118

THE DESERET NEWS.

e e —.

March 12

g—

—

HDITORI ATS.

EVERY WORD OF GOD
ESSENTIAL.

MR. JosErH SMiTH, of Lamoni, Iowa,
continues to labor through the columns
of the weekly Herald of that place, of
which he is editor, to prove that there
18 nothing essential to the Church ex-
cept that which was given to it as
doctrine at its first organization, or at
any rate any later than 1835 when the

first edition of the Doctrine and Cov-
enants was accepted. We have shown
the fallacy of his arguments more than
once, but will refer to the subject
again, because he repeats his sophistry,
and endeavors once more to create a
conflict between the utterances of the
DESERET NEws and those of an Apos-
tle of the Church. We quote from the
Lamoni Herald, of Feb, 23d.

Apostle George Teasdale of the Utah
Mormons, ina discourse delivered in
the Assembly Hall, Salt Lake City
Utah, January 13th, 1884, as publishéd
in DESERET NEWS, said;

“I bear my solemn testimony that plural
marriage is as true as any principle that has
been revealed from the heavens. I bear my
testimony that 1t is a necessity and that the
Church of Christin its fullness never ex-
sted without it.”

How any man endowed with any
sharpness, or common sense, can bear
so foolish a testimony as the above is
a curious thing,

Apostle George Q. Cannon, of the
Utah Church, says that plural marrnage
‘‘was not an essential doctrine of Mor-
monism at the beginning, nor is it
now.”” Delegate John T, Caine, also a
leading Mormon from Salt Luke, says
it is ‘‘not essential.’’ Charles W. Pen-
rose, Kditor of the DESERET NEWS
also states that the *“*Church existed
githuut polygamy,” or plural mar-

age.

The words imputed to Apostle Geo.
Q. Cannon and to Hon. John T. Caine
are garbled and incorrectly stated. Mr.
Smith does not give his authority for
them, and we pronounee them misrep-
resentations of the sentiments and
expressions used by those gentlemen.

The quotation purporting to be from
the DESERET NEwWS we stand by, whe-
ther correctly given or not, and chal-

lenge eomparison between it and the
remarks of Brother George Teasdale,
He says, plural marriage 1s a ‘‘neces-
sity; we said, as quoted, *“‘the Church
existed without polygamy’’ Now what
is the inference? Siumply that at one
time the doectrine of plural marriage
was not taught in the Church, but that
now it-is. We have to repeat our com-
plaint of Mr. Smith's unfairness and
quibbling in controversy. When pre-
tending to quote from the NEws, why
did he not state our position justly?
Why did he not go on with the quota-
tion and cite these words?—*‘although
our plural wife system has become an
essential part of our faith it is not and
has not been the ‘corner stone’ of the
Church.”” He knows as well as he
knows anything, that the position of
the DESERET NEWS on this question is
that the Church of Christ is progres-
sive; that, in the language of his mar-
tyred father: ‘““We believe all that God
has revealed, all that He does now re-
veal, and that He will yet reveal many

reat and important things pertaining
o the kingdom of God;’ and that
everything thus revealed becoines an
essential part of the doctrine of the
Church. But unfairness and disingen-
uousness are marked features of all
Mr. Smith’s controversial effusions
against the Church in Utah,

We will now notice the argument he
advances. He takes the ground that
because the Church existed for several
years without the promulgation of the
doctrine of plural marriage, that doc-
trine cannot now be essential to it.
And he makes many quotations from
the Book of Mormon and the Doctrine
and Covenants with the object of es-
tablishing that position. Une or two
of these will sutfice:

““And again, I say unto you, ye must

repent, and be baptized in my name,
and become as a little child, or ye can
‘in no wise enter the kingdom of God.
Verily, verily I say unto you, this is
my doctrine; and whoso bulldeth upon
this, buudel;ﬁ upon Imy rock; and the
gates of hell shall not revail against
them. And whoso shall declare more,
or less than this, and establish it as
my doctrine, the same cometh of evil.”
—Nephl 5: 9,

“‘Behold, this is my doctrine: Who-
soeyer repenteth and cometh unto me,
the same is my church; whosoever de-
clareth mnore or less than this, the same
is not of me, but is against me, there-
fore he is not of my church.””—B. of C,
sec. 10, (87), par. 16,

Do these passages support the idea
that no doctrine revealed to the
Church after 1830 or 1835 can become
an essential part of its creed? 1f so,then
God bound Himself not to make
known anything new to the Church
after those dates. What then would
become of the ‘‘article of faith’ which
we have quoted above as coming from
the Prophet' Joseph, and which Mr.
Smith, of Lamoni, pretends to adopt
as part of his own creed? If a man
comes to God ‘‘as alittle child,’ will he
not receive all that the Lord makes
known to His Church? Will he not
try to live ‘‘by every word that
proceedeth out of the mouth of God?”
And if any man teaches less than this
does it not *‘come of evilt’’ And does
not Mr. Smith teach less [than this in
the article now under consideration?

