DESERET EVENING NEWSL »FRIDAY, _JANUARY 19, 1900,

ntinued.)

. ———————————
s 4 ng all this time the
Hobers wre not hiding thelr
' ference to this

i r
.“ !‘Ih |, by any means
! conscientious  in
son that subject, and
rough the press, and
; rarm—everywhere they

n of their bellef In

. of that doetrine |

ol 1837 John Taylor, one
M Aposties, was

York
{ |

1ol
to publish & paper
nd that mardage doc-
shed it under the title
He selected his of-
Mees of two of th
) « 0f New York City, and,
: _‘ ‘, gitation whatever, an-
¢ {n “Mormon” plural
roudiness to meet all
tion
doubtiess remember,
cirs the then chap-
ted States Senate (Dr.
{'tah for the express
ng into a public dis
t question, and was met
W pratt.  They argued the
van for tl jays In the "“Mor«
. T Through ill these
’ ! re being formed with-
thelr conceal
vages of Lhe second
hird wife were celebrated
tions, as marriages ordl-
wnnivergaries of the oc-
w0 honored, and 1t was
=)  proper institution, ganc
el b nte, sanctioned by first
by thoge women who
i he plural relations
: ¢ thesa things to show you

that gut

e J

ETE TS T T

1
)

-

’

¢ thore has been a4 polygamou:
long & t!me In the
4 grates the “Mormon” people ar
' neible for itg continu-
1 time The absence of
press this Institution
he contention of the
"4 Wi lors that the act of 1862
A in of their constitutional
' this part of their re-
* 1562 was supple.
called the Ed-
{ wits at that time that
law habitation was
and the punishment
Mol m=If it will not inter-
[ i1d Hke to agk a ques-
] {
(‘ertainly
\ir gon-=Did  your church
& b 1) was allowable or that It
y of & man to take plural
Mr rig=It taught that It was
o man, This hair-splitting
t It was permisgible
mandatory, I scarcely
lew taken by proml-
n' leaders
Mot n—Very well, Was It
yvour church, and havi
' ] 3 gelfl taught by your writings
the form of 4 book, that If a man
) k plur lves that in the world to
e thil in had the advantage over

1801 had but one wife, and {f

vantage, what was the

My | ris—1 don't think I ever ad-

L M son=I have been told that
A New Witness for

M Pol ris—1 have no recollection

that In it; 1t does not
plural marriage, as I now re.

K

efield=—Is that the proposl-

the church, how

or do you
nd (1o

té—] must say that so far
I& concerned it I8 new
ne; 1 bave not heard that view put
return to what I was saying
rruption. 'With the passage
w In 1882 4 very vig-
on was  ipstituted
the offense of polygamous liv-
cohabltation, The
who had come among
reuments had not con.
I don't know that they
v persuagion, If they did |
sted it, although I heard
[ abuse, misrepres gtation,
itlon, I heard the men that
! red among us derided and
redited—I heard plenty of that—but
ember that they ever tried
jade us that we were wrong:
9Ir arguments were net suffi-
18 religlous people they
IRelY based their arguments upon the
nd the Seriptures

8
1
i

B0

Nt L fleld From your stand-
i the other way
F t (Continulng.) Were

ey #l them, Now, the vigorous
Hon that arose after 18823 was

] much lke this present
fomented throfighout the

1 St The country was told

: I MATTIARe RyStem was not
J I with, but to be stamped

L existence by foree and conse-

.} y Longress, under the whip and
UF ol popular clamar, enacted the

U182 and provided speelal funds

ViRorous enforcement. Shortly
ne passage of this law there come-
ho U What was generally known as

gamy rald, Familles were
n were driven into exile
o submit to the most utie
nt under prosecution.
. ! law defining unlawful co.
Aitation the offense was held by the
£ 10 be 0 continuons one, and
: WaS walde to divide the time
g1 whith 1t continued Into as

ny ¢ '
MY dragkments  as  the prosecution
bar b sider proper, It was held
Shiia s #emeanor of urlawful co-
Akt d be made a separate
- day, every weok, every
bt ry fraction of a day for
: nd that a separate count
: nt could be made for
) iragment of time, and there
Mo 1 to '\“‘ I'u"hh . that
i e a0 the nishment that
N e 4 under that arrange.
. ) were Indicted on A number
y J . that way, and some of
vinputhy with the prosecu-
vt that they could make the
¥ U for this mledemeanor
# fentire life, The result of
ek had a relgn of terror in
e & 3 ljln’!r.g that time that
o ' exile, The impriscnment
y f men tonk place
Ay place, and the

