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statement that he is ‘‘a ‘Mormon’ of
nearly sixty years’ stamding?’ is trans-
parent and wilful fraud auu decoption.

This of itself sbould, in the eyes of
ail reasoning readers, vitiate his entire
coutribution to the literature of the
day. Batthere arv sviue statements
artfully interwoveu with the fabric of
his story which require speciftec refuta-
tion. Others may be Jdismissed with a
general denial. He puts remarks into
the mouth of the late Presgident Brig-
ham Youug aud other Elders of the
Cuurch which they never utiered, at-
tributes acts to theuw wihich they never
performed, repeats stories that are
taken from anti-“*Mormon?’ works as
though they were utterances of his
own, aud expresses sentimeats as
entertained by the “Mormons®’ which
are eutirely foreign to their belief and
feelings and intentions. These all lead
up'tu the main object of the arbicles.
That is to deceive the American pub-
le and fuster the latest scheme for the
disfranchisement of the monogamic
“Mormon’’ people, by couveying the
idea that Polygamy is still taught and
entered into in Utah, that the Church
dominates the Btate, and that the
sMormons?? are under military dis-
cipline and ready to fight against the
Government. To this c¢od the oft-re-
futed and spurious story of the Moun-
tain Meadows Massacre is told, as
fahricated by Utabh romancers, and
the Bloud Atonement fiction Is repro-
duced after the style of the dime
novelist. Aas to the former, while the
‘general public believe that the tragedy
was perpetrated under the sapction, if
not by the direction, of Brigham
Young, the evilence elicited at the
trial which resulted in the couviction
of John D. Lee, demonstrated the en-
tire discounection of President Young
and the Chureh over which he pre-
sided with the awful occurrence that
has veen so widely misrepresented for
evil purposes. The United States
District Attorney ofticially and pub-

- licly aonounced this at the trial. He
declared he had received all the aid
he could ask for from the Church au-
thorities to get at the root of the mat-
ter and the accured was convicted of
murder by a jury composed principal-
iy of members of the ‘*Mormon??

hurch.

It is a fundamental doctrine of our
crecd that a murderer eannot be for-
given; that be “hath not eternal life
abiding in blm;” that if a memier of
our Church, having received the light
of thg Holy Spirit, commila this capi-
tal crime, he will not receive forgive-
ness in this world nor in the world to
come. The revelations of God to the
Chureh abound in commaundments
forbidding us to shed blood. There
are no people living who bhave a great-
er horror of this offense agzainst “the
law of God and of man than the Lat-
ter-day Saints, conmonly, but errone-
ously called **Mormons.?’ This Church
was 0o more responsible for the mas-
sacre at Mountain Meadows than any
Christian Church is for the atrocities
that may be committed by persons
professing to be its members, It is hut
just to the memory of President
Brigham Young to say that the evi-
dence against his complicity with this
dread ['u!lacrime, a3 accessory either be.
fore or after the fact, is abundant, con-
vincing and complete.

It iz part of our faith that the only
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atonement a murderer can make for
his “sin unto death’’ 1s the shedding of
his own blood, according to the fiat of
the Almighty after the flood: “¥Who so
sheddeth man’s blood by mau shall hia
blood be shed.”> But the Iaw must be
execufed by the lawfully appointed
officer. This ias “blood atonement’’ so
much perverted by muligners of our
faith. We believe also in the atone-
ment wrought by the . shedling of
Christ’s blood on Calvary; that it is
efficacious for all the race of Adam for
the sin committed by Adam, and for
the individual sins of all who believe,
repent, are baptized by one bhaviog
authority, and who receive the Holy
Ghost by the laying onof authorized
bands. Capital crime committed by
such an enlichtened person eannot be
condoned by the Redeemer’s blood.
For him there is *‘no more racnfice for
sin;” his life is forfeit, and he only
can pay the penalty. There is no
other blood atonement taught, prac-
ticed or made part of the creed of the
Lattegday Saints.

