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and privileges, belongs to all man-
kind nnd is justifiable before me.”

A writer who Is engaged Iin
the daily task of misstating nnd
Misconstrutng the creed of the Lat.
terday Saints in reference to hu-
Mman apd divine laws, wants to
know “why It was necessary for the
Lord to change His mind and mod-

His command.”” He also
“lates that “the head of the Church
4nd those who should succecd tofhis
Office were to be the only judges of
What laws were or were not consti-
tutional »»

The answer Is, there ls no evi-

Nee in the later revelation that
the Lord gid ““change his mind® in
fegard to the former. They are per-
fectly harmonious with each other.
The Iatter s fuller than the former,
% the blossom is fuller than the

ud, but there is no contlict between

bey, And it is o carping eritic
that finds fault with a requirement
obey all constitutional Jaws,

The statement that certain indi-
Viduals were to be “the only judges
o .wha.l, laws were or were "not con-
H’ﬁltutlonal," is made out of the same
Material from which the author of
™ manufactures other falsehoods.
w e iz nothing in either revelation

bieh justifies such an assortion.
And the et that inall the great
s&“tl'ovusiea that have oceurred be-

ten the Latter-day BSuints and
of Ir persscutors, the Supreme Court

the United States has been ap-
Pealed to for final arbitrawment, is
2::01' Positive that no such idea is

ertained by the Chuch.

hesnme writer finds a blg buga-
:‘{ In the words, “that prineiple of
p:’i"dﬂm In maintsining rights and
a“;uegea belongs - to all mankind

I8 justifisble before me.*” In
:“8 this he misquotes the words
in Ce, giving them differently
fereuaeh case and both being dif-
the t;t from the text, and then says
Ung anguare is ¢“turgid.’” This is
moal in his perversions of “Mor-
then” -doetrine. He never states
y Position fairly, and rarely makes

Uotation cerreetly. But possing

:r'?j What 1y there in the foregoing
nunt: from the Doctrine and Cove-

that iz really objectionable?
mp‘;::nllly upholds sugh law or prin-

A8 maintaing rights and privi-
M‘?ﬂ;,hmys it belongs to all mankind
say ‘?t it is justifinbte. Why, he
thiz’ That opens the door to any-

org the First Presidency of the
Non  Church may declare to

R revelntign »
hev:,"’ We do not believe thers can
‘lllem::d another writer on this
on earth who would at-

L ==

tempt to draw such an inference in fwho have eyes to see, it serves lo

print.
of the premise and of the conclu-
sion, and judge of the kind of logic
that made the deduction. A com-
mand te uphold constitutional lIaw
which malotaing rights and privi-
leges, opens the door to anything
that certain persons may declare to
be revelation!

comprehension.

There is another paragraph quoted
from the later revelation as follows:
“And as pertaining to the law of
man, whatsoever is more or less than
these cometh of evll.’””? Thig he
says was ‘‘an obscure way of telling
the Saints, that they were notun-
der the slightest obligation to obey
mere man-made laws.**

When an unprineipled opponent
starts out to garble and misinter-
pret, of couree he can find fanlt with
anything, no matter how right and
true and commendable It may
be. We belleve that any person
of fair mind and common un-
derstanding who reads the words
guoted from the revelation, will ob-
tnin the very opposite imnpression
from that scught to be conveyed in
the comument. Haa it’ not been
demonstrated, not only in the ex-
perience of the Saints but in that
of this Whole nation, that any law
which is not constitutional and does
not maintain that fresdom which
belonge to 411 mankind, cometh of
evil? The history of the Church
and the history of the United
Btaees, furnish numerous Instances
In proof of this and establish its
truth beyond rational dispute.

Instend of telling the Saints that
they were “not under the slightest
obligation to obey mere man-made
laws," it placed them under the
mosat sacred obligations to obey and
support all laws of man that are
constitutional. What more in this
direction could be desired? There
ls nothing ‘“obscure’” in the
language of the command. The
obscurity is all in the mind and the
misstaternents of the writer,who en-
deavors to pervert its meaning, for
the purpose of invoking force and
compulsion to bring the most law-
abiding people on this continent into
his way of mind and purpose.

This manner of attack on the
principles and order of the *‘Mor-
mon** Church serves to ald in more
firmly convincing its members that
its doetrines are divine. Error may
be met and overcome with truth.
But truth cannot be successfully op-
posed by truth, and so falsehood
is brought to the front. To thoss

Just compare the lrmguugeI

Such reasoning is|
beyond reply beeause it is be_v,'ond1

make the truth more clear and
beautiful, while for the perverters
and maligners they are filled with
sentiments either of pity or of con-
tempt.
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MISREPRESENTATION.

WE are under the necessity of
sgain, referring to the misstatements
of an adversary who Is so grossly
untruthful and vulgar 1In his
attacks that it is a degradation to
notice them. Having made a piain
and unequivocal assertion that a
certain revelailon was contained in
the Doctrine and Covenants, and
being unable to produce it Lecause
it is not there, ns he well knew
when he made the pretended refer-
ence to it, he now attempts to cover
his wilful untruth by some general
attacks on the system and principles
which perpetually excite his malice
and bad blood.

This Is a much eafer and more
conpenial course fer him to pursue,
He can pour out expletives like a
flood; he con rave like a lunatic;
he can void billingserate like a fish-
fag; and no one with self-respect
will reply. Andon this reluctance
to notice his vituperntion he banks
to n large amount.

But added to this are some more
attempts loguote from the Doctrine
and Covenants and to misinterpret
them and twist them into a mean-
ing they were evidently never In-
tended to convey. And It is this
that we feel called upon to pay
some attention to. His personall-
ties, abuse and villifieation count
for nothing eéxcept to show his
breeding.

To prove that the ‘Mormon?’’
Church is “an absolute despotism,”
and that it “takes In charge the
consciences of Its pevple,’” he quoles
the following, and procecds to com-
ment upon it:

«The Twelve nre a traveling, pre-
siding High Council, to officiate in
the name of the Lorl, under the
direction of the Presidency of the
Church, agreeable to the institutions
of heaven, to build up the Church
and regulate all the affairs of the
same in all nations,?*

The inference he druws from
this is that these men aro “‘delegated
Jirect from God to rule’’ and that
¢sthere can be no questiou of thelr
power.”” We need make nu reply
to this, the langunge of the book is
sufficiently explicit, and the whole
comment made upon it is utterly
unwarranted by the text. The in-
ference ia alwo utterly and purposely
falne.