But we will quote also from the Doc-

trin and Covenants a revelation to
Joseph Smith under date of April 6,
1830, the day the Church was organized :

“‘Behold there shall be a record kept
among you,and in it thou shalt be
called a seer, a translator, a prophet,
an apostle ﬂf ;Jesus Christ, an elder ol
the Church through the will of God the
Father and the grace of your Lord
Jesus Christ.

‘4 Wherefore, meaning the church,
thou shalt give heed unto all his words
and commandments which he shall
give unto you as he receiveth them
walking in all holiness before me,’
etc.

On the theory laid down by Mr.
Smith, nothing is essential to the
Church except that spoken of speci-
cally in the quotafions made by him
which we reproduce, and which are a
sample of all the rest. What follows?
Why that the doctrine of the laying on
of hands for the gift of the Holy Ghost,
and for the healing of the sick, and for
ordaining to the Priesthood, and for
patriarcnial blessings, being ‘‘more
than this’’ are not the docirine of
Christ. That is the logical conse-
quence of his argument. How 1is it
then that he accepts that doctrine as
part of his creed? There is nothing
in all the quotations he makes which
relates to ordinations, the quorums of
the Priesthood, the law of tithing, the
doctrine of consecration, the gathering
of the Saints and of the House of Israel,
the resurrection of the dead, and a
‘great number of principles and coven-
ants introduced by Joseph the Prophet
as the seer and revelator to the Church.

8 And under Mr. Smith’s theory he must

reject them because not specitically
named in the paragraphs quoted as
containing the fulness of the gospel.

Does he not know that 1f the
Holy Ghost is given to the Church
that it is to ‘‘guide into all truth,”
and that every principle of truth newly
revealed is just as essential as any
truth previously revealed? Does nol
he Book of Covenants teem with pro-
mises of fresh manifestationsjand|revel-
ations of principle, until not only all
former things that had been lost should
be made known, but things kept hidden
from the foundationh of the world
should be disclosed? Has he not read
in the revelation given through his
father as late as 1341, that the Lord
said in relation to the Temple to be
built in Nauvoo:

| “For I deign to reveal unto my
Church things which have been kept
hid from before the foundation of the
world, things that pertain to the dis-
pensation of the fulness of tiies?”

Now does Mr. Smith mean to say
that all this when revealed will be non-
essential? we feel alinost ashamed to
take up space in answering such child-
ishness. The question at issue, now,
is not the rightfulness of plural mar-
riage, remember, but whetier anything
revealed to the Church after a certain
date—we care not what it may be—if it
is new, can be essential to the Church.
Mr. Smith seems to think that because
a doctrine, plural marriage for in-
stance, was not originally part of the
Church doctrine it cannot be essential
now. He might just as well say
that because the body of & man con-
tains substance which was not in his
body when a c¢hild, the new material
cannot be essential to his existence
and perfection. We take the ground
that whatever doctrines, or principles
or covenants, or powers -Go
reveals to the Church through
the head—appointed of him to
receive such things—when received be-
come  essentia parts of the
creed of the Church and there-
fore they are a necessity. IPlural
marriage was once not taught
to the Church, But it is taught now.
It was revealed through the head of
the Church, has been received by the
body, has become part of the establish-
ed faith, and is now an essential, for
the simple reason thai there aie no
non-essentials in tne Gospel and
Church of Christ, whatever there may
be in the Churches and creeds of mean.
This is our position, and it is in accord
with the teachings of the Apostles
who have been referred to, with the
whisperings of the Holy Spirit and
with the revelations of God laid down
in the sacred books.
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THE CASE OF MISPLACED
SYMPATHY.

IN another column we print anaccount
of an interview with Elder Silas S.
Smith, which appears in the Denver
Tribune. Brother Smith is a gentleman
well known in these parts, and we be-
lieve his word will be relied upon by
persons of all elasses and ereeds who
have the pleasure of his acquaintance.

We allude again to the subject of the

movement in aid of the San Luis Val-
ley apostates, because it has been agi-
tated in this city in a public meeting,
where the utterances of the DESERET
NEws were commented upon. At the
Federal Court House on Saturday
evening, a small assembly discussed
the question, and was addressed by
Miss Kate Ffeld, who has taken an in-
terest in the people alleged to be suf-
fering for necessaries in Conejos Coun-
ty, Colorado. The lady referred to this

paper as though our remarks were ap-
plied to her, personally. This was a
mistake.