Wedo nof Lelieve, as stated by the
pretended “Morinen,”’ that ““divulging
the secrets of the Endownmecut House,
marital unfaithtuloess oo the part of
the wife, leaving the “‘Mormon?”
Church,?” are unpardonable, or that
““the only atonement that can be made
for any of these offenses is the atone-
ment of bLluod.’? The atatement that
“this docirine ia part of our duty?? is
anether proof that the writer ia not a
¢“Mormon,’? and that he does not un-
derstand or else that he wilfully mis-
represenis the faith which he pretends
to explain. -

The connection drawn petween this
aileged doctrine and the murders com-
mitted at Mountain Meadows, also
proves the fulsity of the claim that the
wriler is a “Mormon,””> and Jjemon-
strates his misapprehension of his own
subject. The company that fell victims
to Indian ferocity and white venge-
ance and rapacity were not ‘‘Mor-
mons.”” They had revealed no secrets,
they had not lett the Church, they
bad done wpothing to justtty thedr
slaughter, even on the false theory of
Blood Atonement copied by the writer
in the flustrated American from old
newspaper fiction. This should be evi-
dent, even to the casual reader.

Another statement is equally absurd
and obviously untrae. Bpeaking of
the “Mormons’’ said to have partici-
pated in the massacre, he says: “Some
of them are alive today. They nod
to me familiarly on the streets of Balc
Lake City,and I nod back to them. The
United States goverument knows who
they are, knows what they have done,
and yet it has never dared to arrest
them or interfere with them.’”” This
is as great a libel on the vificers of the
United States euntrusted with the en-
forcement of the law as it is upou the
¢““Mormon”’ people. The whole ma-
chinery of the courts—judges, juries,
prosecutors and peace officets, also the
municipal government and its police
are in the hands of auti-““Mormons,”
who would all be eager to punish a
participator in that crimne, and most of
whom would be glad to avail them-
selves of the opportunities for slander
and excitement which a revival of this
dead 18sue would afford. The nonsense
of hisstatement, then, is only equaled
by its falsehood, and in attempting
once more to make it appear that he is

a *‘Mormon’? he omnly affords one moré’
proof of his imposture,

As to the power and disposilion of
the ““Mormons”’ to fight and the ne--
cessity of a resort to arms lie is equally
ridiculous and erroneous. There has
been no militia, **Mormoun?’ or Gentile,
in the Territory for more than twenty-
years, There are no ‘‘Mormons?’ un-
der arms. There has been no drilling”
or military training. Peace and equal-
rights with other American citizens is.
all that the ‘‘Mormona®’ desire. They
do not believe they will be required to
bapdle the weapone of war. They
have profound faith that God wil]
fight their battles. There is not the
slightest whisper of a carnal couflict
among them. There ls no pretext fora
collision between the ¢“Mormons®’ and.
the government. The only dispute that
has arisen of lute years between them
was a question of law. That has been
settled by the decisiolis of the Bupreme
Court of the United Btates and the ac-
tion of the Church in general confer:
ence. Plural marriage bhas been judi-
cinlly decided to be unlawful. The
Church has accepted the decision as
legally final, and by my oflicial ad vice
as President of the Chureh, bhas in the
most solemn and authoeritative manner
degided notf to enter into any marriages
in the future that are contrary to the
laws of the land.

What folly then for this assumed
‘“‘Mormon?’ to say: ‘“We must fight of
we must perish.”” “We wonld rather
die than give up this article of cur
cteed.” And what absurdity to say,
“In every endowment house in Utah
plural marriages nre being secretely
celebrated today.?”? There never wus'
but one endowment housge in Utah and
that, by my orders, was taken down in
1889. If the temples are meant by that
term, I say most emphatically the
statement is talse, and that no plura]
mairiages are or have been celebrated
in Utah to my knowledge or that of
any of my associates for some years,
And I cannot couceive how they could
be performed without my sanction and
oflicial consent.

I otjeet to the publication of thé
artictes in the Jflusirated American
chiefly on the ground that they pre-
tend to be written from a ‘‘Mormon?’
standpoint, and that thus the public are-
misled and the people whom I repre:
sent are correspondingly injured. For,.
while objection might reasonably be
made to the many misrepresentations,
those articles contain, yet they ‘aré
principally old stories retold and they
have been often disproved. But when
they are attributed to a “Mormon’?
source, thelr falsehvod becomes doubly
shameful] and they can only Le charae:
terized as cowardly and contemptible.

The editorial remarks that have ac-
companied them follow the line and
Jead to the end they bave in view,
They credlt the “Mormons? with liveg
which are ‘‘models of deecrum.’?
Yet they assert that the “Mormons?
massacred men, women and children
at Mountain Meadows. The same
people who are held up to admiration
for their honesty, trath and fidelity té
their religion, are accused of “a policy
of deception,?” and while yielding to
the demands made npou them at a
great sacrifice of feeling, they are
charged with defying the governmenunt,:
“fAinging down the gauntlet,’’ ang
wanting aud preparing to fight.



