
frothy, m ded beings, who it is to
be hoped will at some period, in time
or eternity, renounce a line of conduct
devoted to bigotry and injustice and
to do good instead of evil.
utwithsundlnf the vicious chsarge
made by the rabid ring, compelling us
to take up a defensive theory, any in-
dividual who assumes that we have
made any direct accusation against
any n or class takes a total-
l position, as can read-
Jy be observed by scanning the
editorial comments of the NEws on the
subject. To make an unqualified
charge in the absence of direct proof,
is to be guilty of injustice. That
would reduce us to the level, in that
particular, of those miserable beings
who have laid the blame of the out-
uﬁe upon the “Mormon’ Church.
When the latter unmitigated imputa-
tion is made, however, to give reasons
to show that the vile accusers are the
more likely to bé guilty is not an im-
properline of defense. And we see no
cause for receding from the theory—
not absolute certainty—in the absence
of proof to the contrary. Should that
be forthcoming, we would be
under the necessity of relinquish-
ing what, to us, appears a feas-
ible probability, and it would be
cheerfully done. On the other side it
would impose, in honor, a renunciation
of s vile and positive accusation. But

would, in all likelihood, be met on the
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qualified apology more infamous than
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| Clawson replie

urely defensive attitude of the

art ot the epposition by the custo-
brilliant flash of silence, or a

the original offense.

In the absence of preof as to the
identity of the vile wretches who
perpetrated the outrage we can but
reiterate the position already taken by
t?e NEws in the foilowing expres-
sion:

‘‘Basing the theory as to who perpe-
trated the deed on the hypothesis
of who were the parties to receive the
most benefit from ii, there is no escape
from the iuference that it could®not
ﬁusslbly have beeu done by “Mormon”’

ands, unless it were by some sense-
less, irresponsible fanatics incapable of
ordinary powers of reason. If it were
done as a matter ot spite against the
gentlemen who were the objects of
assault, it was a most insipid as well
as loathsome exhibition of the teeling,
which is at all times contemptible,”

The solution of the whole contro-
versy rests in the discovery of the
miscreants who did the fllthy work.
With the application of diligence and
intelligence, combined with the in-
ducement held out by the hope of re-
ward, it ought to be far from impos-
sible, and may be probable. In such
an event as the detection of the perpe-
trators of the deed, we have no doubt
that the general belief that the vile
charge of the rabid class of anti-
“Mormons”’ is utterly unjustifiable,
will be verified.

INCONSTANT, UNRIGHTEOUS,
- UNMERCIFUL.

i ——

THE latest variation of the Kaleid

scopic Court of theThird Judicial Dis=
trict is as revolutionary as the uotori-
ous ‘““holding out of more women than
one tothe world as wives' theory.
It is another of Judge Zane’s somer-
saults, with which the public are now
becoming familiar. His course on the

mutation on the part of this fickle
functionary regarding the object of
Congress in the passage of that act.
The anti-**Mormon’ crusaders have
been agitating the question of appealing
to Congress tor more legislation to in-
crease the penalty for unlawful cohab-
itation and to make it a continuous
offense. His Honor appears to treat
such tedious methods of accomplish-
ing objects that are desired with con-
tewnpt, and, together with his auxil-
laries, constitutes himself a Congress
and Supreme Court, done up in one

parcel. It appears to be the easiest
thing in the world for hun to antici-
pate anything that Congress might do,
s0 that, as far as he 18 concerned, that
body might as well take a rest on anti-
“Mormon” speciul legislation.

Kor the same reason the Supreme
Court might as well leave decisions
upon cases arising under such laws to
him. Inits rulings in the election suits
against the Utan Commissioners it
held thatamanmight be a polygamist

the law. In other words that the
polygamous status was not criminal
apart from conduct,
fact, under the anti-‘‘Mormon’ re-
gime, a man is held to be punishable
10r his status aside from any act what-
cver.

