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Commissioner Robertson. Their
organ now attempts, in two columnos
and a half of incoheren ravings, to
defend them aud misrepresent the

declaration. This waa to be
expected. No one supposed
that  anything the President

of the Churcii could do orsay would
please or satisfy the kind of persous
who dauy slunder good men, and
for argument heap vile abuse upon
their opponents no matter what may
be the subjectin Jdispute. The dec-
laration was not published to please
them or with any cuneideration con-
cerning them.

But we will
of their pretended objections which
are sufficientiy respertable to be
quoted in our colunus. Here is
oue:

“Governor Thomas had a right (o
say that the language of the manifesio
was indefinite, because it was. If the
editor of the NEwWS was pui under oath
le explain that language, he would be
forced to say that it was the advice of
President Woodruffas a -man.”’

There is not the stightest ueed for
any explanation of that language,
It is definlte enough for any person
that can read. And he who on
readivg it declares that-it is “*simply
the advice of President Woodruft' ss
a4 man,’? proclaims his own inability
to understand ordinary words, ot hia
utter disrepgard of hobor and truth.
The language of the declaration is
“d, therefure, as President of the

Chureh of Jesus Christ of Latter-day |

Saints.”” [t is in his offi -iai position
88 President of the Church, the gne
man who can speak wibh authorlty
to aud for the Chbureh on such a
matter as thiy, that President Wood-
rufl makes five definite annouuce-
meuts. They are (hese:

First, he says the stutement, tole-
graphed asbeing in the Commission-
ers’ report, that forty or more plural
marriages have been contracted in
Utab within a certain period, is
fulse,

Beeond, he declares that the lead-
ers of the Cliurch are not teaching
plural marriage or permitting any
perscn to enter into its practice.

Third, he denies that any number
of plural marringes have beeuw sol-
emuized in the period mentioned,
elther In our lemples or iu any
other place in the Territory.

Fourth, he declarea his intentlon
to submic to the laws forbidding

plurai marringe and to uee his in-.

fluenes to have the members of the
Church over which he presides do
likewiase,

Fitth, he publicly promulges his
advice to the Latter-day Baints to
refrajn from contracting any mar-

notice one or twol

riage forbidden by the law of the
land.

The document is signed by WlI-
ford Woodrufl as ¢*Pr.sident of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Haints.”?

With any person who cannot un-
derstand this language and its pur-
port it i useless to dispute, And
the dishonesty of one who declares
this to be onily the advice of Wilford
Woodruff ‘*as a man?? there is. no
need to denounce.

The /ribune writer says, in rela-
fion to the denisl mentioned in the
third announcement ubove:

‘Qur recollection is that he says he
knows nothing of such marriages. No
one has told him of them since. Hence
he knows nothing of them."

He then proceeds to argue on the
basis of his fulse “recollection;?” that
i8 to call names and pile up vitiree
ration, which form the essence of
lribune reasoning. Referen e to
the declaration would have corrected
this alleged *‘recollection,” but that
wouli bhave spoilt the excuse for
this wilfu! misrepresentation.

The objection is made that this s
“not an edict by the head of the
Church proncuticed in the usual
way.”” Wheo can produce any ediné
by the head of the Church? The
President does not issue “‘edicts,?’
The First Presidenecy, in matters
that reguire their conrurrentaction,
do not utter “ediets.’* There are
no such things fu the Church. The
power of the Priesthood is exercised
by persuasion, by counsgel, by in-
struction, by enlightenmeut, and not
by force, command or constraint.

President Woodruff’s declaration
comes with all the nuthority that
nttaches Lo any eplstle or other doc-
ument of a similar character that
has heen iseued by the Presidency
of the Church,

Another assertion of this utterly
unseru pulous sheet 18 that:

It is Dot considered a crime by any
member of the "“Mormon? Chureh to

commit perjury in behalf of what he-

thinks is the best
Chureh.”

To this we cavu only point to the
doctrines of the Church as contained
in its standards and to the eharac-
ter and reputation of its members.
I'here is no personin the Chureh, so
far as we are aware, that euntertaines
suci an abominable sentiment and
ifthere is, his conceptions of “Mor-
monisia’’ are the very opposite of all
that he had been taught by
the letter and spirit of his creed.

The writer of the vile libel is Lut
reflecting upon others the image of
his own character, exhibited
through ‘a series of years in almost
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duily wilful falseboods and misrep-
resentations, until doubt over-
shndowse everything he writes no
mabter what may be the subject.
And we will dismigs further notice
of his latest disgraceful effort with
two lines from the article we have
briefly reviewed, and which eon-
taing his favorite epithet and his
slereoty ped aud most powerful argu-
ment:

‘‘Every m:un has his own status and
the sneer of » scrub bas no weight,

THEY WILL NEVER BE SATISFIED

Ir has been telegraphed through
the country that the Utah Commis-
sion complained because the leaders
of the *"Mormon?? Church in some
authoritative and explicit manner
biad not declared against plural mar-
ringes, and nlgo that those leaderg
had ceutinued, in the Tubernacle
aud elsewhere, to teach the people
the doctrine of pulygamy. These, it
was made to appear, coustituted
two of the great objections against
the ““Mormons.”?

The declaration of President
Woodruff formma & complete answer
to this and ought to Le ‘“‘authorita-
tive and explicit’’ enough te satisfy
anybody.

But it i8 not, either b sume
members of the Utah Commission
or some portions of the American
press. The thing they have asked for
is not the thing they waunt,and if the
whole Church were to ariseand repy-
diate the doctrine of plutal mar.
riage, declare their disbelief in it,
and if every man who has a plnra)
wife were to utterly discard, forsake
and cast her off, for time and eter-
nity, it would make little or no dif-
ferernce to the haostllity against the
“Mormon’ Church and people,

The history of the Laiter~day
Saints has Jemonsirated, beyond g
reasonable doubt, that it i8 useless
for them to attempt to please the
world or astisfy the demands made
upon thern by their enemigs. Ng
matter what they may say, it would
not remove their opposition to the
Ciwurch und their hatred of the
Baints, their encroachments wit|
never be stopped by submitting to
their clamors, but every point yielg-
ed will only eucourage them g
their oppressions and increase their
determination tv destroy. If the
Saints were to give up one tenet
nlleged to be the great object of aver-
sion, another wonld be objected
to with equal dislike and sirailar
demands, and so on with every
point receded from, until the creed
of the Church would Le entirely




