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. ven birth te chlldren within the
?a';‘tey"’;'ar is beyond questlion.”

;g the “evidence” put forth in
sus;;‘;lngl:t loI! the assertlon that the praec-
tice of plural marriage has been re-
vived In Utah. How did Dr. Bliss dis-
cover that such was the case? Why
did he go before a congregation of Con-
gregatlonalista in Massachusetts, In-
stead of a grand jury in Ttah, to make
the disclospre? How did the Chicago

i Has

Tribune obtain its statistles?
; bLeen making a house to
somebody . -

anvass throughout
:;;J:zeur(;)ose of registering pl '
and counting their offspring,born with.
in o twelvemonth? What means would
he at the command of such a canvasser
for getting at the facta? .
There are two reasons why Dr, Bliss
made his gtatement in Massachusetts
instead of Utah: First, it is false; and
+had it been made among the people he
accuses, there would have been a thou-
sand  witnesses ready to refute IiL
Second, money i8 necded for the support
of misslon work in Utah, and state-
mepts have to be made in the Enaat
<hat wlll call forth the dollars. The
kets of the pious people of New
R be far more easily and
ched by misrepresenting
than by telllng the truth
i Not a single cagse of
has occurred in Utah, for
Mormon ?hm;;:h ti:: I'eCE.!I)()nﬂ;l.
adoptlon by the uich.
}’r{"hfénﬁga:—hfcso. of the rule abolishing

plural marriage.
“The statement

ural wives,

about
polygamy
which the

made by the (;:ll'(l’lcagg
. on its face, a w an
Tribune 1o ftion, impossible of belng
;:uc rted Dy any evidence tangible
ppoh to examine or refute. The rest
G?O;;Fder Etzenhouser's communication
;)o the Gazette I8 inecoherent, jumps
from one subject to another, and min.
les assertions and quothtions In a
ﬁ'&anner which makes the intended
eaning obscure. It i8 not worth the
attention here pald to it. But a point
nsought to be made in his address calls
for examination. The-report of it, as
clipped by him from the Independent
for re-publication in the Gazette. Is as

foTlows: . e s
. Etzenhouser, of Independ-
encEldg{o,l_Lwho ppoke at Lhe opeéera
house Sunday, exposing Utah Mormon-
ism. ls @ representative of the Re-
organized Church-of Jesus Chriat of
Latier-day Salnts. The latter society
was organized at Beloit, Wis., in 1851;
more perfectly at Amboy, I, in 1860;
had jts headguarters and publishing
iant at Plano, 11, Y1l 1881, when it
?vaa removed to Lamoni. Towa, from
where the Baints’ Herald, the official
organ, and other publications are is-
i 1} incorporated in Il
I y was in -
"m;li':]rnclg?;,cwhlch of course eould not
have heen had it been in league with
Brighamism. Cotrt deeisions, extracts
from which appear below, also show
conelustvely the distinction: February
13, 1880—2ludge L. 8. Sherman in the
court of coonmen pleas, Lake Co., Ohlo,
deciding property Interests, declared:
‘And the court does further find the
plaintirf, the Reorganized Church of
Jesur Christ of Latter-day Balnts, is
the true and lawful continuation of,
and successor 1O the =said original
Church of Jesus Chriat of Latter-day
Sainta, organized in 1830, and is entitled
in law to all its rights and property.’
"Phe TJtah Mormon Church was the
defendant and Jost in the case above
cited, Judgc Phlllips’s decislon in an-
other canse, tried in the Unlted States
court, date of decislon being March 3,
1894, I8 to the same effect, as the follow-
tng extract shows: ‘'Beyond all cavll
if human testimony ls to place any
matter forever at rest, this church was
one jn doctrine, government and pur-
pose from 1830 to June, 1844, when Jo-

There can be no question of the fact
that’ Brigham Young's assumed presi-
dency was a bold and bald usurpation.'
“That Utah Mormons departed from
the former text books 13 seen in Judge
Philllps’s words: 'Conformably to the
Book of Mormon, the Book of Doclrine
and Covenants expressly declares that
we beljeve that one man should have
but one wife. and one woman but one
husband.’ Title was again awarded
the Reorganized church, the unrelent-
ing antagonist of Utah Mdrmonism.
“Briefly summed up, the Reorganized
chureh bellevea in the unchangeabillty
lof God, and therefore claims the iden-
tical Gospel ga taught by the Savlor, in
doetrine, ordinance, organization, the
| pifts and blessings.
I “These items we have gathered from
documents placed In our hands.”

The case heard before Judge Sher-
man, In the court of cormmen, pleas,
Lake county, Ohlo, wus gne wherein
the "Reorganlzed chur¢h’ sought to
guiet the title In itself to the Temple
in Kirtland. The Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-day 8aints, whose headquar-
ters are in Utah, pald no attention
whatever to the case, neither by filing
any pleading nor offering any evidence.
No issue was joined in the case involv-
ing any question of aulhoritative suc-
ceaslon to the rellgious organization of
which Joseph Smith was president at
the time of his assassination,and Judge
Sherman's decision was based exclus-

;lvely on an ex parte showing.