Returning to the decision of yester-
day which renders polygamists liable
to life imprisonment, what reason is
there for expecting that the offense of
& man acknowledging his, wives shall
not yet be made a capital crime? As it
stands the operations of the demoni-
acal set whoare running the crusade are
liable to produce death in the ranks of
the innocent, as well 48 ‘among those
alleged to be guilty, I:‘?' wholesale.
What would be the difference in
point of infamy between the more
open method of perpetrating legal
murder and committing it under covel
of a subterfuge? The variation would
be 1n favor of the prompt execution of
the death penalty as much less inhu-
man snd quite as honorable, if not
more 80, Ineither case it is, in our
opinion, murder. We believe that

bench in Utah, when elaborately re-
viewed, a8 it will yet be, will present
more feats of judicial acrobacy than
will be found in the record of any othel

wearer of the vrmine of modern
times,
When about to sentence Rudger

Clawson, Judge Zane informed him
that he could not be punished for his
belief, but it was for his actions that
he was amenable to the law. In res-
ponse to a question as to whetner he
had anything to say why judgwment
should not be &Jﬂ.sb‘{:tl upon him, Mr,

that he had eatered
into the marital relationship for which
he had been tried under the law, con-
scientiously, in accurdance with his
religious convictions. T'he consistent
Judge then informed him that he would
have been more lenient witn him had
he not held that the conduct for whicu
he had been convicted was right. Con-
sequently a portion of the sentence
was lﬂ]PDﬂEd on account of the de-
fendant’s belief.

In the Court’s instructions to the
jury in the same case, it was stated
that in order to justify a4 conviction for
ualawful cohabitation, the evidence
must show a probability of sexual in-
tercourse, Subsequently, in the case
of Angus M. Cannon, the same oscil-
lating functionary, in order to cover a
suit of another character in some of its
phases, ruled directly to the contrary,
and gave birth to the “*holding out to
the world” ruling.

When Parley P. Pratt was about to
receive sentence on conviction for un-
lawiul cohabitation, this versatile
judge, being carried away with the
holy zeal of a missionary judicial ofli-
cer of the extremest type, lost sight ot
the law, in the blindness of his bigot-
ry, and included ‘‘hard labom” in the
Ludgment., which, evidently mach to

is regret, he had to take buck.

Judge Zane, whose pre-disposition
to inconstancy is phenomenal, was
several times almost moved to tears of
regret at the mellowness of the kEd-
munds law in making the punish-
ment for unlawiul cohabitation so
feathery.. In his wails of lamen-
tation at the leniency of Con-
gress on this point, he said that, in
his opinion, it should have made the
penaity in that class of cases as heavy
us for polygamy.

The Judu: I exhibition of unsup-
pressed sorrow showed plainly that his
honor comprehended clearly the inten-
tion of Congress to be the infliction of
not more than six months imprisonment
and a fine of not to exceed$300. And
the trinity—Zane, Dickson and Varian,
—who conduct the court anti-**Mor=
mon’’ crusade, do not wish to make
any move, however desirable, under
the law that is not sustained by the
purpose of the National Legislature in
the passage of the act. They have
said so repeatedly, and based the
‘‘holding out” abortionon that ground,
They are tender-footed on that point.
They would not do anything contrary
to the object of Congress on any ac-
count.

Doubtless this deep and lasting anx-
iety to interpret the Jaw as its mak-
ers intended was the reason for the
combined action of Messrs. Dickson
and Zane yesterday. By it the law is
construed to wmean that the penalty for
unlawful cobabitation 1s imprisonment
for life. It involves another somer-
sault, at which his honor is becoming,
by practice, a wonderful adept. Bat
what of that? The judge is getting
used to it and so are his victims. This
time ivis not only a judicial acrobatic
feat so far as the immediate interpre-

in such an event the development ! tation of the law is coacerned, but a

when the GreatJudee of all—who shall
doubtless include the consequences in
making up the conclusion—will so de-
cide when the perpetrators shall be
taken before tne bar of eternal justice.
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BISHOP SHARP’S ACTION.

