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"EDITORIALS.

MANUFACTURED * INTER-
VIEWS.”

IN the letter from our Washington
correspondent, published in another
part of this paper, referencs is made
to the reported Interviews with Hon.
George Q. Cannon, which have ap-

peared in the public prints, We|Pr

have well understood that in many
reapects those reports were not gen-
ulne. Those who are familiar with
the situation here, and acquainted
with Mr, Cannon, ecould perceive

the mumerous errors in the press
dispatches purporiing to relate
conversations with him, They con-
tained too many inaccuracies to be
faithful accounts of remarks made
by that gentleman, who is tpo thor-|
oughly posted on ’Ulnh affairs and

the sentiments and attitude of the
¢ Mormon™ people, and too cautlous
and exact in his utterances to make
use of expressions that have been
attributed to him by *“‘enterprising”
ral;i’mntatlvaa of eastern jour-
n .

It will be seen from our Washing-
ton letter, that a telegram concocted
in Utah and sent east frum Ogden,
containing many flagrant errors, has
formed tha basis of some of the 1e-
ported *“interviews” with Mr, Can-
non. It is very unfair, both to the
“Mormons™-and to the gentleman
who 80 ably represents them, to
fasten upon him the nonsense fabri-
cated by anti-“Mormons.” Yet
many newspapers, in addition to
publishing accounts  of the
all Interviews, have comment-
ed extensively upon Mr, Cannon’s
remarks—manufactured for him by |
lively press reporters—taking for
granted that they were his views as
an authorized exponent of the sys-
tem known as “Mormons,”

We protest against this as in.
Justice to him and to the “Mor-
mons,” Yet there are many papers
which would much rather publish |
the stuff made up to deceive, than

the Committee on Appropriations,
but when 1t came to t'se Conference
Committee it was aocepted with
some others by way of com promise,
each House receding from some of

| ber of that committee, a8 siated by

The Amendment was rejected by

its objections fo the other’s amend.
ments. In the Conference Commit.
tee Mr. Blackburn desired a change
in theamendment concerning Utah,
to make it clear and beyond ques-
tion that no appointments ghould
be ible in cases where the law
ovides that the iocumbents shall
hold until their saccessors are elect-
ed and qualified. Bat every mem-

Mr. Butterworth, and acknowledg-
ed by Mr. Blackburn, agreed that
this is exactly what is provided by
leaving the amendment in its pre-
sent shape. Under that considera-
tion they considered Mr. Black-
burn’s proposition unnecessary, and
that gentleman said to the House:

“] mean to deal fairly in this mat-
ter,and I was going to say that
while the amendment which I of.
fered was voted down, every mem-
mer of the conlerence committee
insisted that the law itself provided
for the case. 1 only sought to make
it mo:e specific, and to give it a
consiruction which would prevent
any such practices as the gentle-
man from Ohlo (Mr. Converse) has
suggested as posgible.”

If there Is any vacancy then, aoy
case in which an officer is elected
for a given term expiring on the
firet Monday in Auguast, 1882, with
no provision for holding until his
successor is elected and qualified,
the -amendment authorizes and

to desiroy, sctually
alive and vigorous a system design-
ed by the Almighty
everything that rises wup against it.
“‘God moves in a mysterious way,
His wonders to perform.”

AN effort is to be made once more
to raise oysters in the G eat Salt

order has been received by Fish

=

nelp to keep
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OYSTERS IN THE GREAT
SALT LAKE.

Lake. The telegraph sfates tLat an

Commissioner Blackburn from Mr.
House, an old resident of Corinne
Utah, for two barrels of eeedling
oysters for cultivation in the lake,
The statement Is erroneously

made that ¢“this is the first attempt
to cuitivate the oyster in Balt Lake.”
A thorough {rial was made several
years ago at the mouth of the
Weber River. The seedling oysters
arrived In good condition and were
planted and tended carefully. But
he conditions were found to be un-
favorable. Too much salt impreg-
vated the water at a distance from
the river, the mud that washed Into
the lake from the river’s mouth was
unzuitable to the bivalve, and the
oysters soon ‘¢ petered out” leaving
pot A gign of their existence.