I e had no thnught of allud-
ingto her in connection with this ques-
tion and do not doubt for a moment
her announced willingness to lend her
influence in aid of suffering humanity.
Miss Field read at the meeting a cer-

tiflcate given to William L. Ball, simi-
lar to those given to all the Elders sent
on missions, certifying that he was ‘‘in
full faith and fellowship with the
Church,” and recommending him to
the consideration of the public as a
“‘man of od,”” ete. It is dated Janu-
ary o, 1883, and Miss Field argued that
because he was a man of God at that
date, he could not now be such a per-
son as described by the DESERET
NeEws, which she said had ‘“*branded
him as a thief because he had the man-
hood to assert his freedom and inde-
pendence.’’

It is an error to say that this paper
accused Mr..Ball because he ‘*‘stood
up for independence,” and it is not
good reasoning to maintain that be-
cause he was considered worthy of
confidence in January 1883, he must be
worthy of confidence in February 1884,
All that we said about that individual
was to state one of the reasons why he
was excommunicated; namely, that
he applied to his own use the tith-
ing, donations for the poor and
Relief Society money, facts that are
not disputed. 'T'o illustrate this case
we will refer to one in the days and
experjence of Jesus of Nazareth, He
chiose twelve Apostles and sent them
out as *‘men of God’’ to preach the
gospel. One of them apostatized and
betrayed him, and while he was plan-
ning to deliver Jesus to his enemies,
that man, Judas, pretended solicitude
for the suffering poor, and the scrip-
ture says it was ‘*because he was a
thief and carried tthe bag.” Now it
would be a very poor defence of Judas
Iscariot, after he was cut off the
Church, to bring up his credentials
given when he was “*a man of God,”
and betore he proved himself a thief,
Lo prove thathe must be still *‘a man
of excellent character.” Miss Field,
who is very shrewd and acute, cannot
fail to see the application.

We wish to say once more that we
have no controversy with those kind-
hearted persons who desire to alleviate
distress. We have intended no insiuu-
ation against them., If they choose to
apply weans that might be used to as-
sist the really needy, in behalf of per-
sons who are not in the situation that
has been falsely described or highly
colored, that 1s not our affair. We
did wish to caution them against
placing that means in unworthy hands,
where it was liable to stick instead of
being distributed to the intended ob-
jects of charity, and consider that we
were perfectly right in giving that
caution. And our remarks about the
disposition to help the people of Colo-
rado, simply because they had left the
““Mormon’’ Church, were intended, as
intimated, to apply to those who are
endeavoring to use this incident in the
settlement of a new region,as anoppor-
tunity to vent their chronic spleen
aaainst the **Morwmon’ Church and its
institutions, } i

In the early settlement of this Terri-
tory there were real cases of privation
and hardship, compared to which the
close times endured in San Luis valley
are not a mentionable circumstance.
To-day there are people in newlyopened
counties of Utah who have to struggle
against frost, the inconvenience of dis-
tant fuel, and many difficulties incident
L0 a hew country, much more formida-
ble than those that surround the people
for whom aid is asked; but they would
be ashamed to make a fuss about their
condition, and would gain no such
sympathy as is nnnecessarily created
in this instance, because they are not
apostates, but simply Latter-day
saints, who do not pretend to charge
their trials or failure to make a fortune
in a year, to the Church of which they
are members.
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THE WOOL INDUSTRY.

Tue meeting of wool growers held at
the Continental Hotel on Saturday,
allusion to which was made in Satur-
day’s ENENING NEWS, was attended
by about a hundred prominent wool
growers and wool dealers of this
region,and the proceedings were inter-
esting and full of energy. The follow-
ing resolutions were adopted atter
speeches from several gentlemen:

Whereas, We, the wool growers of
Utah and Idaho, being assembled in
convention, and representing in this
assemblage one of the most important
of American industries, an industry to
which we have devoted the«best ener-

ies of our lives in developing in the

erritories, despite the most trying
ditficulties of a desert country and a
mountain climate—an industry which
began with small investments, until to-
day it represents in the aggrEfat&
millions of American capital, emplov-
ing thousands of American citizens and
Em&aly supplying the American market;
and,

- Whereas, We learn with alarm and
indignation the danger which threatens
this great national industry by the in-
troduction of the so-called Morrison
bill in Congress in which a further re-
duction of 20 per cent. on foreign wool
is demanded by the free traders of the
east—which if it became a law would

absolutely ruin the wool growing in-
gusigry of this country; Therefore,
e

Resolved, That this convention here-
with heartily indorse the call for a
meeting of the wool growers in Den-
ver on the 12th of March, and that we
herewith pledge our support to that
convention in every cPDSE ble way.

