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10 Manifest 11 nR Deception

thesethu factsacts the1
that Inlu theChurch urgeun enMormonml

I Ifi neme what 1i18 Kgenerally termed
1 r tl was Issued byb the

I 1I rlfr I
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II r fr O oft polygamygam among
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hat-
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I o1 wayAI declares the principle
t 11to10 be wrong orIt abrogatesatat-
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gemaIir rI W of thotiltl Mormonformon Church

a ofupend theth practiseI milkb
m toto belie resumed at some moro

I Mt season eithercither withwih or withlh
thhrr revelation It IsIIII nowfloWnono-

ll b the firstfrt president and
nt officials ofot the MorMor-
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i that thothe tn waawaiwai-
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rI revelation buthut was atat-
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1 t an Inspired document
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t q dthYn tholft M

tlusingt f polygamyoh lt and lInint leaving what
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hi principle ofor plural marmar-
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Y fro the manifesto waswala IsIs-
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it rInr n that Joseph FF-

tt rifled as follows

0 revelation which
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l1 receivedIVed In eonconleconie
p th command to taketake-

il1 i waiwM suspended didII riotnot
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1 changeohan thethoth divine
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f iLt niII ItS

v It I didIld not change our
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lr for anybody eltele II-
t

I-

t
I

t tI lc nIas 1I did before
I
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II1 n1 thelilaIhl twelve apostles hasbaahu-
d

has-

id i thlh ratfact to10 bobe thatthai mont
I
I

I1 a trick to heatbeath at theth devil
I gameamP Further1 than thie
Mdd byb alltilI that this

jf i IP ded to prohibit pol
AInifl aslS asRGaIt prohibit

i soli off plural marmar-
g

maln
g Jn the casecue nfcitf

i in1111nrI theIho manifesto hashal l e nn-

TT byh the members
tq tiI noonrmon Church ItI Is hardly

r ihtee to expect that the members
i hurch would haveha anyni greatergraterrater
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n

l1
i f
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r theiho prohibition of plural

Kirnr 1111I n r I ii InIIIII i Cotln hll
I innItI Is18I s In la aiia-

M

I in ItI
M ofot the first

DC HIpelvec of theIho Mormon
1i dum that thero Is an distine

what theythe turinterm polygamy
IIF thethc contracting of plural
18 and polygamousIol

i1 H plurallurt wives hut under thothe
distinction IsI Mulelittle

fr ridiculous AsAuAl IsII
I thetho testimony the

f soo was aimed at polygamouspol

Iton as1 wellvellwel asa against thothe
g ofot plural wives and ItII IsI thethoth-
ettt sophistry to contend that openOlen
iUinsus cohabitation withwih plural
Is1 lessJeiIl s to public morals

theHieIle taking of additional wives InI-
nt

In-
Isitt Is thetho testimony ofotit someHome ofor

whhi reside In communities that
byb tIrethe evils ofor polygamy

rfl cohabitation IiI4 sint tutot the Une of decency of the
lantstants ofot those aiMas-

t1t beblh the taking of plural wiveswu
1i thisthie excuse of the Mormon lead1 ld

4 i as05n baseless In law as18 ItI Is18 InIn-
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In-

In5 In thothe tecai ofot Murphy vs1raya decided byb the supreme courtcurtStatesStales aridand reported in
niednicd StatesStatu Supreme CourtCurt Renono-

vv volume lf pageIJ jC 15IS ItII wwwasWI detiede-
t

tie-
ItI at anyan manmaUa1is 1a pol whowh-

onr n18 the relation of husband toto-

raJIraJI of wivesnhe eveneen though In
mH cohabit with only one TheThe-

a
hehe-

iai ther held In thetho amesame cuecase thatthat-
aIa n this relation to twoI 0 oror-

men1 menram canan only cease to10 be a po
I I i whenT hen he tieshashafinally and fullytuly

p
iddL I thetha relation of husbandhUlond toto-

CC In other wordswo r I there IIIsIs-

a
I-

II

ii-
aaI bobelo non practical difference InIn-

ii r ini moralsmorale between the offense
aargrg plural wives and ththe offense

K im us cohabItation The sameMme
A I In the caseCIUI ofat CanCan-

i1 it r tl StatesState 6 VU S SuSuoSu-
rere0 4 Lastul Reports pp-
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W1
Ir smootlot for theIlie Con

oftt Uie toin
HolieHo-
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Ho-
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Jo
ttII III urge in behalf ofo MrIr

t ronell It to bbobe truetre that thothetho-
iI i andad someome ofot the

ppt n vins in polygamy and thattot somelomeom
iflt intterp leaders ofot the Mormonormon Churchhurhurge poI MrIr
fn oot himself UIs not a8pl doesdoe
I1 rltl polygamy and thatthai there I

noI evidence that hehhathas personally I

aidai encouraged the
tUtb efat polygamy by members of the i

Mormon hurchchurchandaol that he ought not
tit bet because of the acts
f fr MRMs11 This position ItIs1h untenable MrIr Smoot IsI arau inini-

ThiTh v Pr ofot thIh Governing bodybyb ody
ththothA first tiredpreINIldoor andad Iel

hiiI compocom e that form asaalSri andad whatever UisII doneJonJon-
isLtt Ih eonisII the actad of eachMchthL P rry member thereof anti whathalpIe elCl lyr IIs Miadope andand-

rS

Ind purpursued bythoth h v 1 controls the Mormonth Mrji r cSmoot muttmut bebt held to baborS phej te for Maa a mmember ofot that
bJ1 i TI t uncnfl roamI bebc lelIlegallyB as1 well
1as responsible for unlawfullawfultul

hi he doesd 1 not himself commit
d1 rulerulf itf law tootoelementary to rotOtO-ureureJ Isdi union Whathat one dodotdos byb

herhrer hebe dodol by himself IsII a maximmulI ij KIu ththe common law AndAn asBP thethe-
andf I rII n and twelve apostlesapoti ofot

M rmon Church havehao
I eI Fj l affairs ofot the memomem

I c r Ihalt Church It follows that
i b of admid Church lieshashas-
ui uInI overoer the mmembersr of

0 fth in respect to the practise
Bgmgamymy andaM polygamous Chabla
gIa In Sonnetformer year and untinerN ann law mattersmattertmateu ofot mmamarr

1 more antami legitimacy were untin
jurisdIction ofot the ecclesiastical

1 or the kingdom In which the
ntit wasainitt the nature of a
1it for thothe roodgooIJo of the soulul

f cp this penaltypealy In many
vt hhelobeinging thatthaofDr excommunication 01or

Million from thetie church UI Blackf Jackt q sI Commentaries IHIll11 3 BlackJackJack-neneinesne Commentaries MPt 4 Juks Commentaries IMlU and notenoti IdsId v 1 United States nH U RS
114f II And In later yearsnu while
1