It ja possible that Mr. douse may
be more successeful at the mouth of
Bear River, than the promoters of
the scheme were &t the influx of the
Weber, but his atfempt is not the
first of the kind. We ehould be
very much pleased (o be able to

|

empowers the Governor to fill it
by appointment, go that **the machi.
nery of government may go on.”

Bat in no other case is he authoriz
ed to appoint, for that would be mak
ing diffieulty and confusion instead
of avoiding it, and would be the
means of producing the very evil
which Congress declared theameund-
ment was intended to avert. It
creates no vacancies, it abrogates no
local law, and if acted upon in its
plain intent will make no disturb-

any true and reliable explanation of
the principles and policy of the
Latter-day BSaints, However we
consider it right to draw attention
to the unreliability of the reports of
lnterviews which occasionally come
to hand, and casutiou the public ir

they accept such news (?) at all, to
receive it cum grano salia,

—l—-ﬁ—r-nl-lh-————

THE PLAIN INTENT OF THE
LAW.

It is worthy of special note that
daring the consideration in Congress
of the Amendment by which the
Governor of Utah was empowered

ance, but fill the measure of its crea-
Uon as explained by its main sup-
porters.

_‘—H—-—*l—--ql-—h—-

EFFECTS OF EXTE AL PRES-
SURE.

THE Philadelphia American refers
to its prediction that the**Mormons'’
““were going to offera eolid and pret-
ty eflective resistance to the execut-

ion of the'Edmunds law,” and goes |

on to say:

“It i1s an interesting problem
how far any community can be

to fill vacancies under a ceriain
probable coutingency, the sound-

ness of the ‘“hold over” principle|in

was admitted and declared. During

e discusslon of the measure in the
ienate, it could not be denied that
the principle would hold good in the
Territories a8 it does in the States.
And duaring the debate in tue
House it was plainly expressed as
tbe unanimous epinion of the Con
ference Committes, composed of
members of both houses, and was
not disputed by & single member
of either the S=znate or the Houss,

I/ members had been famillar
with the Utah siatutes they would
have seen that the Amendment was
totally unnecessary. They were
swnder the im that there was
no provision by which toe failure of
the August election could be reme-
died, and tonat unless Congress
legislated for the emergency the
whole itory would be without
a legal officer, They were mistaken
in suppesing that all the Utah local

are to be elected the same
year, and they wsre noi aware in
how many instances it is provided
by our statutes that the terms of
office shall eontinue until (suceces-
sors are elected and gualified,

‘What they designed, as they de.
clared in 80 msany words, was that
‘no anarchyshould arise through the
failure of the August election,” and
to prevent this they so worded the
Amendment that the Governor
should fill such vacancies, and such
only, a3 might be caused through
the failure of the election, It fol-
lows then, beyond a doubt, that in
those cases where the law provides
that the incumbents sball hold their
offiees for a certa n period “‘and un-
til their mmlhara clected amj

uatified,” there is no vacancy an
Ehmfﬂm there can be no appoint-
mﬂnli- ik :

posed, to desist from practices
which its pnblic opinion religiously
approves., The English experience
land does not sesm to promise
success in the attemapt. Mormon-
ism, perhaps, never wiil be broken
up, except from within; and every
external attack heightens its esprit
de corps, and postpones the dissola-
tion of the sect.”

This is good common rense, illu-
minated by the light of experiencs
History shows the failure of atl
tempts at compulsion such as the|
American points out, and also the
effect of ouiside pre:sure upon reli-
gious bodies, namely, to consolidate
and strengthen them. We have no/
fear that ‘“Mormonism?” will ever
be ‘*broken up” by any means. But
we agree with the American that it
certainly cannot be destroyed by
the attacksof its eneinjes. Interna
discords are the only agencies pos:i-
ble to weaken it, and they are ren-
dered improbable by as:aults from
the outside which it is continually
required to withstand.