To state that the position assumed
by Bishop John Sharp yesterday after-
noon, before the Third District Court,
created a high degree of interest in the
public mind, teils the tale but tamely.
The effect of his actiog amounted to a

sensation.
With the gentleman named it was a

supreme occasion. It was the one op-
portunity of his life to sustain a prin-
ciple which he had accepted as ema-
nating from a divine source in the

formof a sacred obligation. It was
within his power also to act mmsucha

manner as 1o probably relax the gener-
al bitterness felt threughout the

country toward his co-religionists,and,
by the consistency of his own cuurse,
cause Latter-day Saints having con-
tidence in his integrity to cheerfully
foilow a brilliant example. This cul-
minating circumstance of a long, use=
ful and capable career he chose to
turn in a direction the antipodes of
that which every true and consistent
Latter-day Saint bad a right to ex-
pect of hin.

But, stepping aside for the moment
from the ooligation he was under to
the religious community of which he
was an official, we may be permitted to
g0 still further and assume that an at-
titude the contrary of that which he
chose was, to our conception, a
duty he owe.l to his fellowmen gener-
ally, outside the pale of the Chuarch to
whieh e belongs., His ecclesiastical
position, coiutined with that which he
noids before the country in financial
and other iuliuential circles, renders
him largely conspicuous. Consider
this fact together with the popular
feeling toward and opinion concern-
ing ‘**Mormonism.” I%is looked upon
as a religious imposture, and the claim
that God has spoken in this day from
heaven and given revelationsas indays
of old, i8 treated with ridicule. The
effect of Bishop Sharp’s action of yes-
terday afternoon can have but one ef-
fect in that connection—so far as its
influence extends outside of the
Church—it serves to intensily the in-
imical feeiing and' confirm the adverse
opipnion.that prevail.

If, on the other hand,Bishop Sl;a.rg;ﬂ
stand had been in consonance with his
religious obligations, men who have
opposed the system with which he was
connected both in thelr views and
feelings, would have, to some degree
at least, been inclineigl to believe that,
after afl. there must be something
in it to cause men to brave
everything for its sake. KEspeciall
for such men as he, with liberal weal
and other facilities at his command, to
stand upon such noble ground.

t has been o E’ll{ calculated by the
opponents of the Church thit whatever
m}lght l;e the jaltlﬂn he“ uhmﬂldl take
when placed.in jeopardy,it would large-
ly inflaence his m-reflgiuniatu in the
same relation. There may be some
degree of correctness in this assump-
tion, but we are confident that its ef-
fect in that direction will be but small,
and will not be of sufficient magnitude
to interfere in the most remote degree
with the main question, which is un-

alterably filxed as the everlasting hills
and v'nlly .

I nnrlnq‘ this 1

what may. Neither will any person be

induced to follow his lamentable ex-
ample who is not already
redisposed in that direction.

ndividuals elect their ownline of con-
duct, They can stand by what God
has revealed. or they may recede from
it at the approach of danger. But let
no man run away with the erroneous
impression that because any person or
persons—no matter whether prominent
or obscure—recede from the obliga-
tions of the law of the covenant, that
such a course is approved by the
Church as a body. There is but one
side to the quéestion with the body-re-
ligious, and that ground will be main-
tained, sink or swim,

Because of the anticipated effects
that a retreating action on the part
of Bishop Sharp was expected to
have on the leading issue, great
anxiety has been manifested by
the enemies of the people that he
might recede from his religious obliga-
tions, Doubtless he has been power-

and yet not be criminal under tht:lfnlly and persistently advised to adopt

that line of conduct. How much influ-
ence these considerations may have
wielded in his case we are not in a po-
sition to state. Doubtless, he acted,
after hearing statements on beth sides,
efitirely and independently on his own
volition. And it will be held by some
people who have a predilection for
neutral ground on strong queltions,
that Bishop Sharp has taken a course
consistent with h
as intepreted by the Courts, and 1s
therefore on an unequivocal
base in both directions. The
entire proceeding bears the marks of

to give the matter that appearance on
the surfuce. But questions of this
character are of too great moment to
be dismissed after having been merely
submitted to a skimming process.

