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tor Mowes Thatcher (o
and powerful to plead
for the rights and llvertles of God

People agslinst supposed assiulls mad
Opon those tights by the First Prest-
davoy, or by the manifesto. | "had
D0 thought of what you,call the
controversy then existing? while ad-
ministering to Mloses Thatcher, and
tbe phrase youn seiect ae juetifylng your
cohbglnsion oculd otherwle enelly be
scconnled for. We have Dot yet eeen
the Jast agagult made upsn the rights
and |jberties of the Sainta I fear,
80din my Judgment: In the fulore ae
10 the past there will be & neoeeslly
tor strong and powarful men o plead
for. the rights and lliberties of the
Baluls, Then sve what 8D unworthy
thing your theory would make me] You
belleve that, well nigh before the ink
was gry whioh maris @y algnatlure
10 the f'ma nifeato,’’ the day foliowing
i1e acceptence hy the general Confer-
¢nce, [ waz expressly asking God that
Moses Thatoher might be rajsed u.p to
overlhrow ] Yoo eay that I +had
been Jed unconecieutiously Lo slgn
11" [ opppose you mean that [elgned
It without oponsclence, that Ia, without
my ‘copsclence golng With my act
8Ld that, in your opinlon, perhaps,
Jurtifies you in esying, ae you do in
tbe very pext pamgraph, t‘there exists
in Tianp togay B uopdillou whioh
makes |t egerpaly, OF iD your oploion
8dvlsuhle for you (me) to held io
Rbeyange the opinlon® you’(l) honestly
€Diertaip oo thie subject.” Burely, it
ODe were seekiog oaosrfon [or oflence,
be would figd it here; for, taking it
all ip all, o worae oase of cowardly
double-desling snd deepicable hypoo-
Iisy could not eseily be copjured up.
Juoging from the whole tone of your
letter, wp far ae jt referato we person-
ally, rather {han from thls particular
part of i, you do not intend to give
offeuce, and where such Inteotion e
absent, [ dg t ot believe 1o makiugone
40 offemgor for a werd. But [ would
bave you distinotly uvderatand that
Iy popsplepce Weont with my sigon-
ture in the matter of @igning tbe
“manifeqtp,” and that v condition ex.
f8ts ln Utabh today which magesit nec.
@88ary or gy visable fo hold in abeyance
80¥ opiplons I hold on this or
BOF other subfecl; 04 the only
tbing Jagkipg to make your Janguage
grosely jpanlting 1s the evident ab-
Bence of euph o jntentton, I stand
8Guarely with the other general
authoritles of the Chooh In cennsction
%ith whoee eiguatures My 0WD appears
00 the sg.0slled ‘‘maniiesto,’’and wilh
them ptana responsible for its promaul-
gstlon, If that act appearsin the esti.
mation of some of my [riends to be
incopeistent with positions I have
formerly assumed, the change arises
T tn a more perfect understanding of
the fags aud priocliples Insolved. I
do npt have so exaljted au opinlon of
the extent of my information or the
infallibjlity of my weak, human judg-
ment, as to expeot (v be able Lo be
foopd at all times in the present
etriclly gonsistent with oconduct thet is
paet, only |n s far ss consistency Is
to be found in eoting day by day ino
strict agcord with the light and cen:
victions poesessed abl the iime. Bat
today, It I ees the ocosslon for it, I

vhall revise the opinlous anl as far as
poesible gorrect the conduct of yester-
day, and tomorrow do the same With

necesgity
be strong

the opinlons and condoct of teday, and
80 00 to the end of life,

You say you are *‘ope of thore who
belleve every man holding the Priest-
bood is respomneivle to Goa for the con.
doct of the aflairsof the Chutreb, and
for lts purity.” “Bellevipg thus,’?
you coniinae, 'fit becomes my duty to
use whutever ablility and influeuce I
may bave In the suppression of wrong-
dolog in the Church, regardless by
whom done.”” Bo fer, if you will llmit
your docirine by ssying within the
sppe a d legitimate sphere of tbe
Priesthood and c¢ffice thereln which
you hoid, and the currection i made
tbrough the means appoloted In the
Chaorch, I agres with that view; but
when yono add "that the Habhllity to
err e ar greatln the preslding qucerom
of the Church aaln the lowest,’’ then
I must dissent from that part ¢! yoar
doctrine. I think that ordination to &
presiding poslilon smounis to jpome-
thing, I read in my Bible that
‘‘Joshoa, tte son of Non, was full of
the spirit of wiedom, for Moses bad
laid his hsnde upon bhim,* (Deut,
chap. 84). And eo now, when men
ate ordnined to Bl responsible presid.
ing  poeilione, I  helieve that
increased wisdom is given, and that
they are not as iiahle t0 commlit errors
as {hoee fllling lees reeponeible poai-
tione, Moreover, the Presidepnoy of
the Cburch cooupy a more command.
ing position than an inlerfor quorum,
have better opportunity for chtalning
informatlion coocernlong the work of
Glod, than others; they are sustained by
the daily faith and prayers of all the
faithiul Balote, nnd are more ahupd.
anlly enlitled to inspiration of the
Holy Ghoat and the direct revelation
of (God thas others, Do all theee
tbings count for nothlng in your judg-
ment? Were you not a little thoughbt.
less when yotu made the remark here
aoimaud verted upon?