1 1 ’ $ terrorized.
: Ist of those trying times,
Jaey had continued through

en years, the good, old

3. LoMood at the head of the
Bl Wilford Wondruff—much exer.
Srhed oL nE his people thus dis-
aws 1o JUELY brosecuted under these

bt . Ved most relentlessly by thelr
ind the hiaviest punishment.

e

.
ind
LT
nd oh
Y®tom)

nment, hut the torture of
heonventence and exile, feoll
¢ men, bt upon the women
| "w who were Involved in the
.‘.,"’ gredater evils threatening
o ERE  ClPcumstances Wilford
‘:1":(’] his God in prayer, hia
» t\. }lt‘»;w I say, by grief, and
a8 18 people presented under
- -.u’w.w-hv sought his God In
o Tequently a matter of de-
' POrt of many of the sec-
W0 came to Utah to re.
; ._'“'“m'nq..m." Bul ev.
It ke 1t who has in any
" of communiten Wil appei
Ot commup| Wi apprec).
e ,,,‘.L.”;,:f with which nn! ph'v-r\rt
o A OodrlY was renf. He
' N praver, with the result,

“ “",.'. : that he. had recolyed an
Porp \.“x.‘l hermisslon from God
he 4 ol ‘“'ﬂ this question. He met
iy ey v;r‘li-“:P‘;',- country with refer-

: ! e month of Reptem-

od what

nifesto Was called the

r Now, I don't know
Will be objected to if ¥ Fub.
“Iment for this record

It has already been

that a

IGRESSHAN ROBERTS DEFENSE.

and

read and referred to soveral times
It Is

1 do nol see why you should not
rd and has been here be

u public rec
fore the various committees of the
House

Mr. McPergon, Right on that point
It is very difficult for a laviyer to tell

when a court will and when a courl

W ot take judicial notice of certain
facts, and whether we are acting under
the technlea!l rules a court would act
under 1 1 not advised; but if it Is
not annoving to you-and you may do
na yon fit about answering m
1 would like to ask you this, According
to general repute, you have recently
| written a book Whether we would

tnke judicial notice of that book I am
not prepared to say—a book entitled,
perhaps, “The New Witness for God."

Mr. Roberts, Yes,

Mr. MeParson, Did you write that?

Mr. ioberts, Yes, sy

Mpr. McPerson, And when?

Mr. Roberts, 1 forget now, It must
be gsome three or folur years ago,

Mr, McPeraon, Within the last three
or four years?

Mr, Roberts. Yes, sir

Mr. McPherson—And have you an ex.
trat copy of that book in the clty with
you?

My, Rob¢
hook, but
a copy is
@ copy I8 here

ris—1 have no copy of that
[ #hall be p th
furnished I will see that
in a day ar two

eaged 1o so¢

YOou.

Mr, McPherson—I don't know whether
we would have a right to conglder it or
not

Mr, Littlefleld—He says he Ig willing
we should

Mr, Hoberts—Oh, yeg: It was pub-
lished to be read as widely as possible

Mr. Morris—=Are you willing that we
ghall take that book and congider 17

Mr, Roberis—Yes, sir; perfectly, to-
gether with the article published in the
Era; but in the event of that Era
article belng submitied I would like
to have all of it submitted

The Chairman-Which article do you
mean?

Mr, Robertg—I mean the article re-

ferred to several times In testimony
and in argument—an article I wrote on
the subject of polygamy

Mr, Littlefield—A reply you made?

Mr. Roberts—~Yes, sir

The Chalrpaan—A brief article from
the Improvement Era of May, 1885, by
John M, Reiner, on “Mormonism,” a
brief prelude, and then a lengthy let.
ter of Mr, John M, Relner on “'Mor-
monism,” and then comment on that by
Elder 13, H. Roberte. That I8 now
printed with our testimony, marked
“lxhibit C."

