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CRURCH DISCIPLINE,

Elder B, H. Itoberts Replics 1o Let-
ter on the Smbject, Fully Answer-
ing Querlen and Objections, Poinlt-
ing omt Errors, and BShowing
Clearly the Attitade of Friends

Churel on the

n “Mnn-

nnd Enemien of the

Late Addrens, Miscalied

ifento,” nand Evenis Subsequent
t

anil Reintlng Therete in Chureh
and Political Matters.
e

The (ollowing correspondence em-
braces a Jetter written to a Ohuroh
¢fMcla) by a realdent of O_:den whose
Bame fs withheld hecause he did not
21ve expresy permission to publieb it,
Bod a responee thereto by Elder

B. H. Roberts, mude previcu
few duys

to  the Iatter’s return &
880 (o hils mjesjonary labor-
' the Jast, Fhe whole matter 13

Commended to the carefal considera-
Lion of the Ngws readers, ae beariny
Upon the agdress to the Church ir
A pril, 1896, on the gotject of Chure
OfMelals engaglog 10 Polltics ap.
€ Ven's copueoted with and pubsequer
‘to the address, down o tho presenr

time;
. ———

‘rne OGDEN LETTEIR,

Oapgn, Utab, Deo. 21st, 1896,
Elder B. H. Roberts, Centerville, Utah:

Deur Broiher—7Thore seems 1o be a
ell defined nod growing ides among an
im poriant portion of the thinkers of our
Churdh (hat the leaders are eaddilng the

Ord wi.h somo things for which He is
noL responsible, Tho feeling ox ists that
the name of the Lord Is used too freoly
when periaining to matters npen which
there ought to bo churliy. The admitted
truism for unity in things essenlial, 1b-
erty in things pon-esacutlal, but in all
things oharity, ssems 10 bavo becn abro-
unted; at any rate, that is whal a great
muny are thinking, because it appears to
be jmpospible for any mMAD O eXpreds an
opinion dissenting from the viewa of the

leaders wlhibout being threatened with
the loss of his soclesiastical position, and
with tho fear of conoomitant complion-
tlons in Lis political or commeroisl for-
lunes.

These things are fast destroying the
falih of tha people, especiully of the
¥Younger classes, and if their faith is once
shaken they will bave to live infidel, and
wlll, in all human probability, reach the
final resting place belleving tbhat Geod's

lnulln:srlt.y on
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the earth has been =
phantom—the oloak ot designing men.

The true, and hest, and only loyalty to
the Chareh in the preseat unforiunatle
crisis seems to mae to defend ihe right of
froa speech which, whatever denial may
be attemuypled, is not » fact in Uinh at the
present time. Free speech may exist
theoretically hut pot in {no: to all intents
and pnrposes.

I bave reason to helisve Lhat youn stand
in the front rank of the nobler thought
in Uiah, aud becauseo! your exceptional
mental and physioal guallfications ought
to be the foremost champion of the peo-
ple in their ability to govern Lheir
Church jnsiead of permmtting iiw affairs
to be entlrely dominated, as at present
hy a lew.

A wsorjes of leading narticles in the
DgskrgT NEws pnblished at  various
tlmes in November sets up the right of
the Church londers, specifying the First
Prosidency, 1o *‘'make, sller, change or
revoke the laws" of the Church. Con-
firmatory of thia view, (revoking it ts 10
be resnsonnbly assumed i1he laws of
the OChnroeh with referonce 10 1he
attitude of the First Presidency towards
oivil aftairs), the DESERET NEWB pre-
sumen 1¢ volce the sentiments of tho
body of the Church in the declaration
{ree editorinl of Nov. 17th last) that the
election of o Certain man (referring o
Moses Thatcher) to the Uuited S s e
Hanale by the comluq Utsb Legiwlaiure
would be aa **insult’’ to the body of the
Church. Isay ‘‘presuines'’ hecause it ju
imposeible Lhat the News can have any
means of knowing the sentimenia of the
body of the Church, although doubt sss
fally and officially representing the view
of oue or two leaders.

