1

. thosc

till Christ comes. From this the
Judge draws the inference tiiat Lhe
Church claims and exercises the
right to control its members in
temporal as well as spiritual things,
but hefails to show where, in the
least degree, this infringes on tue
liberty of the citizen.

He alsv announces the extra-
ordinary decision that “one of the
doctrines of the Church” is that
“for certain offenses the offender
shall suffer Jeath, as the only means
of atoning thr his transgressions, and
that any member of the Church has
the right to shed his blood.” The
truth is, the evidence shows to the
exact contrary. We unhesiiatingly

brand a8 a wicked falgehood
the statement that the Church
teaches, or holds, or has
ever taught o¢r held such an

abominable doctrinc. All the one-
sided utterances of individual opin-
ion which the Judge has selected,
fail to bear out his asgertion. In an
unfair and clearly partial manuer,
he injects remarks ss to the mean-
ing of those spuakers, into his eom-
ments, conveying ideas that they
diid not express or enteriain,

‘For instance,speaking of Jedediah
M. Grant’s sayings in regard to cov-
enant breakers, he suys: “That is,
who leave the Mormon
Church.??  Also: “Referring to the
right of the Cburch to shed the
blood of those who apostatized,
Brigham Young used the following
lunguage.’?

These are the Judge’s own fab-
rications and arc not the sense of
the quotations he makes, but are
gratuitous misrepreseutations of
both the language and the
intention of the speakers. Quot-
ing from a discourse by the
Editor of the DESERET NEWS, he
gives three solated paragraphs and
carefully suppresses the explanatory
context, and thus couveys a mean-
ing contrary to thatactually pro-
claimed and expounded by the
lecturer. The plain declarationand
proofs that “blood atotiement’ only
relates to murderers and adulterers
w hc have madesperial covenants not
to eommit such sing,and that no one
except a legal, civil oflicer has the

‘right to execute the death penalty,

Judge Anderson omuts and thus
leaves n false imprersion the very
opposite of that which the discourse
conveys. Comment on this is need-
less.

Judge Anderson says: “Brigham
Young for Years resisted all attempts
of theauthorities to instal the proper
officers for carrying on the Territo-
rial government.” “He claitned the

right to say who the officers of the
Territory should be,”? etc. We de-
nounce this as utterly snd eutirely
false, History 1s again<t Lhe Judge
in this particular, as published mat-
ter isagainst his erroneous nssertions
ou “Mormon?’ doctrine. The repe-
tition of the stale falsehood that the
Unived States flag was trailed in the
dust when Brotber Wells - was re-
leased from prison, and of the
stupid notion that half-masting the
flag, which bas ever been viewed

8 a token of grief, swwas intended-

as an iwvsult to the Governmeunt,
showe the bias of the Judge and
his eapgerness to father and sanction
the vain imaginations and bald
absurdities of anti-**Mormon’’ fanat-
ics.

The editarial opinions of the DES-
ERET NEws, for which this paper
alone is responsible, he distorts into
“pressure bronght to bear by the
Mormon leaders to preveni tiem-
bers when convicteu of violating
the laws from promising obedience.”’
They had nothing to do with the
utterances of this journal, and what
we have said oo this matter related
pot to obeying the law, but agreeing
to be governed by the lawless and
conflicting constructions of the law
by the c¢eurts, which involved
promises dish nomble te any man
placed in the position referred to.

Judge Anderson has suppressed
from his opinion the documentatry
evidence of the patriotic sentiments
entertained by the leaders of the
“pMormon®? Church which was in-
trodueced in profusion. He hay
doune the same with the proofs of
devotion to the institutions of this
Republic on the part of the “*Mox-
mon’’ people, presented by couunsel
tor the applicants, He huas drawn
conclusions utterly unwarranted
by the premises. He has done all
that the conspirators to capture this
city desired he should do so. He
has denied- e¢itizenship to men
proven to be of good moral char-
acter, sober, industrious, honest,
peaceable, and thoroughly desirous
of the perpetuity of American
republicanism, and this  be-
cause they are “Mormons,”” while
Liberals whose very faces nud maun-
ners proclaim their vices and who
have had to confess their unchastity,
can be welcomed as citizens and
viewed as of good moral character.

Wo do unot know what further
steps ean or will be taken in
this matter, but we do not propose
to let it rest here. The opinion of

Judge Anderson is not an exposi-

tion of “Mormon?®’ doctrine but an
echo of the misrepresentations of its
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unscrupulous  adversaries. The
truth may have a hard struggle
against the errors official and unof
ficial, which are massed against ity
hut, thank God, it will ulti-
mately prevail. And there is a Jday
appoibted when all things aud all
men shall be tried, and to {he Su-
| reme Judze on high we appeal for

finul arbitrament and eternal jus-

tice.

KILLING FOR APOSTACY.

ONE of the most infamous things
from an infumous source that wé
have seen for a long time. was the
attempt of the ‘*Liberal®* organ o0
Thanksgiving Day to make it appet?
that the Wardell fiction was a fact,
and ‘“‘an actual infliction of the
death penalty for the crime of
apostacy.”” If any statement of &
witness was ever completely an”
pihilated it was the story told by {he
poor, cranky tool of the “Liberal”
instigators of the latest attack o2
American liberlty. Not a shred of
it was left. We do not believe &
dozen en in Utah, out of a lunati®
asylum, ¢an be found wlhoe have resd
the evidence and who believe WaI-
dell’s imaginary or fabricated test!®
mouy.

The labored effort of the ©Lib-
eral” organ was intended forYoreig?
consumptlon. This is one of if#
common  exbibitions of chroni®
mendacity. After giving a colored
and illuminated version of the
Wardell novelette, it pretends @
present the evidence In rebuttal
ag though to show both sides of e
atory. Instead of doing so, it SUP’
presses entirely the strong points '™
the rebubta! which puncturcd 28
tore to tatters the painted and 12
flated bag of falsebood that the
gemni-imbeeile  Wardell had  beet!
induced to hold up, and then resort®
to absolute (alsehood in order to BT
aside the force of the exposure mate
by his tamily. Here itis:

“It was discerned Lhat the family of
the witness lad adhered to the
Church, and ab once they were suf”
moned to say that they knew nothivg
of Green or the murder, as if they
would have expected them to kuo
anything.”

fVlmt‘g ate the facts? Why, tlm‘t
Waurdell’s son, who, the witnes
gwore, drove Green’s teams
wagous into the tithing yards whS
the first of the romancer’s fam“ﬂ
sought for and culled to testify, "
that he is an apostate, having <ol VEl

] jch
up the whole business,’ by whi€
from

he expressed his secession 0
the Church, three years ﬂg"
His eovidence was not *
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