182

THE DESERET WEEERLY:
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voice of God. It ie from this source—
the reveiotiome of God through thu
Propuet~-President of the Chuioch—
that the Church hae recelved its
knowledge of the Gospel and tbe
power ol the Priestheod. It fs true
that these revelalipos, as lbhey have
heen regeived from time Lo time, have
been presented to the members of Lhe
Qhureh for their uveceptance, snd up to
the prerent Lhere always has heen ap
overwhelmlog majority of the Balots
who have hesn esuflicleotly euniighi-
eped by the Bp!rit o1 God to sccepl the
word o! tbhe Lord through H.s Prophet

and cerry it out, ard my faitb
1= that 1t wlill always bhe w0
io thia dispensation, for the 1eason

that God hbas promised ue that He
wiil copeummate His work jotnis
dispensation. Of c.uree, If 1t should
trapspire that the Church #fhould re
ject the word of the Lord through His
Prophel, asthey huve the llberiy to
do if they eo elecl, then they would
not chabge the truth or the law, hut
wolld in ¢flect pay: ‘*We will nol ac.
cept the law of God;’? and if that uop-
bappy Llime #ver comes, they must re.
sume the full respousibiiily of Lhe act
which rejects Lbe counssls of God.
You wili perbape remember the taoy
that anoteot [srael once daid thie in »
very remarkahle manpner when they
rejected the mild governmeut of Lhe
judger and clamored for a king, that
they might be i{ke olber natione; anv
when Bamuel took the matler to the
Lord, he wae commeanded to let them
bave their way, to give them 8 king,
and apparently forthe encouragement
of Bumuel, the Liord aajo: **Ihey have
not rejecled thee, but they have re-
jecled me, that I abhould reign over
them, Henrken uanlo thetr (the peo-
ple’s) voice,’’ eald the Lord, *bow bell,
yet protest solemnly volp them, and
show them the mannoer of the Eing
tbat sha]l Teign over them.” (I
Bamuel, vill,) All of which the
Prophet diy, but withoul availl, sod
Ierael by a sad experlence through
long periods of $yran.y by reason ol
kingly rule learned now solemn »
thing it wns lo rejeot the word of
Uod.

But you seem (o thlok fthat the
power ahpve referred Lo as lodged o the
President ot the Church s destructive
of the principle of common colsent,
abd op Lbhat beag say: °**If the Firel
Presidency has the right 1o ‘change,
alter, or make lawe? for the Church,
common copeent 18 pbeclele and there
can never exleliwo pupreme law-mak.
fug powers in any vrgantzation at one
and the eame time.”” The mistake
you mske t8 in conshdering the mem-
bere of the Chuzrch, through the cpera-
tion of the doctrine of **commob con-
sent,’? se thejone sppreme law-makiog
power in tbe Oburch, wheress, in re-
ulity, It ie not the law.maeking power
at ull. The Church of Ohriet s yov-
erned by Lthe laws of God, whioh laws
He reveals tu the Church through bhim
who §s the President thereof, and if
tbe Church should reject that law,
they reject the Jaw 0! God aocd woula
be upnder ocondempsllon and vade:
God?’s displeasure; for It cannot be that
He would ke weil pleased with those
who rejeot His couneels, Youm are
tight ¥p saying *ihere can never ex-
let two supreme Jlaw-mekiog pPowers
In any orgroizatlon at one and the
game time.”” Nor bas God appointed

‘“tiwo supreme law-makiog Ppowers?’
In His Qbuich. He hae ap.
poloted but spe, and Lhat one Lhe
Presldent of the Quureh. Aoy 1
apprebend that a very gieat amopuutl o
the difficulty enconntered hy yourssell
anoyd others who may lake the same
view oj matters as yeu do, alaes (rom
the fact that you allempt to dieplace
the law-making power, of what would
be mMore accuiale Lo sny, the Iaw an-
oouncing power—tor the laws ure ihe
luws of God—which God bas uppointed
Io the Church, with another, and that
other the memhbers of the Church,
tbrough the operation of tbe doctrine
ot “‘common copsent.’”” The Church
of Chrlst subslets hy reason ol & Voluo.
tary acceplauce ol ite doctrines snd
williog submission to ite jaws. and
dlscipline on the part of ita members.
Feuple are converied Lo toe truth It
lesches and of their own free wiil sub.
mil to Its regulstione; aond as the
Courch begins iop e voluDleary accep-
tance ol ite docirinen, 50 |l coulinues;
apd am new (rulbs wre revealed, ADU
changiog condilions require new regu-
Jatiooe, or Irregularities call for the Fe-
rflrmation ot exlsting lawes, tnese
ueBeures are submitted to the mem.
vers of the Church thatthey may accept
lhem, that they may astert thelr bnr-
mony with the lJaws of God; snd when
tke Church dootrioes ana regniatious
are¢ thue accepted, they are, of courer,in
torce. Only #0 fur uoes the docirine
of ““oummon cobeeul’ enler Jntothe
making of Jawe for the Church.