We propose to strip the cunningly
constructed skeleton of the transpar-
ent fabric in which it has been clothed
and go directly
subject; and now lay down the incon-
trovertible proposition that no man
can occupy the two positions 1n the

issue, 0 assume that he can
IS no more reasonable than
t0 maintaic that a4 mwan ecan

hold beth the affirmative and the nega-
tive positions on any question at the
same time. There is no neutral zone,
and a person must take up his post on
one side of the line or the other.

The court is the party that imposes
the conditions upon which leniency or
immunity is grounded,

The condition is that the party on
the other side must agree to obey the
law according to the interpretation of
the courts. ‘T'he courts interpret the
law to require that plural wives shall
not be any more regarded in the wifeiy
relation, not only so far as relates to
practical conduct, but also in theory.
The rulings or interpretations of the
court before which ;the Bishop ap-
peared to be dealt with are too fa-
miliar to the public to require
that they should be quoted. The
judicial position in the case of Orson
P. Arnold, of A. M. Musser and
Angus M, Cannon comes 1n point,
Such conditions are utterly incoufpati-
Dle with the most sacred obligations
of a Latter-day Saint, and he can no
more assume them than he can throw
aside baptism by immersion for the
remission of sins, or any other doc-
trine of the faith of the true Gospel.

But it may be held that the defend-
ant’s written statement embodies a
declination to renounce the relation-
ship by the total severance of the mari-
tal tie. This is true, but the agreement
to ebey the law according to
the interpretations placed wupon it
by the courts came subsequent
to the reading of the statement, and
therefore the later position, though in
contlict with the other, is the one that
was adopted, and will be so held by

the Court.

Right here it may be proper to draw
attention to the utter ;i‘ unprincipled
Fosltmn of the Court. The defendant

n his written statement actually broke
the law as interpreted by Judge Zane
himself, because in it he made an ac-
knuwlﬂdgment of his plural wives.
Yet the Court, with this fact staring it
in the face, drew the defendant along
into an agreement that he would cease
the acknowledgment which he had in
writing expressed his intention not
to relinquish.

In another particular the attitude of
Brother Sharp was at direct variance
with his position in the Church. He
entered into an express agreement not
to ‘“teach others to violate' the Ed-
munds law. This means that he will
net teach the inrinc:i le of plural mar-
riage. While it might not be necessary
for him to engage in that kind of teach-
ing, if he proposed not to do so, as far
as he could consistently go was simply

however, of the Church in which he
holds an official position, and in any
event to enter into such an arrange-
mentis a species of humiliation which
canonly be looked alJlfOﬂ by his genuine
friends with unqualified regret. Even
aside from the principle Involved in
other respects it was an unqualified
surrender of the right of free speech.

There are many considerations that
might be offered in extenuation of
Bishop Sharp’s line of action besides
his wealth, social standing before the
world, etec, They sheuld be used and
given due weight, His health is pre-
carious, and incarceration in prison

might Rave proved disastrous,
if not fatal, to him.  There
are many tnings cbnnected
with his condition that made the

ordeal one of tremendous trial for
him. And no one knows the pang that

—

which we approached this eriticism of
his course. e have lived under hij
jurisdiction as a Bishop, we have g|.
ways esteemed him as a warm persong
friend with whom we have ever beg
on the most amicable and kindly re.
lations. We have been the recipient of

ersonal courtesies at his hand, by

riendship and every other consider.
tion must not
duty. Neither must a man’s wealt
influence, social or official positiop,
screen his public actions from being
excepted to when they involve not o
an eternal principle of truth, but inin.
ical results that might follow were sl
lence on the part of the NEwWS to giy
even an appearance of endorsement g
acquiescence.