The Docirine and Covenants distinetly
lays dowu the prinelple of Charch gov-
ernment by *'common consent,’ a prin-
ciple which concedesn 1he right of dis-
cusslon and of dlavent. ‘There oun be uo
common consent if the people cannot
dissent wilthout incurring the displeasure
ot the msuihorities. Thal dissenters do
incur thie displeasnre if they presumo to
dissent from the mere whim of eertain
leadore you are probuhly as well able to
testify to ax any man lu Utah; the Phil-
istines have been atter you more than
once,

It the First Prealdenoy has lbe right
to ‘"change, alter, or revoke, or make
laws'’ for the Chnroh, common consent
is obsolote, as there, can never exist two
supreme law making powers in any or-
ganization at ofte and tho same timo.

If the docirine of onmmon ccnsent is
irue, and God has so declared it, and
pothing can be done in the Church with-
out it,it ja only ressonable to imply thel,
if the common consent ia withheld, there
rests no authority in Lhe First Presi-
dency to ‘*msake, alter, change, or re-
voke the laws.'”

1 am one of those wWho believo ever
man holding tho Priesthocd is responsi-
ble to God for the conduct ot the affairs
of the Church, and for ila purity. Be-
liaving thos it becomes my duty 10 use
whatever abllity and influcnce I may

have in the suppresslon of wrong-doing
in the Churoh regardloss by whom done,
realizing that tho linbility to errisas
great in ibhe presiding quorum of the
Church as in the lowest. Infallibility ia
the Gibraltar upon which absolutism is
aafo, but before whioch Lho pillurs of
liberty crumble Lo dnsl.

Itis with profund regret that I find
myself unable 1o accept the so-called
manilestio as the word of the Lord, or
the polioy that t fs the duty of every
member of the church to ecarry out. On
theother hand, I hellove it is the duwy
of avery man, viewing Lhe subjoct as I
vla\lv it, to do all he can towards iis re-

al.

That you once held n similar posilion,
whatever chunge your views niay have
undergone singe, 1 have every reason Lo
belleve, becaure I was present on April
7th last (the day afier the manitesio was
read and adopted at geueral eonference,
apd atter it had cbtained your signature)
al tha residence of Mcses Tha‘cher jn
Snlt Lake when you, in connection with
some others, sdminisiered the ordinance
of the sick to Brother Thatcher, You
will remember you were mouth. I re-
poried the hlessing In short hand, sitiing
by the side of Brother Thaicher, and
you theu mnde ure of the tollowing lan-
guage: "And now, 0 God the Eternal
Father, in all humitity we sppeal unto
Thee in bohall of this brother; and
we uphold him hefore Tbee In
our heart's best love. We ansk
Tbee, Our Father, to remember all bis
faithfuiness and devction unto Thee, and
to Thy great caure tn the enrtly; to have
respect uuto thiy Thy servan',and Lo give
apto s the life of thls man, aud w tho
Oburch of Christ and thls min a life of
urafulnesns in the future,

‘“Our Father,we will not let him go,and
wo sak Thee to bavo respect uoto the

Priesthood nnd authority which thou
hast given unto us. We ask Theo to
hear vur potiticn in his beba!f. And, O

Falher, do thou hless hlm, as in ihe
name of Jesus Christ we bless him, and
may heultls and strength be ygiven

anto  bhim from this (ime hence-
forth, ihat he may begin Lo mend,
abd Lhat Thy power mAy rest

upon him, that he may become powerful
and strong to plead for the rights and
liberties of Thy people. To this end we
l}“"m““ Thee, and ask Thee to bless thia

hy servant, And, Bro.ber Moses, in
the name of 1the Lord we say unto thee,
‘Be thou made wholo,’ that Lhy recovery
may begin from this hour, and wo¢ com-
maud ijt, Ju all humiHl.Iy; biut in Lthe name
of the Lord Jesus Christ, Amen.”

It is evident that, sl this time, your
opinion was that tho liberller of the peo-
ple were juopardized, and in view of the
controversy then exlsting it iy but fair to
nusume that Lhese liberiles were placed
in jeopurdy, in your judgment, by the
manifosto which, for reasons best known
to you, you had been led uncecnscien-
tlously to sign.

Lt is probably true that ihere exists in
Uiah today a condiilion which makes lt
neceasary, of in your opinlon advisable,