Judge Phillips prealded over a dis-
trict court In Mi=souri. and the case
tried before him war one Involving the
title to what js known as the Teniple
lot, rituated in Independence. Mo. The
contestants In that case were the “Re-
organized church' as plalntiff and a
amall religious society commonly called
Hedrickites, ap defendant. The latter
held the property in possesslon, and
claimed its ownership on wvartous
grounds. one of which was a tax title,
Judge Phillipa ruled In favor of the
plaintiff. but the case was appealed, he
was reversed, and the title to the prop-
erty was quleted in the defendant,
which atill "holds tt. The Church In
Utah took no part whatever in the con-
troversy.

-The Josepliltes are welcome to all the
[capltal in aupport.of thelr e¢laims to
Ylivine authority, they can make out
of an ex parte decision by one judge.
and a reversed deeision by another.
But such an attempt at bolsterlng up
their pretenslions involves features that
would be ineffably grotesgue did they
not border 80 closely on the saacrileg-
ious. For inatance, would a *“Josephite'
base a clatm that his sins had been re-
{mltled by baptism, on the ground that
Judge 8herman, of Lake county, Ohlo,
"had decided his ehurch to be the owner
of the Xirtland Temple? Would he
claim “power over unclean spirits,* In
other words, the Holy Priesthood, on the
ground that Judge Phillips—afterwards
reversed—had declded his chureh to be
the lawful successor to the one organ-
1zed by Joseph Smith?

The Church of Yesus Christ of Latter-
day Baints never has submitted. and
never will submit, to the adjudication
of any human tribunal. its claims to
divine authority. It would regard such
a thing not only as abaurd but as sac-
rilegious. Its works. its teachlngs and
, the declarations of Holy Writ are the
proofs upon whiech it reljes to show to
"all the world that it is the only true
, Chureh upon the earth,
| If the re-organization of the Church,
"which wasg led by Joseplh Smith, was
ever a neceselty, then a new dispensa-
tion. authorlzing such re-organization,
was necessary, If a new dispensation
has been necessary since his  death.
then the dispensatlon which he ushered
in waa not the dispensation of the full-
ness of times; and If it was not. he

|th work; for he taught that it was,
and he made this claim a vital feature
of his calling and authority. The whote
fabric of his work, from beginning to
end, is- destroyed when the claim, (s
conceded that the Church he was the
Instrument, under God. of founding,
~bhas ever requlred to be reorganized.

But the organization effected by
‘Joseph 8mith, under the direction of
the Almlghty, I:as remalned intact. It
has been self-succeeding, and no link
iz either lacking or fractured in the
chain of its authority.

DIVISION OF IRRIGATION.

A Cheyenne dispatech today an-
nounces that a special from Washing-
ton has been recelved there to the
effect that the committee on agricul-

"ture of each house of Congress has
agreed to report favorably Senator
Warren's bill establshing, in the agti-
cultural department, a divislon of Irri-
gation. If both committees favor the
lmeusure it 1z very likely to become
aw.

The effect will be to give the subject
of Irrtgation much greater prominence
among governmental interests than
it haa heretofore enjoved. Separate
and more complete atatistics in relation
to it will be compiled. and no doubt
Congress will bhe impelled from time
| to time to legisiate upon it, in & man-

ner to aid In the process of redeeming
l!nndﬁ now worthless because of their
aridity. It is understood that Secretary
‘Wilson, of the agricultural department,
has interested himself eminestly in fe-
curing support for the bill. He Is a
practical man, has made personal in-
| vestigations in the arid reglons. and
rfa!izes the magnitude of the proposl-
tion,

[

A CONDITION OF SALVATION.

From what we know concerning John
the Baptist we may well suppose that
he was a preacher of righteousness
possesBing great courage and power,

1 He converted many, and on one OCCR-
sion rebuked a multitude who came to
him for baptism without having re-

! pented of their sins first, denounced
them as a generation of vipers, and
commmanded them to bring forth fruits
worthy of repentance.

“And the people asked him, saying,
What ehall we @0 then?

""He answereth and salth unto them,
He that hath two coats, let him im-
part to him that hath none; and he
that hath meat, let him do llkewise.”
Luke 3: 10, 11.

| From this record it would appear
y Lthat those whe sought to obtain a re-
misslon of thelr sins at the hands of
John*the Baptist were by him required
to demonstrate the genuineness of thelr .
converelon and repentance by dividing
their substance with the poor. The
language he used, in the light of the
clrcumstances under which it was ul-
tered, justifles the Inference that char-
ity to the poor was made a condition
of salvation under his ministry; and -
that any person possessing wealth who
would not divide with the destitute,
{wag not entitied to recelve the ordl-
inances of the Gospel,

In this regpect, as In all others. the
Gospel taught by John the Baptlst to
prepare for the first coming of
{Bavlor, is identical wlth that taught
by Joseph Smith, the modern 8eer, as a
preparation for His second coming. In
a revelation given April, 23, 1834, “con-
cerning the order of the Church for the
benefit of the poor,” the followlng pas-
BAfe OCCUrS;

“Therefore, if any man shall take of
the abundanee which I have made, and

e#ph Smith, its founder, was killed. ** was an impostor from thc beginning or Impart not his portion, according to the