The character of the opposition
this system has to meet is such as
to call forth all the sympathies and
energies of iisadherents, Even the
slothful and undevotional are stim-
ulated to activity and zeal in its de-
fence, by the unwarrantable snd
oppressive measure designed for its
extirpation. We deplore the exist-
ence of such anti-American and
despotic schemes, under color ot law
and national autherity, and of so
bitter and malicious a spirit as is
manifesied by professed exponents
of Christianity against that which
they denominate “Mormonism,”but
we cannot but rejoice over the
effecla of their unressonable hostili-
ty. This people cannot sink into
the inerfia that tends to dissolution.
A ceaseless outside pressure and ex-
cltement compels union and aectivi-

q

| sionaries go cut to the world chiefly
compelled, by a law externally im- |

chronicle the succe:=ful caltivation
of the oyster in the great saline lake
of the North American Continent.
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THE DIFFERENCE.

A LAND agent and attorney of this
city recently received the annexed
communication, which we publish,
suppressing the eignature, as a sam-
pleof others that occasionally reach
this office:

NEw LATHORP, Aug. 1st, 1882,

Z'oc the Land Agent:
A 1 hear that you are offering

homes to families that will come to
our place and join your church, it

a8 always been my belief, and I
have get my wife to thinklng the
same, and she said if you bad a
mind to send me & deed of & farm
that we could go. If you send this
gleasu gend it as soon as you can,

end to John &e.

It is popularly suppozed that this
Church is engaged in a general im-
migration echeme, and that its mis-

for the purjose of gathering up re-
cruits to swell the rsnks or the
‘*Mormons,”’regardles of the charsc-
ter of those whou can be c¢sught in
the *Mormon” mnet. Tbisidea bas
been fostercd by the pulpit and the
press oppo-ed to our faith, and the
language we have used here, is
theirs in substance.

If this were the object in view we
misht save a8 great deal of trouble
and expense by publishing invita-
tions, settingfoirth inducements to
persons desiring to emigrate and
offering pecuniary assistance. The|
preaching and traveling of our mis-
sionaries might be dlspeneed with
almost entirely. we could bring
the people here by thousands,taking
our choice of applicants,

But this is all a mistake., Ths
“Mormon’ Church has a mission to
perform, included in which are the
gathering of the Saints of God from
all parts of the earth and the build-
ing up of Zion, But these are con-
sequent upon the great work ot
preaching the gospel to all nations
as a witness of the approach of ““the
end.” This daty rests upon the
whole Church. “Let every man
that is warned, warn his neighbor,”
is the divine command to us, The |
first step in the latter-day work is
the preaching of the Gospel; this is
followed by admalnisteriog baptism
for the remission of sins to believing
and repenting persons, Then comes
the laying on of hands for the gift of
the Holy Ghost. All this precedes the
gathering. We have no gen-
eral immigeation or ecolonizing
tcheme to promote. The converzion
of people from error and sin is what
we have in view, flist and formost,
and the gathering is a continuation
of the work, thatconverts miy con-
gregate together where they may
more fully practice the religion they
have embraced than is possible to
them in & scatfered condition, and

=

ty. And thus the means intended |

that the Zion of Ged may b
lished.

aeatab-]

fered to | eopie to emigrate vy *‘Mor-
prevail over | mon” missionaries have no exis-
t-nc- «xcept in the fancies of those
who invent them. It is not true
that people &broad a&are promised
land and susienance and other tem-
poral favors to get them to emig:ate,

sequent upon the reception of the

| condition,

To the Most Reverend the Archbishop and the |

vies, M. A., and of Ellen his wife, residing in
the parish of Chisw.ck, in the dioceze of Loge |
don, sheweth

arch Abrabam and by other facts recorder in
the Holy :cripturas, that the practice of Con-
cublnage, a8 & distinct énd lower form of
marriage, wis allowed In f rmer days without
rebuke by Almighty God, and is not foabid.
den or censured in any part of seripture:

ans by eomeof the canons of the early church:
of the Church of Engiand, so far &8 your peti.

The supposed ‘‘inducements’ of-

There i8 ne need of this, More
people desire to come to Utah than
mesns of assistance can be obtsined
for. Our wok of gathering is con-

yuths we preach, in toe hesrts and
lives of couverts. No conversion, no
gathering. It Is the bringing to-
gether of ‘‘the elect,” the temporal
redemption of the Bain's; not an in-
discriminate collection of people
anxious to better their material

Of course a few disingenuous per-
sons incited by unworthy motives
mingle with the throng of thcse
who come s8in~ing the sungsof Zlon
and desirous of serving the Lord.
And they soon maniieat themselves
and exhibit their true designs, The)y
usually become enemies to the men
who have assisted them., This is to
be expected. Ingratitude is genera-
lly allied to the baseneass of tre
hypoerite. Everyone who professes