11 lawiw now prohibits and pun
thisrhf bIgamy theth authorities of tieryteryner
hrhi alnattan church In this country take
Stance of matrimonial affairs aridanda 1

t1 the authority ofor the church In spit
Jia matters prevent andan punish byb

or expulsion anyAn of
ttthe orof the Church regarding marmar-

IhIhhef takentken upon this leveeInnU tk shone beyond controversy thatththe of the nutfirm presidency andand-
t1SL t thl apostles ofor the Mormon

hutch averOer the members ofntf saidMid11Inis suchauth that were the saidMid
ey andnd twelve apostles to proprthe practise ofat polygamy and po

i mui byb ItsliiIl members
ano p

andM2 at nd ththe themselves
I

antiandn 1 rP I1 from tirethe Churchhurh allal whorhohlpjpersist In theIho practise tho of
tnn eel would ceaseIrue In that

AM1 illehe feetfelfl t that nnotnoll aflemr orof theIbe MMormon Church hahuter inloInto disfavor on accountac otpf
1 PPractices UIs conclusive

proofprot that the ruling authorities of

r

that Church countenance and encour-
ageageag polygamy I

The conduct of MrIr Smoot In this rere-
gard

r
gardKar cannot be separated frontfrom that of I

his associatesassocIate In the government ofor theteMormon Churchhurh Whatever his private
opinions or hishlf private conduct mmama-
he

mayy behebe-

he
he-

hehe stands before the worMworld asaanart IntegInteg-
ral Intelralrat part of the organization which enen-
courages counsels and approve polyapolyg-
amy plamyam which notnot only fallsfailsfal tolo discipline
thosethos who break the lawsIns ofoto the councoun-
try tuncoun-
trytry but on thethotie contrary loadslods withIth
honorshonorl andantI favorsfaor thosethoe who areN
anionsamongamong the motmost noted
within the pale of that Church

ItI Is an elem principle ofot lawla
that where two ornr more persons are
associated together In an actaN an oror-
ganizationton an enterprise or a coursecurofor conduct which UIIa In IIItIts character or

o unlawful the actart ofor anyny ODe
of thouthose who arearCat thus lIis thlh
actael ofot all1 andAnlhthe actacl ofot any number oforor-

thetheth associates Is the citart ofor techf ch one of
the othersother

AnAftn eminent legal authority saysNS IKery personnon entering intoInlo a eoncon
piracy or common design already

formed IsIB deemed In lawIn a party to allAlOrbacts done byh and of theIh other partiparties
before or afterward In furtherance
of the common design The principle
onno11 which the actsarte andan declarationsdeclaration ofor
otherothor conspiratorsconspirator andnd acts done atndifferent times ar admitted In ellevl
dence against lhIhthe persons
IsI thAtthai byb the actall of conspiring
the conspirators have jointlyjinto th aalas a bodybr theth attribute
of Individuality Ion far asJ regards th
provocationpro of ththe common design thusthui
rendering tIIis dondond or 11nW lbyyy-

rrrln one In furtherance ofothat design aa-

I

a-

II artert of thethE resrlgestae andad therefore thith
netart of altallI i12 onnn Evidence

N SS 4 SeSeeSf alsosIso Commonwealth vsV

Warren 6C Mat 74 People vvs1 Matherr
4 endnd m2 l326fl Peopleleopie vsn
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cancan FurFur CompanyI vs United StatesState 2
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TheTle caseclue tautlast illustrate tins
principle moremoore forcibly than anyan ofot thith
others referred to In that eatcueeM which
IsI commonlyI knownknon asa the anarchists
casca there waswu as to somerameIme of the detiede-
fendants veryPy little evidence andend aaeac totetiothers of tI e defendants no
torylory evidence that theythe wereere present atalat-
the

al-
the

at-
thethe commission ofot thothe murder withwihwhich theyIbe wereore charged or advised
or Intended the murder which wasWl comCOIncom-
mitted

cm
mUted byb ana I unknown personpron HutJut It
waswar proved that thin defendants were
numbersm of an organization knownknowl aaas
the International associationton ofor ChicaChica-
gogo having totfor ItsIs object thtbthe destruction
ofor the lawlairlaI and government and incimciinci-
dentally Incdentally ofor theIbth policeIlc slidand militia asaa
HithIte representatives nfOrf rawt and governOrngovern-
mentmeatmentm nt andnd that someome ofot the dedide-

fendants hadMd by andaDd printprint-
ededpd appealsappeal to workingmen andnj
othersethers urged the ususeIi ofot force deadly
weapons andan dynamite In resistance
to the law andan HHittIH officers

In denying the motionmot ton forfoci a newn trial
In the anarchistsInal rueease ththe judge whaa
presided atRt the trial useduseI thothe followfollow-
ing foliingtag

VowNow01 onIn theIhlhi question nfofr thetho Instruc-
tion

Ininstruc-
tions trultion whether these defendants or any
of them or expexpectedX lol th

of tine bomb onnn the might of
lhthe fl of MayMaa III not a questionqueston which
I need to consider because the cooconcon-
viction rkio rancan not behI sustained ttIt thatthai lIs
necessary loto aI conviction howeverhoermuchtuch evidence ofor ItI there maymi bebe-

cause b hA
causecaLse the Instructions do nothotlot go upon
that ground TheTha jutjury wasas notnol Inn

to find tinetheIh defendantdefendants guilty ICfC

they believedholen theythe In th
throwIng ofor that bomb or advised or
encouraged the throwing offt thatthai bornebomo
or anything ofor thatthai sort Conviction
hasIlIs not gonegono upon Diethe groundl thatIhal litI y
diddU havehal anyan personalf participation in11in-

the
in-

thethe particularJ actart whichthich caused lhthe
death of ReganDegan hutbut the conviction propro-
ceeds

it
clods upon thothe ground under ththe IiInIn-

structions thattha theythe had generallyI 11 cra II byh
speech antiand print advisedadI Urgelarge clasclassic
of the peoplel notnol particular

butbui large classes tolo murmummur-
der

mur-
derdertier andanI havehlo leftlefi the commission
timelime and place totn the Individual viii11
and whim or caprice or whatever itIt-