0 the Latter-day Saints we would
say: No matter what position any
single man or number of men may taks
1n regard to what God has given, th
troth must be sustained and vindicate
atall hazards. No matter how dark the

clouds that are now apparently,
frowning upon the people of God, ti
good HTllp Zion will weather the

storm. It may rage for a season, afteg
which the turbulent waters will sub.

having been ingeniously manipulated.

religion and the law |

what God has given to the Saints, n
surrender,
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NOT A PARALLEL.

WE have learned since the judicly
event of yesterday, that some person

| have attempted to make a paralleld

the position taken by Bishop Shap
and that assumed by President Jol

to the Kkernel of the |

| had

| lationshi

Taylor and Brother Angus M. Ca
non,

The comparison is absurd and is
reflection upon the two gentlemen s

named that is unwarranted by &
facts.

President Taylor,while asserting §

he had obeyed the law as he understs
it, boldly asserted in addition
he never would renounce his wim
but would continue to ackno wleds
them in that relation. 1
Brother Cannon claimed that ¥
lived within the law @

but comli

he comprehended it,

| not comply with it as interpreted b

the court, because it necessitatedan
nunciation of a religious principle b
requiring him to sever the marital re
with hLis wives, even so o
as its acknowledement is concerned,
Because of his declination to acceptal
the law asthus “‘interpréted by e
courts,” he is now inecarcerated ins
foul prison, and for the same reass
inhuman eﬁ'art.s are being made to m®

|80 far

|and while the
1

ipdict him and give him another tern
If there were any parallel it may b
reasonably asked why Bishop Jols
Sharp walks the streets in freedos

side Meanwhile there must be, of

interfere wig |

|

while the venerated head ¢
the Church is compelled, in ordey

; as possible, to continae
his usefulness to the ple,
to resort to euforced banishment,
other gentleman
named is Kept in durance vilesmong
all kinds of criminals? Either thp-
sitions in question are as wide wsthe
poles, or there is an unjust discrimin-
tion on the part of the courts that
should—to use an expressive Eoghsh

olitical word—be *‘smashed," by the

igher tribunals.

The question ought to be ca
epough to everybody. It is simph
this—Those who decline to U
live within the law as interpreted by lh
courts must either keep out of the ws
or go to prison. Those who enter il
tne agreement can have the privile
of émng ‘*scot free.” If there is
difference that can be more stro

marked, it is difficult to comprehed
how it can be.

— ) —_———
AN ESTEEMED VISITOR,

Dr. MILLER, editor of the Omad
Herald, one of the ablest and mo
broad-minded jouraalists of the cour
try, is now on a visit to this city, &
companied by Mrs. Miller and herit
timate friend, Miss Thomas. The

are few men the mention of who
name calls for a more friendly set
ment irom the great majority ¢

to refrain from it. It is a dmnrlne.l

it has cost us tojlearn of the position

"

never be receded from, come | he has taken, and the reluctance with | held in high esteem.

the tgeuple Oof Utah than
of ¢ gentleman who is oo
briefly sojourni in this localll
While far from being in harmony wi
rominent religious views of ¥
‘Mormon’’ people, he has always bt
too liberal and manly to allow his o
ﬁﬂ;itinn on those points to so beclo
mind as to cause him to ignore ¥
fact of their being the possessors !
many sterling virtues, Neither has’
caused him to be blinded to th
rights. His opposition has not be
contined to the religious tenets of i
Saints, but has also extended to ¥
position they assume in the prese

controversy, he  having = b
that they should lay  asi
their peculiar practices attach®

{0 their religious faith and suecumb!
he existing pressure. While he WV
not failed to openly deplore what ¥
esteeined to be erroneous on the p¥'
of the *‘Mormon’ people, he has sl
been as iree to express his appreciatie’
of what, in his opinion, is good cor
necved with them, and to denounce t
unfair and vicious attacks that ha
been made upon them by designil
demagogues. The Doctor isa man &
rare independence of chLaracter, &
for this quality as well as for t
friendly spirit he has ever manifeste!
toward the people here, hé is by the