Mr, Robertsa=Now, Mr, Chairman, in
continuation the historical sketch
I am making of this controversy I cail
attention to the York Indepen
"dent, & weekly religious paper published
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In New York, under date of March
1885, The following question was sub
mitted to Prestdent Woodruff: “It is

alleged that advice which you publicly
gave to the members of the Church to

refrain from such plural marrlages |
not observed," Replying to that

charge Mr., Woodruff, in that publica-
tion, sald

In the go-called manifesto to which
vou refer [ sald: That, Inasmcuh as
laws have been enacted by Congress
forbidding plural marriages, which
lJaws have been pronounced as constl

tutional by the vourt of last resort, |
hereby declare my intention to sub-
mit 10 those laws and to use my In-
fluence with the members of the Church
over which I preside to have them do
HKkewise

Continuing, President Woodruff sald

Thig promise has been falthfully kept,
and no one hag entered Into plural mar.
ringe by my permigsion since the man-
ifesto was lssued. There never were
Jaws of such a character affecting rela-
tions which had existed over half a cens
tury so closely observed as those relat-
ting to plural marriages have been, But
[ eannot eay that eéveryone who was
Hving In plural marriage before the is.
suance of the manifesto has gince then
gtrictly refrained from such associa-
tions,

The Chairman—What
gion of his gayving that?

Mr. Roberts—The oceasion was that
the New York Independent was pub-
lighing a symposgium of letters from
Utah sectarian ministers upon the sub-
ject of the revival of polygamy in Utah,
as it was called, and among inquiries
that were gubmitted was this one to Mr,
Wilford Woodrutf, to which he made
this answer 1 have just read. The offl.
cial announcement of the Mormon
Church that it would discontinue plural
marriages and observe the laws enacted
by the United States with reference to
that subject Iald the foundation for'the
people of Utah to abandon thelr local
controversies and come together and se-
ure Statehood for Utah,

In the summer of 1804, In July, as I
remember It, the enabling act was
passed by Congress and the people of

was the occa-

Utah were authorized to form a Constl
tution. In that enabling act It was said,
with reference to  polygamy: “Said

convention shall provide by ordinance
Irrevocably without the consent of the
United States and the people of suld
Btate, first, that perfect toleration of

religious sentiment shall be secured
and that no inhabitant of sald State
shall ever be molested In person or

property on gecount of his or her mode
of religions worship: Provided, That
polygamous or plural marriages are for.
ever prohibited.”

That is the language of the enabling
act! and that was the demand, and the
only demand, that was made by the
Congress of the United States upon the
people of Utah with reference to that
matter,

Mr, Morris—At the time of that act,
Mr. Roberts, was it understood t(hat
these polygamous relations had been
discontinued?

Mr, Roberts—Substantially w0, yes
gir. I think that was the understand-
Ing.

Mr, Morris=The understanding was
that these polygamous relations had
been discontinued and not only the hold.
ing of these women as wives, but also
living In unlawful relations with them?

Mr, Roberts—~That was the goneral
gtatus of the case; that was the under.
standing.

Mr. Morrie=Was It not understood
that the people universally throughout
that Territory had accepted that as
thelr belief?

Mpr, Roberte—No, glr; I do not know
that there was any understanding upon
that particular point upon the part of
the people, but as a matter of fact—

Mr, Morris—Reference was made here
yesterday, you will remember, to a
statement made by the head of the
Church, Mr, Woodruff, that he under-
stood the proclamation to apply not
only to the taking of wives, but also to
the living with those women who had
already been taken as wives,

Mr., Roberts, Yes, elr; that explana-
tion was published and generally under-
stood to be the explanation of the Presi.
dont, I think, upon the main facts,

Mr. Morris. Was it understood that
at the tme this act was passed the peo.
ple of Utah were living in compliance
with that aect?

Mr, Roberts, T do not understand that
that was universally the case, but 1
think It was quite generally the case,

I take It, slr, that the Congress of
the United States |8 compored of reason .
ehle men, who have some knowledge,
of vourse, of buman nature, and (hat
the existence of an institution that had
covered more than half a century In the
lifetime of a State—that you could not
hope, since the relationship, as to s
rightfulness, was embedded in the con.
victions of the people—you could not
hope that there would be an absolute
ard unlversal abandonment of thoes re
Iatlons: but it was generally understood
thet the manifesto reached these rela-
tiong, and I have gome remarks to gub.
mit on that presently, when we get fur.
ther along.
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