InmayIn be11 ofnf each Individual man who
listened to their advice and II-

bbyb that adviceMlee somebodyMme od not known
throw the bomb which causedrau Digan
lOAthdeath Century April 1 SUoJJ-

pp SMRUm-

It

RU-

ItIt will be seenItt byb thtbthe decisiondIlon ofor the
court upon the motion for a newn trial
Intn the ratecue ofot SpitSpies etit alat vvs1 people thatthai
HIDtiitth anarchists Ie not convicted upon
the ground thatthai theythe bad
initt the murder of which theyther were concon-
victed

n
Whether ththeythe werewro or werelre

not participants In thetb commission oflit
this crimA waswa not thetho mainIn question alat
issueI They wereere convicted bause
theythe belonged tolo ann organization which
aasaN an or advised the corn
mission ofor actsact which Mould tadlead to
murder

Of like Import IsIF the decision In ththe
casecap of Davis vvs8 Heaton derideddecIded byhyby-

th
hy-

the
by-

theththe supreme court ofr the United StatesStaSta-
InIn UNISn the decision being reportedported In
volumevelum United States supreme
courtcoutt reportsreport pKpage 91U3 Att the time of
this decisiondIsion lhtMthe tf statutesstatute ofot tictleIh
Mattt of Idaho provided that no fIrn

wwhohohn Isla aII ofor anyan order organ
or association which teach

advisesadI count or encourages illIIIII

members devote or anyny otherether perenper
to commit theIh of bigamy or polypoly-
gamy

poly-
gamygamyam or anyInan other crime defineddenet byhyby-

law
by-

lawlaw oit erfOr aaCS rite or ceremony ofor

suchtuch CI organization or
or otherwiseoth IsI i to votvote atalat-

an
at-

naynayanyan or0 10tO holdhd any petition vIfo
clUesomee ofor honorboner trust nror pr t within
this territory i

ThisThill provision ofot 1Ie thIhthe supreme
court ofnf ththe United StatesState held into hebt
constitutional aadid leniciell1 It will11 Ihe bt

thattbt this artft conNrcer-

tainlaintain persons antiandan them inelIgible ii-

to
I

to anyAn petition or office of honor trusttrust-
or

i

or not for committingrc ththe crime
ofot polygamy nor for teaching
Ingleg counseling 01of oth r
to commit theth crimeerlow but beau nrii f

their mmmembership In tnIn
which teaches odIadikes r and

therIh to commit ihthe crime
of polygamy InIII WoolyWo Mr te11

2

Wsv1 SM the naysMysIIII

Orders organisationnr n antian aiialdala I

kins byb vr namsm the mma y hibt
which leachteIch ad e counsel ir

encourageurao tin practisepratt or
jfor artsacts forbidden byII law areart criminal

To become antan I continue
to10 hebe members ofnf suchpur M
orur assocIations arearf SIKSUM overtnert HIct ofift

and a
make them antiand aas
guIlty In of criminal
fllawaw as though they actually
Inn furthering their unlawful
andanti purposesI SeeieeEt alAIalan itCH UniUni-

ontonon 2 Idaho Hep 47 41 1

It being a factset that the first IIpei
dracy and theUie twelve apostles of theIh
Mormonlormon hurch teach advise coui
andaM encourage the members of ihth
Church polygamyII and P IMjt

amousamoas cohabitation which araftace
too Nthboth law andanI moralsmerah aM Mr
Kingbeing a member of that ii-

lehthele must fallrail undertinder the sameearn
lionIon

And the rulenile in civil e w to tbtthe is mincinc-

aasIIIa that In the
rationItalian ofnf criminal lawsa OatOae who UI tI
member ofot an association eff anyar natuIU
InIII bound byb the action of hisbis
whether hehI favors or uttt-
suchsuchluch action Helien can at anyan time nopropro-
tect himself from the UI ofnf
anyanTan future action ofot hkbli l10byr

from the atU but
while hhr remains a memberr efof the is

hhihf I1is responsible for Miskathat
ever hishll a M mayma dodo-

n
do-

I
do-

Mm
n

MrMm Smoot halie and HnEn
y

n ll tinethe complicity of Mr moot iluou-

the
o-

thethe conduct ofat the leadersleader ofor the MorMor-
mon

Io
soonnon Church in encouragingln YY-

andandnd polygamous Cohabitation dosdoesd 1 natnt I

consist wholly In the fartfact that he UIs1 Inene-

offitof lbsLh governing bOOrbody of thathit hurr I

ByD13 repeated actsacl and In a1 number olor
II-

I instances MrtrIr Smoot has asa a
Itf theIhl quorum of ththu

given active aidalt and support too tiretile
main ben ofot thothe nutfirst presidency
twelve apostles IIIIn their defiance of methe
lawslairs ofnf the StateStal of UtahUlah antiand of thetho
lawslt of common decency antiand their enln
l ofor
byb bothbolts pt andfind example

ItJl InIt shown byb the testimony ofor MrMclr
Smoot himself that heIte assisted InIII the
elevation of JosPh F Smith to ththe
prpresidency of thetile MormonM Church ThatThai
he hashagha since repeatedly votedoled to10 sussus-
tain

ua
taintam MittMidI JosephJOH h FP Smith and that IKlielie-

soROso voted1 after fullCull knowledge that saidMid
Joseph RF Smith waswan living Iniii polyga-
mous

AA-

mous cohabitation antiami had aasserted IrsIre
Intention to continue InIII thisthu coursecourso in
defiance of the of CoOGoti and man
Helie also assisted In thothe election of 11II
bitber J Grant as president ofor aII muslin
when it waswagwa a mattermailer ofIf common nono-
toriety that Mid Usher J Grant waAwea11 a
polygamist lIeHe voted fortur the electionel
ofat Charles WV PenrosePenro aas an apeapostletl
ofot thetb Mormon Church after testimony
hadbad benbeentM given In this Investigation
showing himhun to 1IHhe a It IIsIII

to howho MrIr mot
could h T givenIn greater encouragement
to andaud
la then byII thus assisting In rotconS01erring onenil of thelie highest honors andnd

In theIhl Mormon Churchhureh on onone
who hailhadha bebeenn antiand wasWis thenIhn guilty i1i-the

if
thethese crimescrimerim AsA trustee ntof an winedli
rational institutionI heh made no prot l
againsta thebe inIII Ifui

fluffluff Jr aIi tintedfiletnOasAN president of thatthaI institutionIn
nudemade anyan effort to r the truth
that saidraid luff had taken another
SIalI wifeIt long afterarter the manifesto Nornr
did hhe makemeke anyalliii profprotest t atU auch truetru
twteeI t thetho of I1I

tl In niM
place orof ll lee Jr

Since Idahishi election as ann apostlell ofor hhe
Mormon hutchhurh MrJrlr SonnetSmoot lisahas been
Intimately associated aithlIh thetM fir
president and withIth thosethoa mho withf the council of the
twelve The factfart that manman-
of

man-
ofof thesethul offIcials werelWnt livinglivinE InIII pol
amous rrelatIonlallon with aII number of wh
waawas a matter ofIfn such rommoncommon knevi
edie In theIhl that It lIIIIi inin-
crediblecredible hatlh t MrAr amnotmool should Totrolot
haveh hadha noticenolle of thinthu coiIadillon ofot affairtrAI tnto lititt lpleastt havehe put itin1111
on Inquiry If hohf did not know ofot thesethew
facts it wasa becauseu heIre took pains wtml
to bblbe InformedInform ofJf them AtAlAl-
no