You turther say that 'sif Lthe com.
moh oonsenl is witbheld, Lhere resin
oo suthority In the First Presideocy
‘to muke, alter, change or revpke the
lawe.” If the Church should rejtol
the word of the President of Lhe
Church whilob the BSaints are com-
mapded Lo recelve as the very word o!
Giod, then of couise it muy be sald thut
thiuge would come to a siandstiil, for,
us slready polnled ount,tbe Church cau
only ¢xi8l us itse members volu. tariiy
acoept ils docirines and submit Lo ite
regulations. But (his phase of Llhe
queslion need not detsin us longer,
ue It does not represent an iscuu jn the
present conditlon of aftairs. “Common
ovneent?? 18 out withbheld from the deo-
larstion of rules In relation to politi.
cal aflslre ae affecting its high Chureh
officiale. On the conlrary, it s sc-
oepted Ly the Balots, and Is D fofce
as u Obhurch regulstion, hy the will
of the presldjng quorume and the ovn-
esnul of the Church members. It [ol-
fowe, it me remind yonw, that those
who are opposing if, and seekiog tv
destroy iL, are opposlng and seeklng
the deetructinn of a rule regularly ic-
troduced by the presiding authoritles
und scoepied by the Churoh members;
end therefore such pariles nre meking
war upon lbe Chareo,

You will poderetand the above re-
matks on the doolrine p!f outnmou Con-
sent s» applying slone {p ite place lo
the muking of laws, und oot a2 re.
Iated to acte of sdminletratlon o
offsi1e and Lhe election hy vole of Be-
cepiance of officers. Lo the !alt.r
relalious it coubtlees wounld have a
spmew hat wider ecope thup 10 relation
to Jaw.-mskiog for the Church, but it
ia not neceasary to discuss thut here,

V.
DUTY OF THE MINORITY.

You say you camnnot accept the so-
calied **Manifesto’’ as **Lhe word of the

Loord, or the policy that it is the duniy
of every member of the Chureh tp cgre
ry out.” Oop the contrary, you heljave
it to be the duly of every man who
views the suhject #s youm Go to dy a))
he can towards Ita repeal. Before a
meacyre I8 adopted, when It I8 in the
atage of formetiou, and voder di.cye.
glon, I believe it to be the Fighi pf
every man honestly 10 expresa his
views upon it, and If It does not seem
lo bim to be right or Iails Lo sppeay o
his judgment as 8 wise polioy, 1t Is pja
right, in o froper epiril, 10 oppose ft,
But when by action of those to whpm
it is submttted, and wbo bave u rj pt
lo dJecide, the decislon Eoes agaipg
judgment and convictlon, and pe
question bas pasted from the fielg gf
discussion tothe resim of aocomplich gy
facl, then I thiok that that law jg ga
bluoing upon the mipority as Upon e
majority, apnd that it showld be gy
loyaliy supported by (hteé Who oppogeyd

iy, a8 theee who sGvocaley 4
uclil ite wisdom ie vindicated, pp
18 folly made meudfesl snd yhe
way prepared for ile repeal, o

cuurse, if a policy Is b0 utlerly pgy
in pme’s judgment Lhot oDe’s ggq.
BC encCe canpot become reconolled tg ji
ue hag the ulternative of leaving th;a
spciety enactiug il, hul il is B Bolug)e
io think one can coneistently elay
wituln no orgenlzation and ¥8i mpky
war upon lte lawa and regulations, |
nave been partioular thus (o state ¥
views upon wbat L think shotld be e
conduct ol mivorities, bechmse ygp
oonfideotly deolare the belisl thay I
ooce beld views simllar to your owp gp
thie polol. I disclaim thal, however
and thal most emphulioally; and spy
h.it st no time have |l enlenained Lhe
views avowed by you, You clte a4
=Vidence of my enlertainiog spgp
views the fauguage used hy me ip 44.
ministering to Broiber Moses
Thaloner. The expreesion seized upgp
by yoa es such evideoce {8 the gpe
acilog that Brother Moees *may pe.
vome poweriful and stroog {o plead [y
the righte aod libertles of the peopie, s
“Lt is evident,” you say, *thal st thig
tliwe your opinioo wus thal the )ihep.
tles of the people were ]aopard]zed.

aod lv view of the contfoversy
then exieling, 1t is hut falr o
sssume Lhat Lthese liberlles were

placed In Jeopardy, 1o your jundgmeng
ny the manifesto,. which, for reaaou=
oest koown lp yeu, yo& had been leg
unocoscientiouely to slgn.” Tosay the
ieapt of if, Yyou have here hung a very
heavy weight upon u very slender
thread. Yom oertainly bad to rajse
the phrass with whioch yon begap
¥our calculation to Jla tentb power ip
urder to arrive al your conclusion, Qf
course, I caunot remember the japn-
gusge [ used b0 Lhe Dcoselon referred
toj you may have reported it sccurate.
iy lor all I koow, It may have heep
as fervent and earnest ae Your report
makes i, lor I was soxious-for the re.
0.very of Brolher Moaes and siwaye
felt 10 wdministering to him that if I
could bave impartied to bim a portion
ol m¥ own physloul strength, or could
bave shafed my own bealth with him,
[ would have done it without hesita-
tion; for he wss nnd is deal 1o me,
But know, Brother yonce for all,
that the maonifesto was not in my
mwiod Ay moment while admioister-
fog to Mueea on thet pecasion. Nor
didg [ think then, sny more than
I do now, (hat thete wuae ROy