God, aud the giviug

viea, dia wi
I8 10 EAY, 1o the month of Jul
the Lord Bsho

these facts, H.ug
upon; at the eAme Lme dechring
Oess 10 repent and make repuration,
should be found that he bad
error theredus

uded prayerio Almigh

: and recelving a m,a;g &
That your peutlouer, the sald Mercer Da-
in & sburt Ume afterwargs, | hat
¥y 16876, wrie to
of Loudon, informing bim of
requesting h's opinion there-
h:s readls
it it
comwitted any

‘Lhat the Lord said Bishop raplied by letter to
your 8ald petitioner, expressing his disappros
batiou, but not clearly showing that such
conduct was contrary to the luws of God or
tue Church of llifgglnndi yet navert.hgleg
WArning your pe uwer not 10 approach t
lord’s ‘fu{)le: ai
That your sald petitioner has elnce that
time earuestly and repeatedly desired from
the said Lord Uishop, and from otber Minige
1ers haviog autnorjty withio this diocese, 8
furither and ful.er cousiderdtion of this sube
ject; but that they bave severaiy” excused
themsejves from this business, or other wise
neglecied it aud that the said Lord B.shop
bas still continued 10 forbid your peutiouer
from 1be Lord’s Table:
That sour petitioners, having lived to-
getber in falthful concubinage during the
space of five yeurs, were lawfully juived to
gether in marriage on the 13d day of Decems *
ber, 1s80; but tbal the said Lord Bishup stil
continues his prohibition as before; thereby
deprivivg your petliioner, the said Mercer Lés
vies, boun of his righis of Cor.stian feillowship,
and also of the means of ocbtaluing 2oy mules
tcpance by the exercise of his eacred calliug:
That your petitioner, the said Mercer L@
vies, has eet forih tne prineipal facts of Ecrip
ture acd of the iws of the Church, oun which
he relies for his justification in 1hese mailen,
in a book published by bim, e.titied
“Hugar; or ceripture Facts Coneceraing

to be a Baint must have at some time
the opportunity to prove himeeif.

The writer of the above letter
merely wants pecuniary assistance
to come here and make a home.

He therefore profecses belief in our |

cread. There is little doubt that he
knows nothing about it. We have
no sch<me to immigrate such indi-
viduals. We are not anxious for
their presence., Profezsous of belief
smount to nothing. Mere assent
to a form of faith does not avall,
Our Church is not made up of pre-
tenders. Those whose hearts are

not in it caanot remain attach-|

and we do not wish
to aid such in moving fo this
part of the world. But the
 honest in beart 7 who receive the
truth in the lové of if, obey i% in ein-
cerity and wish to gather with the
Saints a3 a natural consequence of

ed to it,

their faith and obedience, bave our |

sympathies wherever they may be
and whatever thelr country or con-
dition. We gladly haill them a:

i

Marriage;” which book he now respeetfuily
subimus 10 the eerious copsideration of your
Hight Hever: nd House; and that he 1s furiher
ready to produce such letiers or o.her evk
dence as mway be required to substantiate 1he
fucis above gtated:

That your sa.d petitioners, tierefore, hay
Ing & cleur coneglence hereln, and desiring to
gct 88 falbful memvers of Christ’s Holy
Cathbolic Church, hert:b! appeal to your Right
Heverend bouse to do fustice between them
and the sald Lord Bishop, and bumbly pray
your Lordships to dec/are—

Firstly—That the ewate of concubinage,
such us they bAve practised, that is to ea
when opeuly ceclared and taithfully nbee.ﬁa
i not condemned or prohibited by the writen
Word of God, nor by the laws or canons ¢
the Church of Kngiand: and theref.re ought
potto be visited with excomwuuication ¢
susjpension from the rights of Christian coms
munion acd fellowship ,

And sccondiy—That the eaid Lord Bishope
London hath gravely erred in churgiog you
peitlogers with w 8in, &nd for
them from Holy Communion, without g
clently bearing their defence, either in
Ecoclesiastical Cour! orotherwise, and €8
ally without further conferrivg with elther

them, a8 requested.
MERCER DAVIES,

(Signed)
ELLEN DAVIKS
4, Mawson Row, Chiswick, January 26,'88

We do not publish the fo:ezoing

brethren and sisters,and are willing
to help them all that liee in cur
power o come from ‘¢ the four cor-
vers of the earth ¥ and join in es-
txblishing the Zion of our God
There is the difference. We wish
everybody could be made to under-

stand it.