At-
nononil time hashaih heh uttered aII syls I

of protest I the t
II of hishll associates In the leadleallead-

ership offir the Mormondormon Church hut onoror-
thethe contrary hashU u them in
their encouragement ofor polygamypol gann antiand
polygAmous cohabitation bothbolh byb hlhis

I leeaIII hereinbefore setet forth and
by11 hishl In the judgment of ththe
committee Mr Smoot Is18 nonil moremort enen-
titled

en-
titledtitled to10 aI seateatt Inn theth senate thanIban hhe
11 Ibe ItIf he werewr associating In po
2 with a plurali-
tyty ofot wivesIvea

fin I tori ofo t LendersI cn ofif iredipI Mormon
huNhI InIIII ii r iTo IrsIrs-

AA careful examination and considconsid-
eration

COn ld
I rat Inn ofnr ththeIhl testimony takertaken before
I the committee In this Investigation
I leadslead totu the conclusion that the alelchi

gallons In ththe protest thtilethe
domination ofor ththe leadersleader nfor tbIbthe MotMom
monmen hutchbutch In tsecularcular affairs are trutrue
andBill thatthai the Mm Presidency endand
twelve apostlesJ ofot the Churchhurch of
Christ nfor Saints e na
controlling influence over the action otof
the membersmember of that Church In
affaIrs ngIII wellwllIll aas In spIritual mattersmailerIU
and that contrary tolo the principles ofat
theIhl commonrommon law under which w1we live
antIml11 theth constitution of theth Flat ofol
UtahUlah the MidsaM first presidency and
twelve ApoapostlellII ofor the Mormonn Chure
dominate the affairs nfor the state amantinIl
constantly Interfere In the
ofot UsitsIt functions The domination by
lhtittine lender ofor the Church under their
claim to10 exercise divine authority InIr
all matters tIii manifested In aII generalII I

witway1 In InnumerablelI Instances
ThThe right loto do so Inis openlyo nl claimed1

by11 those who profess to speak In bbebbe-

halfhalfhalt ofot the Church AsA late aasal Feb
I SSii 1944l f one ofor the twelve apostlesapostle IrInIr-

a
In-

Aa public address saidMid that fromtorn lhthelbs
viewtien1 point ofor ththe goIIgospelpelI thetth l could bb-

no
bEbE-

no
be-

nono separationreparation ofot temporalan spiritual
things andanti those whoho object to hutchChurch
people advisingAdl and taking part In
ltemporalcm porn things havehAt no true concepconcep-
tiontion of thetho Gospel ofor Christ and the
minionmission ofor thetheo Church

ThThe methodm thod bybr which the first prellpresi-
dencydency andamid twelve apostlesapostle of ihthe MorMor-

mon
Mor-

monmon Church direct all11 the temporal afMtaf-

fair
af-

fairsfairsfair of ththe members ofor thatthai hutchChurch
under the claim that such direction IBIsIB-

by
II-

II
Is-

bybyII divine authority Iis byb requiring
t ththe of ththe Churchhureh In all their

affairs both spiritual and
especially ththe tatter to10 takelakE coun

sll This mans that theyniP aramsrt tolo be
advice l1 byb their Immediate superiors
TheThese superior in turn taketaKta f their Intn

from those abovebonI andan-
do

Alii

tosoo on backk Into thIhthe point whence mostmollmol-
lII IfIt riotnot all thesethee directionsdirection emanate
that IIs ththe first presidency andaM twelve
apostlesa IH

AsF was situld byhih MrIr ThiefChief Justice
Kane of Utah In I 7

A

AtMt the head of this corporatecorporale bodyhodbod
according to theIh faith professedIs aa-

r

a-

seerseerr and rholitoho receives inhr

revelation the willwili of thtMthe la nite nodGod
tbthe dutyduly that man owes to

himself to10 hlhis to0 societyl
to human government antiand to10 ledHod InIn-

subordination
In-

subordinationsubordination to tints heedbead are a1 vavastt
number ofor official ofot variousartous kinds
andDd descriptionsdl comcomprisIng a most

andnd complete organizationor The
I people comprisingrom this

claim to direct rindand toadlead byb Inspiration
which Ishi aboveaoI ill11 human b

I to aII power above all1111 municipal
government aboveabon allcli1 manmade law

I VolYol I IIp WlOtlOt-

I

OO-

TheThe phrase take counseltOUn I dotedoesdell not
I mmeanan that ththe ofC theIhl hutch i

hHshall Inquire ofot thothose aboveabo them In ll11

n their action butbat that
they shallhall receive roundel that IiisII didtdi-

rectionI from thothose aboveabon them and
this connroun thytheythe aritSarf totit0 Implicitly obeyobe
IfIt they talltail to dotin so10 thytheytit aretre

from lhtitthe Church and dedt
notnolIIt onlyenlynil ofII Ibtine privilegesprivilegeI ofItt

in Ibththe hutch hutbul auat theyther
srIUare ns irdaM andnd believel they thereby
forfeit all hopebop ofor happiness in a futuretutu
life TheTJI ofot the
gr t matmass at01i ththetM Mormon church IIs

bybT the fact that It11 lsis laid
down by thelf lleadsleadersdrs ofot thetile hutchChurch aa-

a

a-

a
asas-

aa cardinal principle totn tbthe members
that If theirthe r file loaders MysayfI hite Iis

black hllItii I their duty to sayNtis whitewhile
IIsII black

Instances of the ofot thtilethe
leaders of ththe Mormon Church In ththe I

I

KUlerIi affairsaffair of their followfollowerstr
behe nimultipliedd almostmot without number

In oneease casot aI bishop ofont Ike Church
was1 F It from hihishll omcluedI In theI hf
churchvrr because hhfhe promised to10 obey
ththe lawslaw againstt polygamy I