Your rematk ab ot infallibility belng

the Glbraltar of absolutlem mey be dia- |

mlssed by reminding you of the lac
thut nghody claima infalltbility for the
men constitutlng the Firat Presidenoy
of the Church. No clatm of letalli-
bility §s set up for anythlng hut the
word of God, the law of Gusd. Bul that
is Intaliible.
VI,

THE MANIFESTO.

And now, just a word on the docu.
ment that bas come to be called the
“*manifesto.” The rule of ;conduct
prescribed ftor the leadlng Church
officials in relation to eseeking oounse?
before ncoepting nominations for politi-
cal office, elo, wae propoeed and ac-
cepted for the purpgere of malntaloing
dlecipline In the Church; for tbe pur.
poee of preserving order 10 the Chareh
and guarding ils interests from negleot
by preventing them from hecomibg
subordinated to other and less import-
ant Interests, It waes and s a Charch
regulatlon gurely, Thie hag been
affirmed by the Chburch sauthorities
repeatedly, and yet with a persistenoy
that, to eay the teaat of it, 1s metontsb-
ing, and which, in my Judgment,
amounts to wanton pervers ty, there
bave been parties, even withiu the
Chburch, who set splde the word
of the general authorities and say
thet the ¢‘manifesto’’  foreshadowa
apd intenda politlcal Interfersnce
and the dominstion of Biate polltics
by Church officlals, To the fearful

eyen of these parties there appears
ceited witbin it (he serpentine chein
tbat ia to bind Insting tettera of slavery
upen the Hmbe of *young Utsb,” un-
lees a kind Providence shall raise up
some man o break its linke a:under]
Oibers mors moderate esy that what-
sver the Intentions of Its autbors and
those who have accepted It in ite prao-
tical worklng, it willresujt In Chutoh
domloation, ete. The first class men-
tioned above, of whorn I take it from
the tone ol your Jetter yon are one,
fiatly refupe to believe tho word of the
twenty-four men whose elgnatures are
attuched lo the dooument, who con-
stitute the general authorities of the
Cburch. To that class theso men—
the authoritles of the Church—nare
designing knaves hent on a sly
(ame at  politics, or out~aud-
out llars and ecouudrels; or the
greater part of them amre weak-
Hpg fools, the mere puppets of oObe
or two dominating minde that are
scheming, embillous, self-eeeking
scoundrels. Tuere is no escaping this
ocopclueionr for those who persi-t 1o
8aying that t v# manitesto meane polil-
tics, when the autboriiles of thse
Church posit.valy sffirm that It was
Intended alone for the regulation and
preservaition of order in the Chureh,
For some unbellevers among ta to take
tbat position, would not, of course; be
very sarprising; but what do yoo
thiok, Brother , of members of
the Church who taue that position?
How iong can they retaln the fellow-
ship of the 8alnts, or thelr etanding in
the Church?

To the second claee, whosay that the
praotical wotkinge of Lthe regulation
will be to bring to pass Church inoter-
ference [u pollilcs, I would say that
they should be wililing to ,acoord some
honeely to the gentlemen who prumul-
geled what they sssert is a Church
regulation merely, and wait until it 1s
Jemonstrated that io 1ta operations

it lnterleres with the politloal
rights and iibertles of the cill-
zens, Meantime, let e say that

¥You nnd others may coutinoe to eay
that thie ““munifesto” meana politios,
that le,that it isudevice by which high
Church officlale mean to ountrol the
polttice of the Slate; but L know that
it was snd ls meaut to be a CLarch
regulallon for the good order of ihe
Chutob alone, and intended to estab-
lish & proper understanding smonyg the
officers ot the Churoh aond to correct
wrong lmpreselons that bad ohtained
concerning  the altitude of bigh
Church offipiale to politics, Men in
tbe future mnay conllooe Lo aseert that
thle sunounced rule of the Church
means politics, ns expialned o the
foregolog, but that will pot alter g
cbaracter any more than calllog truth
faleebood will make it so.

| VII.

SETTLEMENT OF THE QUESTION BRBY
THE “VINDIOATION’' OF MOSES
THATCOHER.

You express the opinion that It
te mimost impussible to eettle this
questlon brought up by the “mani-
weio,” and Iovolviog, as  You
suppose, the principle of common con-
sent, withio the Church, A»s a matter
of facl thure la no sugh iesue to settle.
The principle 0! common consent as &
fagtor of Church government bhas not
peen violated, The rule of conduot in
question ,after being formulated by the