< <P

“CONCUBINAGE” ARD THE
CHURCH OF ENGLAND.

{ church have

for the purpose of endorsing the
doings of Mr. and Mrs. Davies,
which were undoubtedly inconsis-
tent with the regulations and teach.
ings of the churon to which they
belong, if not in wviolation of tue
text of its written diecipline. Bul
we refer to this matier to show what
a dilemma that church is placed in
by a fair and just consideration of
the mala question involved in thi
case. For it is avowed in the arth
cles to which clergymen of thal
to subscribe, t

A OLERGYMAN of the Churech of
England has made some stir in
London by the publieation of a book
entitled “Hagar, or Scripture Facts
Concerning Marriage, Especially in

Referencte to Polygamy, Concu-|

“what is not in accordance witl
holy scripture aud cannot be prover
thereby, is not to be required as a
article of faith.” The Church d
England is bound to be guiced by
the Old and New Testaments in it
Gecisious, and its dignitaries wil

binage, Divorce, Marital Authority,
ete,,” in which the author takes
ground enlirely uunorthodex, but
from which it appears that he can-

not be driven by the orthodox., His
name is Rev. Mercer Davies, M. A,,

| and be is a practical advocate of the

rightfulness of what he calls ‘*con-
cubinage.’”” This term he uses in &
different 8 nse from its usual accep-
tation. It is commcnly spoksn as s
term of reproach, and a concubine is
popularly supposed to be & woman
who, while unmarried, ma ntains
sexual relations that are improper
outside of the marriage bond., Mr.
Davies views the term more in its
scriptural sense, looking upon a con-
cabine as an inferior wile, not as an
unmarried womsan.

The course pursved by the clergy-
msan will be better undersicod from
his own siatement than from any
narration of ours,s0 we here insert his |
petition to the Archbishop of Can-
terbury, designed for presentation to
the Upper House of Convoestion of
the Established Church:

|
|

Right Reverend the Bishops of the Province
of Canterbury, in Convozation assembiled:

The humble petition of the Rev: Mercer Da-

That it appears by the examp'e of the Patri-

That It was expre sly permitied to Christi-
That it is not £ rbidden by any Jaw or canon

|

| wives and econcubin

~—Homilies
land,

find it most difficult to deduce any
thing from the conte.ts of the
cred volume which can be rntlunz
ly construed against the doctrine o
Mr. Davies,

In the preface to “Hagar” he
8ays:

“This, then, is the main poist o
which I venture to enailenge publi
opinion and public pre_f‘l: icel—
What does the Bible say on these
mwatters? Are these conclusions
fairly and honestly arrived at, with:

out perversion or misinterpretsa-
tion?”

And here are some guestions nu:
religion and morality which the su
‘or propounds to believers in the

Bible:

“Was Abraham gullty of sdultery |
when he tcok Hagar to wife in the
lifetime of Sarah?”

"*Was Jacob living in sin with his
two wives and two concubines,when
God met him at Peniel, and when
‘He blessed him there?’” |

{

#*Was David living in sin with |
his seversl wives and concubines in
Hebron; aud when ‘the Lord God |
of Hosts was with him$’* b

‘'Some again are offi:nded to heat
that the godly fathers had many |
es; although |

Scriptures, s
an honest name: 10f

after the phrase of the
concudbineg is

every concubine is a lawful wife,

bui every wife is not a concubine.”
of the Church of Eng

We have not the work before us

to quote from, but give these ex

hat Eé'ing"thm facts in mind, in the | YTBCI8 as they appear in & prospectus
yéar of our Lord 1875 your petitiosers, being | Of the book which is published by
tben both unmarried and of full Wertheimer, Lea & Co., of London
ﬂidlu}emnb'llﬂ deliberately tnﬁuuuu r | wall ’ "
into this state of oongublnage, in & private ’