I
I Another ofot tiretIN Mormon
I hutchChurch was 4 forfarrll bb-

Ion

he
JonIonlonging to anall organization for theth entn

of thIh laws anda opposing
theIh interference of thUbe Churchhurd InSn pub I

iliIIt affair i

Another Mormon wawasWAI ddide I

graded In ththe ChurchMIlr fortor fa to j

bythey hitbit flffile leaderIa rr-
InIn another cecasera the members ofef a

I

funfirm doing burinbusiness In ltIt IlakeIkk cityIt 1
I

wereIr r f from ththe Mormon Churchburt
Ve theyhe persisted ItimIn engagingng Init

operation contrary totl thIhthe romcorn I

maulinand ofIt lhthe authorities of thnwh ChurchChurch-

InIn1 soother ln anc ththe auav
In ihIthehf of ththe

of an ht plant i

Inlii 1 M twoto ofor ththe Mormon j

i hufhhur hin whoVI ho built uis pavilion Inill
to ihI counseltounsel of01 ththe i

Church authorities wrwere forrOl jI

trl miml and Oralfinalfinal-

ly
Oral-

ly
I

lyI r misei thnbc mtrmatter bybr turning
I vrr ii ihthe church officials th man

tf t off thethuIh pavilionA and S prJpp-

II rentrefit ofIf tiletc netnt t I

In cas1 there waswaiII a genral
understanding thhitt ththe bby Itlielie-

I

i
I

I auth directed theth MItton efofr a I

d stationtattonat lon In t Tfururmr mem i

brhers nfof thetho Mormon Church wwerererl excxx i

fortot spottert ry InIII desirdesir-

inging to etsonlI fITI up mintmine Ar the
nftit the holyI priesthoodrr

In another and recent instanceIn I oc0
I

I

I cutting as late nsnil thothe early part ofer
ian a Mormon official waswaa dr eld II-

I

from hishi official fortor writing a1 I

I to an newspaper criticising Mrr
Smoot and hisIlls political ambItions

In another Instance Iniii

Ita Mormonornton official wawasU deposed from I

hishla official relation to10 the Church for
distributing at a1 schoolchool election a
ticket different frontfromrohl that prescribed
by thehith Church authoritiesn

In the year IMSl1 OI an teacher In thothe
Mormon Church wasWall cut oreoft from tho
hutchChurch foror apostasy the ostensible
foundation fortor this chargechare being a1 critcrit-

icism of the head of thelh Church fortor hi
polygamous practises the real groundaround
being that the accused had plpersistedrAIt 1 Intn
engaging In the manufacture of tall
against the interests ofot the pr
of the Church andamid somesom ofII hithishI
al

In what Isfa knoknownn aIIIas the
easecue the of the Mormonlormon

assumedl Jurisdiction ofor a coneoncon-

troversy
con-

I

I nt en the title to mlrel1

I

estate and notriot only directed a concorncon-

veyance
con-

II ofor the title to a tract of land
but wentvent further and enforced Its dd-

er
di

AAs habillbaaciteer byb spiritual penalties a
already bbeenen stat no member of ththe
Mormon Church with possibly a singlen l

exception hashs ever beersbeen disdis-

ciplined fortoror polygamy or polyPOI

cohabitationlion In defiance
of the law and ofcit ththe mealmanimani-

festofesto butbill nnsin obscure andamid liable
ivernen wasWI excommunicated from IttIt

hutchChurch andstint driven toin ththe vergeverg ofo

insanity for refusing to obeyoby the diedicdic-

tate
i

tatetales ofor tinethe Church andaind r
the title to nR piece of Und In

favor ofnf onone who had noinn shadow ofot
legal tilltitle theretotherein AAllAs wawaswas-
by

U t
byb one ofot thetho witnesses for IntheIhl pro

I

aI manmain disregards ththe
teachingsleaching aridand or
nfofIf lhthe leadersItalers ofot tinetheh Church hhe haha-

tho
hasbu

thothe spirit ofot 1 tall II-

AA forcible Illustration ofot ththe domItomdom-

ination of the loodEn of ththe Mormon
Churchhutch over the secular affairsaffair of the
people IsII furnishedd byb the fact that
while a1 majority ofot ththesep leaders havehav i

for yearsjears beenbeon livingIMag Intn polygamous
relations In defiance ofot law noCo one
daresdare to attempt Into bring themIhm tot JusjilSJus-

ticelicetice forCor fearstir of thetho which
would heI liyInII ihthe Church onnn thethatha-

on

the-

oneIononone whowIno should makemke the complaint
MidAnd whenever oneOOt hahas been daring
enough loto make complaint for polyga-

mous
lol a

cohabitation against anyIn minimemomem-

berherber ofot the ChurchChur b the officersofficer of ththe
lawla have refused to prosecutepro ule or01 those
whowIno were pro and convicted
havehae been releasedA ed after the
of a morelmerely nominal punishment

ThThe control which the governing
bodybod of thetho Mormon hutchChurch

I overer the secularNul r affairs of theth StateStat of
Utah InIAI well Illustratedd byb ththe facttact
that for many yearsr pastnast what arare
known aas religion clla II havehp been
taught In with ththe public
school ofnf thatflirt Utestate In ththee clchiMes
the youth of tuh are Instructed InIn-

thethe doctrinesdoctrine ofot the Mormon Church
byb teachersteacher In the public schools supSUIIsup-
portedputtedported byb stateMale taxation the
ofnf studytudy being byb officials
ofot the Church This coursecoune ofot study
includesInclude thIhthe lives11 of noted Mormon
whose chief claimclaIre tolo eminence In theIbl
Church lieslIell In having taktakenn a
multiplicity of wirewinesh andlId In their con

In the crimetrim of polygamous

The teaching of lhthe doctrines faith
end 8 of tinetha MormonMurmin ChurchChurch-
InIn the public schoolsschoolach of Utah under

I theIh direction ofor the high of
the Church inis notnol onlyon contrary Into ththe

I

general lawIII governing the ueuse nfurur-

II l fix expoundedd byhv theth
courtscourt oftuf this country but 1isIII altoalso excxex-

pressly
x

I

pressly forbidden byhy theth x n
offit the State ofor Utah which providesprovide
In article 1I sectIon 4f aaas follow

Xoo0 public monomoney or property shallban
be appropriated fortor or applied toa anyan
religious worship exercises or I

tion orem fortor tine support of anyallmn eeleeeriestI

hilled establishment Schofield v
DIt 27U ConnComm fU Spencer v

Joint School DIetDIF IS15l KanItans SS61
School DIMDI Ill v Arnold It1t WiWIlL U177