Resolved, That a delegation be sent
from this convention to represent us at

the convention to meet in Denver,
March 12th next.

Resolved, That we request the restor-
ation of tﬁ& tariff of 1867,

Major Silva of Ogden, and E. M.
Weiler, Esq., of this city, were ap-
pointed delegates to attend the con-
vention at Denver, in the City Hall, on
the 12th of March, 1884, The Conven-

tion is expected to be an important
meeting of persons interested in the
wool industry, and steps will be taken
there to aid in bringing a pressure 1o
bear on Congress for the restoration of
the tariff of 1876.

It is evident that the reduction which
has been made in the tariff on-wool has
hada depressing effect on the wool
trade of the West. The dealers feel it
as much at least as the sheep owners.
Large stocks of last year’s wool are
now on hand in this Territory, ship-
ment having been delayed because of
low prices in the East. And 1f a fur-
ther reduction is made, as contem-
plated in the Morrisson bill, the West-
ern dealers will be ina bad fix while
the producers will have their profits
reduced to a figure that may be des-
cribed as next to nothing.

Sheep raising has been a very profit-
able industry at some seasons in this
Territory. At others great losses have
been sustained through the inclement
weather and diseases to which sheep
are often subject. But under the pro-
tective tariff formerly in operation the
business was quite remunerative, How
much of a reduction of the tariff the
western wool industry could stand we
are not prepared to say, but it is clear
that with the sweeping change now
proposed in Congress, the business of
wool raising for exportation would be
ruined.

Whether or not the ruin of this in-
dustry would be compensated for by
benefits that would accrue to the
great mass of citizens from the
removal of the duty on imports, does
not at present appear. Some free-
trader can perhaps demonstrate this to
his own satisfaction if not to that of
others. However, the interests of the
wool growers and wool dealers of the
Western States and Territories are in-
volved in a retention of the tariff,if not
in its restoration to the figures of 1867,
and it is in aid of that interest that the
Convention will be held in Denver.
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PROTECTION FROM CATTLE
THIEVES.

ON Friday we noted the fact that
three cattle thieves had been captured
in Arizona by John R. Stewart, son of

the late Bishop Levi Stewart, who was
probably accompanied by one or two
others. The thieves had committed

the depredation in Southern Utah, and
were tracked to the place where the

capture took place. :

his incident suggests a means by
which Utah can be effectually cleared
of cattle thieves. The capture of the
three young men mentioned yesterday
was effected through the operations of
the Southern Utah Stock Protecting
Association, which is composed ol
stock owners of that section of the
country. Mr. Richard Bentley is
President, Mr. James Andrus Vice-
President, and Hon. W. D. Johnson,
secretary. The names of the other offi-
cers we have not obtained. It has
a board of directors and an executive
cominittee, the funds for the further-
ance of the object of the .\ssociation
being supplied by the regular contri-
butions of the members. The pro rata
payments are light, but amount to a
considerable sum in the aggregate.

The working of the organization is
conducted with admirable thorough-
ness and precision, officers being em-
ployed to track and secure the arrest
of stock thieves. Not only is this the
case, but when any suspicious charac-
ters are seen in or near any part of the
section of country within the purview
of the Associution, every point is in-
formed of tlie circumstance, in every

lace stock owners are on the lookout

or thieves, and thus depredations upon
cattle herds are doubtless prevented.

Some idea may be formed of the
completeness and dispatch with whieh
the association acts in cases of cattle
stealing from the fact vhat 80 soon as
the depredation committed by the par-
ties arrested in Arizona was known,
men in the employ of the organization
were immediately dispatched to every
point of outlet from the country, for
the pnrpose of either intercepting or
tmﬁng the thieves. The result proves
the effectiveness of the work done by
these agents or detectives.