Such IsII alan prohibited byby-

R

by-

a
bb-

fRf statute of the State of Utah which
declaresdeclarerlarM that Noo0 atheistic ecsee
tarlan nrordenominational
doctrines shallshull Inlitbe taught In any of the
district schools cfof thin stateMat

ofot Utah secsc 1 S 45

The conduct ofor thetIne ruling authorities
of ththe Church In directing
the teaching ofIft religionrell lon Inin-

theIhththe tIC of Utah afforda o aII fairlair
illustration ofot ththe contempt

I which the rulers off thatthaI Church treat
tI all laws antiandan restrictionsrestriction which standtand

In the waywatia of their de lr s or01 ofot their
owncn Interests or whathat they conceive
to10 bIfbe the InterInterests of the ChuehChuch ofor
which theythe arare the head

ThThe facttact that theththese religion caclassesCUNI
hivehave ben sincerince their exix
usenet wawas revealed by this loveittInvesti-
gationgallongation serves tomutl emphasiZe ththe truth
thatthai ththe hutchChurch dJdominates
theIh affairsaffair of thtit Matehiate ofot Utah In eduev
rational mattersmatter aas wellwll a In other

lol I I I lurid mis lieu ofif tinIhI I ii Mormoni

I

Hut It Iis In political attainaffairs thatthai thtire
domination nfofct thtIn firMATM prpresidencyiKy and
twelve apostlespotU rfoff the MormonMoon Churchebu bb-

laIlaIs motmost and mostB oM injurious
lhiit ththe interest ft theh Matet The Con

ofnt ththe Stati ofat Utah provide
ThereThre shallMall bebel nnnun union of

Andtoo stAtHatt norlor shall AnyIn churchehu h domdam
islet thotiitIh ttaPlatetatIt nror withIth ItItsI
functionsfunction I MolI 1t IIik Uti NotNo-
twithstandingwithstanding this plainllata provision ofnt ththe
constitution of Itahl tiretile proof offe dd-

ininI ft thIhthe bebe-

yond
be-

yondyondlInd the efoff tIo t that theth
hierarchy at thethuth hadhiatt ofot ts Mormon
Churchhurch baahaa furfor ana peat formed a

I union between thlb M rmon
I Church endnd tblbthe tate of Utahtab and

thatthaI ththe Churchhurch through itIts headtrad turndomdom-
inateInsteP the affairsaffair of theIhl MateMat Inhr thingsthing
bothbolh greatt andnd smallmall BT TI before
statehood waxwas ann aC tactfart
and while thtitthi MatMIe waswaa In lint oftit
formation lintand afterwards the
sessions offit the first and uc In
legislatures ItII wasI notorious that a
commute appointed by the Under ofatat-
thetheth Mormon Church waswan supervising
ththe llegislatIon utf the tateHatetU-

AtAt about thlISP sameme Urntime or shortly
prior itII h known
throughout Itah that titthehe leading oiloffi-

cialdatacial ofor ththe Mormon Church d ir 1

that ththe votersinlet belonging into that
I hutchChurch should toso divide onnh

lines thatthai about lItt l bebe-

longlongIcing to onone ofot theUle great political parpar-
ties

1

tiesUt oftit theUle nation amiand the other halthalf
trtn ththe other partylany bating a con

number lJ to
portparty 10oi that th lr rotvotes couldcoald bbfbe cutcaal
tomfur onnnone party or thlbthe other AHas might bbe

mary tnIn further th Intereststa ofot
that Church

It IrisI nfof routs Intended b r thrhtho tradIdtrad-
ersersemsr oft theth hudbirch that ibIs Influence
shall bbe I x andnd thisth tt-
In

Isfafa-

InIn many car Iftf notMI In mmstn caacea
stall al hd byb mean 4f IhiPse

perfect machinery ofot ththe churchhurslI
which hasIta been11 adverteden tohI bv hl h
the will of theth IhOl preaM nrrn and

pi tle IrisI tiani a
rYu 1 r InIii

praIra err f thlb high cun ilJIiii ofcit
ththe Church unit titanthen j t 1 to
thIhthe member oftl lhthe aas ththe
willIlI nfof theth ht II II If

Ihlthu attempt St IMerecyer r ItU haIu ffurfur-
mAn

r
manymAn ierin hn aI matter of e n

the peoplepoplIle ofcff Ih
stales In the Mormon Church t1ii

thathalI i Influence Iis bhebt
1111iii continue HII exerted In the ratter
nfor Mate aridndid lower official
A0 waa aidi 11l bvbyb one of the MM-

iiwhoho t on the investigation
I theyih Indorse a mann hhe I

will tIJbe nf d lhthe putput-
U

ii
U him theh sealsal of their I

baUn hftieh u IIIill notDot bebe-

It
be-

It
be-

ItIt wwe MiMIanIi icann In the investigationn
I

thatthAI Inir therhIt Matelate of Idaho candidates
forhr oCk In orderoror to havehae nayany hopehop
oflit mustmus Salt lAketak CityCIt
and ffurforr wh MI W attnIn thilla

leadersleader nfiff hhe hunh ThTIl
result oft thu I1Ii that whateverVI theth MTMr iII-

monmmonmilnn desires tnto haveha iton
Ither Itu w 51 ntor pl l lon nrr I I riphI
wway offt Ir TI ofot the affair
off ththe enteA te isII0 f aridandn wh vr
the Mormon Churn desires shallbail nutnot

belie done Is nutnot dondono So well r1101teencog
Jilted isIF this tactfact thatIhl In a state con

held In IdIdahh In tinethe year 1804totol-
inetineone oflIt ththe leading Mormons malemad the
ProPositionproportion that Inn easecase aII certain rosaresoreso-
lutionlution should be withdrawn hebe would
goso to Utah andanti ukask the president ofot
the Chu h totn ceaserea
Intrig In Idaho politics ThusThur ItU appears
that theth Mormon hutchchurch dominate
thothe affairs ofot the state nfof IdahoIho to an
extent only lesslei11 than It dotdoes1 the
affairs ofot thette State of Utah Aits an
Illustration ofot this fact it wasII shownhown
that a bill In which the Mormonlormon
Church was vitallyvitallIta II interested watMU
passedIvied byb thUttire legislature1 nfot IdahoId ho shortabort
lyIT afteratter the visit of onone oflIf the apostle
of the Mormon Church whohn camecam there
fwtor the purposepurle of procuring suchsueh legleb
Illation

A striking Illustration ofot the power of
tirethe Mormon hurh In Utah In matterSmatter
ofo legislation appearsappearIp In the hishistorytort of
what IisIII known aUAI theIbe EvanEnans bill
which wasal passedpaned by both houhouseshOllM ofot tbthe
legislature ofat Utah Intn In order to
prevent protectionprosecutions for polygamous
cohabitation Thisfbi bill wawu favored byby-

the
by-

the
hih-

ithethe president nfot the Mormon hurthurc
and by a majority of the apostles and
wawasIU pattedia d bby a Mormon
ItH wawas1 vetoed byb a Mormon governor
the principal reasonraon for the vetoflo beingbelli
that thehe attempted l would
InbringI n about anen amendment to the ConCon-

stitution ofot the United SlatBlates under
which thoseIho guilty of the crime ofat polypollpoly-
gamous

pol

amOUR cohabitation would be
ted and punishedd In ththe federal o

Perhaps onDi of theIh motmost Instructive
instances ofot ththe exercise of theth powerpopo-

oroforo theIbe Mormon Church In political afataf-

fairfairefair wwuwas In thtine matter referred to InIn-

the
in-

thetheth pretest alIbIis the caeasee of MosesMaSSe ThatThat-
chercherworr Inhi that ratcase the testimony taken
before the committee leaveIa no doubt
thatthaI notnol farfIT from lhthe timeUm whenhn ththe
leaderleaders of the Mormon hutchChurchh reTore-

quired theIr followersfollower totn divide between
thtbthe two0 partiesrU it wnwas ordered by ththe
Mormon leader that thothose official ofot
the hutch who d to engage In
politIespolitic into behalf of one ofor ththe politi-
calcalIal partpartiesI should1 go10 out and
ththe people ofot thtine Mormon hutchChurch In
favoraway ofor partparty while thothosee who
werepre of tInetho opinion hould
remain at home and not attempt to InID

flumes ththe members of that hutchhurh to
adopt their wwayy oftit thinking Mr ThatThat-
cherchitcher ppmi w fitnt to10 disobey this edict and
not only to become aII candidate for the
Unitedt Plate senate but to go0 out
among the andamid endeavor to10 win
convertCOntents tnto0 the party ofor which heIte wawas nII
member ForTorJ or thishll oftenoffense tbthe
political dictation ofot thlblbs rldency andaid twelve apostles UrMr ThatThat-
cherrutcher wawu deposed from hihishie position aasas-

anantn a deprived ofot alltil hihishll attires
In the Mormon Church demdeniedd the
privileges which are accorded toW every
Mormon In Rood standing and theIbe
whole Influence of the leadersled nfat the
Mormonlormon hutchchurch wawas put forth to corncom
parpass blhisbit defeat

AtAsA waws wellweli saidMid byII MrIr Thatcher
at the time ofot thisthi occurrenceI this
action on the part ofot theIt ruling authoraut or
Hie1110 of the hutchChurch transformed the
Mormon ChurchChurh into a greatcreat political
matmachinebin the steering apparatus of
which w1 a InIII ththe handshand ofot the 12I1 or UflU-

menmen at thetine head All thisIhla occurred bebe-

causecausecaute Mrlr Thatcher refutedrefused to take
counter that IisII to followtollo ththe dictatesdictate
of the Mormon Church aIIas to who
should becomebecom candidatescandidate for and
whoho hould not become such

Specific directions givenglnn byb thet e
heads ofot the Mormon Church to those
under them wmseem to have varied acsoac-

cordingcordingl to Several years
agogo and before the admission ofor Utah
in to the Union aIIas a state It would
appear that the of the MomMorMor-
mon

Mom-

monmon hutch would conveyconn to thIhthe mommemo
berbenl of that ChurchhUrth Instruction conCOlIcon-

cerningearning their politicalI action openly
and In public a The people
wouldwouW bbe told from ththe pulpitspulpit of tnthe
Mormon Churchhutch what ticket they ought
to10

AtAs Itlate aAj lliftISMt HI ofor ththe MorMor-

mon
MMor-

mon
or

mon Church calledrailed l thOd a number
ofor the membersmember ofor that Churchhurht who
belongedbelong totn aIi partparty opposing the partyparIparI-
otofot the bishop and told1014 thuethur whom be
had thusIbue called together thatt behe hadbad
received aII message fromIrom the preal
dencyfine to the effect that the candidate
ofor thetine partparty to10 which thelh bishophop bebIbe-

longed
bI-

lon
be-

longedlongedlon ed should be ejected to10 CongCongressrere-

InIn the sameHIm yearear and at the sameamme
election the presidentr lelent of tirethelit Mormon
Church took occasionOC aalon to write a latterlitter
to10 ththe bishop ofor hisbit Church Indora
IrIbig ththe candidacy ofot a certain pentgentlegentle-
manman for representative In ConCongress In
ISMliSI onoD ofo the ofot the Mormonoon
Churchr in a letterUtter to oneofte of tbthe lira
Ipresidents of ev virtually athadvo-
catedcited the ejectionelicitor of a certain condlcondi

dtdate fortor a teatseatt In the United Stale
In IMS anaD apostle ofot lhlbthe Mormon

Church wenttentnt through uriCone ofot Utetoe councorin
IIItties of Idaho telling lhthe Mormononnon votvot-

er
ot

ernirs that ItII waswa theIhl will ofIt the Church
that they shouldhould otevote uII certain ticket

In laterlatr yearsyear the method of domindomin-
ationalienatlon byb the Mormon hutchChurch in

ff I 1I 4 A TAnIeasiM la ww-

b
S

byb means of a rulerull requiring thothose ofotot-

antryanyan prominence Into the Church to take
counttcounsel before becoming candidatetfortor public alike ThisThi virtually putsput InIn-

to
In-

to
D

to10 the handshand ofot the Mormon priesthood
ththe hun of tbthelIIl various om In
tinsthoII statetat IfIt ththe Church uketake to itself
thIIIthe richi to deridedeckle who shallhil tbbe the
candidcandidatest for office thereth Ilais notic other
choice left to either candidateste or peo-
ple

peapeopoop-
IphpI Under this rule thehr people cancan-
not

can-
not

can-
notnot votetoteot for anyoneano whoa ho IisII a

membersrII of thIhthe Mormon
untiesun theahe ruling authorities of thetilt
Churchhur h i him IntI bhibI a
This rutrule throb at speciesIN ofot
political usurpation striking at thelite very

ofnf our government Our
entire political tm III bbasedd onOft tbthe
theory that everfOr voterlIt haItahas the right toloto-

otvoteoteot forlot anyoneanon he pleapleases andamid that
have a right totn rail uponOlI whombmlI

meyer they willUI to representrt them andand-
intoin administer ththe affairala Ira ofat the nnation
antiand of the commonwealth ButBlat Ihthe rutrob
which hahas been promulgated sadand enen-

forced
en-

forcedforced byII aMtIn official of the Mormonormon
precludespreclude anya nynf member of that