We believe if the stock raisers of
Utah would, in each section, combine
and organize associations such as the
one now under consideration and which
was formulated last June, cattle steal-
ing would soon be an evil of the past.
This position is strengthened by the
fact that the present Legislature has
passed an excellent law in relation to
the care, herding, branding and pro-
tection of stock. Thetendency of the
measure is to make the way of the cat-
tle thief more difficult and thorny.
This wise law provides against all per-
sons driving stock belonging to other

eople off the range, rendering them
iable to indictmentgior Frand larceny.
No ‘‘running brand’’ will be allowed.
Persons disposing of or receiving any
stock animals, by purchase, without
giving or receiving a written bill of
sale will be guilty of a misdemeanor.
The measure requires also that no
neat cattle shall be killed un-
til distinctly branded; those en-
gaged in slaughtering cattle are re-
quired to keep a detailed record in re-

lation to each animal; bills of sale are
also to be given and received when any

ke

sale of hides is consummated, and the
purchasers are required to keep a re-
cord of the articles purchased.
Butchers are required to retain ait
hides of cattle at least seven days
after the cattle are slaughtered, during
which time they shall be subject to
public inspection. All persons other
than butchers are required to keep
hides under similar circumstances for
a period of at least twenty days. No
person other than the owner or hLis
agent or employee is permitted to re-
move the hide or pelt from any animal
found dead. The County Courts are
empowered, should they deem it nec-
essary, to appoint one or more detec-
tives to discover violations of the stock
laws. They are also authorized to offer
rewards for the detection of persons
violating the act under coansideration,

It appears to us that with such a
comprehensive act as has just passed
the Legislature, and stock protecting
assoclations covering all the more ex-
posed portions of the Territory, Utah
may soon free herself of western des-
peradoes of the genus catile thief. A
thorough application of the means
designated 1n this article would soon
make this part of the country a place
to which persons belonging to that dis-
reputable class would be glad to givea
wide berth.
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A MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS.

A JOINT committee of the Council and
House of Representatives has been ap-
pointed, to draft a Memorial to Con-
gecss asking for the appointment of a
congressional committee to inquire in-
L0 the affairs ef this Territory, so that
any action taken by Congress in rela-
tion to Utah may be based upon correct
information. We have heard the ques-
tions asked: **What need is there for
another Commission? 1Is not the Utah
Commission composed of gentlemen
qualified for the task, and if so why ask
for another?”

These queries arise from lack of
understanding. The Utah Commission,
created by the Edmunds Act, has
certain fixed and detinite powers. The
exercise of any authority beyond ,the
limits defined 1n that Act would be un-
lawful and therefore void. Among
those powers, investigation into the
charges that have been made against
the wajority of the people here 1s _not
enumerated. That Comumission is not
an investigating comwittee, such as is
contemplated in the action of the Leg-
islature,

The necessity for a committee of this
Kind is plainly seen in all the bills and
all the speeches made in the Senate or
House of Representatives of the United
States against the people called **Mor-
mouns.” The bills and the speeches
manifest gross ignorance of the facts,

and mucn misunderstanding which
has been produced by false mforma-
tion. It is desirable taat the true con-

dition o1 Utah affairs, her people, laws,
customs, condition and prospects
should be known to that body which
has undertaken to enaet laws for her
regulation. T'his has always been the
wish of the majority of her citizens,
But the small minority who have per-
sistently endeavored to misrepresent
the facts, have always been opposed to
such an investigation. And the reason
for that opposition is and has been,
that it is not the truth which they
want to be established, and light would
be unfavorable to their schemes of dark-
ness and dishonesty.

Federal officials have frequently aid-
ed in the work of misrepreseutation
through which the passage of inimical
laws has been secured. Their state-
ments, ofiten diametrically opposed to
the trutl:, have been received as facts
because of their official position; and
without hearing **the other side,’’ con-
clusions have been jumped at resulting
in legislation which has been injurious
to the Territory, and has not effected
the object which its chief advocates
had in view, It was false information,
received without scrutiny or hearing
anything from the defence, that
prompted the so called “*Utah war,” in
which millions of public money was
spent in a fiasco that would have been
disgraceful in a pelty commonwealth,
and in a great nation was as criminal
as it was ridiculous. A committee of
investigation sent here béfore the army
was ordered out instead of afterwards,
would have saved the country millions
of treasure and from a false step that
any sane;individual would have hesitat-
ed to take—a rash and inexcusable
movement without inquiry and, as the
event proved, without cause,

The report of Governor Murray to
the Secrctary of the Interior, and the
Governor’s message to the Legislative
Assembly, both official documents,
contain not only gross misrepresenta-
tions of fact, but absolute and positive
untruths. It is not to be wondered at
that such ofiicial statements are re-
ceived at the seat of government as
veritable reiations of Utah affairs, and,
considering the prejudice which exists
against those who take pains to refute
them, that they should pass muster
without much question or attempt to
examine evidence to the contrary.

Under these circumstances an im-
partial committee of inquiry, if it be
possible to obtain such a body, is
urgently demanded, and _no one can
reasonably object but the rascals who
lie and deceive public men in regard to
Utah and the “*Mormons.” Investiga-
tion is the last thing that they desire.
Their success depends upon the

general disposition to gulp down