Church from serving theth nationnillon orr ththe
statetat unlessuBI hebeb bahas been for
uchsuch VIII by the hierarchy which
governom MMIl ktkI Church Thisnil meanman that
theb slateUttate shallhall subsist In allalt thingthings Inmm-

and
In-

and
In-

andand through Utethe conn of thUtethe
Church II-

ThThThe pr tntlext underund which Ihththe leaderled II-

ii orof thtMthe Mormon hutchChurchhu b excuseOCUli their ie I

1 IN linn ofot candidatescandidate for publiclabUe II-

IIIisII thathat ItH 1l a rulenil ofnf ththe Churchbutch fitdi j

into prevent high official In IhtMthe
Church fromfroni becoming engagedd In pubpeapub-

lic
pea-

lie
I

lielic affi tolo ththe neglect ofGf theIr fieccc
function

ThisMI veilcell III too thinbIer tolo conceal Inthethe-

resirealresi1 motive andaad designs of tiesthe MorMor-

mon
erer-

menmonmen priesthood WereW that ththe trutrue rarMra-
on

rea-

sonsonon forfOlt thlIIthe adoptiona of ththet rulerulf It
would bIfbe mademad to applyappl to illiii thetilt highbhbb-

rtrCrr officials off tbthe Mormon Church anusan-

drdrderd allll and all would heht
prohibited from becoming candidates I

I for public oftam AridAndA nil InhaI suchrach tamrat thUI
of ththe rutnil would bbe attained4 by I

requiring ofoh everyverry church officer who
a candidateCandida fortor public oce

that hebe resinIen hibl church office andaad
this without favor or

Rutlust Ibthe nilrul IIf not Mso framed orIIII-
I

ad
I m t rd Inder thisIhl rulenil onOftOne maymarmar-
b

mama-
I

may-

beI bINbe IIa candidate fortor public orr may
f

not h Iq lato ththe will ofot tiltthe lest
andnd twelvet apostles ofC theliretit I

11 4 ththe rrieJ aas HItH-

I

t II-

IIIII at piled tinen nfotit lhthe twelve apostlesetINap
maIns bbfbe electedt d totin thtbthe senateatee aasAI In lhOa I

ittA5 ofef Mr or hhe may hbe dtft4
feat dI c as InIII thtMthe cuecatMe of MrSit Thatcherhate
If11 oci oftff the higherr official ofSt tbtilethethe-
MM n n hutchChurchu become a candidate i

frtr hhe naymay rtre
lain hrhsh In thOa

h n1as In thtbthe catca1 Wif Mr
H t ml8u nrid1 Mrt i H orI hhe may be11

brokenbrute rf Ir I hi seHI of hiIIIhis
nfl Isa

lotl Mrlr ThAIi nI 401 differing ainqI II-

IIII if I t hill ii-

theththe AIi i ofiT I iiI theIh nutfirst nr it

01 IIitt 1 e I 1

tIns rulerill MrMn ItH IMH pi A 500 tfrII-
ICMOtI 11 litifit In ss-

und
i

undIn tinderr I rit 1 hehp a

tKltI tot1 tIto rhIt unitsin
Iuluu heh 1oitin ni n iff fti P flfIfl-

UI I IIU ththu Mf rmfit I irit Ii1111IAIii nvi

If n11 1 n tl1

rici lilt firtn hiW I It l1 A III-

Ino

ff-
I

ii-

iinoj title irr e I1 if a e thIhlbsft
4I

I hete thetho MormonMarmonlarm Church UitI strongItron I
lh candidates favoredfa by tlthe ruling
authorItiesauthentic of that Church arare generally
elected

The rutfat that arelire
electedelf to In preference to MarMor
moUl In localities wheretIre the Mormons
arare In thIhl u dotdoes not tend to

I proveprote tugtoe absence of0 church influence

IIIIt Uit shownhown byb theth testimony that the
of thith MormonJormon Church sonicsomesome-

timetimestime prefer onone Mormon to another
indard prefer a to a1
Mormon 80So well iLIis it understood In
Utahnh ththitt thefie 1 IlWrr ofor the Mormon

jI Churchhurch In must bebf teerec
sortand to that In thelie fieeecfie-

ttlttInInn of senatorssenator aridami ofIt other
tpthi Mormon must be1 whathat they
ICairnaimalm atas their abue of ththe offices to b
tIltedtiled11cd

In orderord to realiselIall theth potency of the
Influence which theth ruling authorities
oif the Mormon Church exercise Iniii popo-

litical affairs It muttmust bIt kept In mind
that thisthil Influence proceeds from mmenmainn
whoshe1 ho are byb their followers UItU-

llbee orae otol God that whatsoever
lile speakpeak IIsII the word ofot GridGod andanel
that the tintlint presidency ofat the MerMoelor-

mm n hutchChurch andd thtirethe council ofot thethe-
ttweve apostlespo arare ththe mouthpiece
of God Inhi lbs effortseffort put forth byby-

thethe rulersruler ofot theUt Church to0 defeat
MomMoseaI Thatcher the MormonMattson people
1t re toldt ld thathat the tintArlt presidency Andarul
II of theth apostles were Inspired and
that MOMMoses Thatcher ththe twelfth specapos
thtietI wawas not Inspired

Theh commutecommittee hahashili not overlooked nornOtnor-

ff iid to givetJ duduedise to thhi
l ojatj calledcall 4 IBiiI bebe-

half
be-

halfhalfbait Of MrIr who thatthaI
therehere wawu norio interferes by th MOlMarMor-

monmonilium Church In ththe political affairsaffair otat
Utahtub or Idaho But leaving outul of coneoncon-

sideration any political or personal biasblabl
forflor MrJr which thosethoM wItnesses
mayma have manifested there UIs veryVer litlit-

tle
lit-

tIetIetleII In thirtheir ul lt from andarid
te their individual opinionon aridand
judgmentud meat anas regardsregard the political conIOncon-

dition Iniii ththe talEa named The estitesti-
monymonymA ofot tbthesee wtwitnesseslints In nnno waya conroncon-

trotrottro erueri ththe tactfacts before referred to
flOmm which tactfacts the conclusion IIIs liIt
resistible that the controlling authori-
tiesties cfef thetb Mormonlormon Church do dominate
tIneth political affairsaffair of ththe State ofot
UtahPUh smutnd control to sonsaris extent the

affairsaffair of ththe Halttat ofot Idaho
withoutIt disproof ofot Ibis facts or
strong proof of countervailingcountI fartfacts
mtmlmenP opinionsopinion ofot bOIhoweverpr InIII

and however candid do not
suturesuffice

Notut only IiIt MrIr Smoot onone of those
bbi undlift through whom ththe political afataf-

atofat Utah are dominateddo but hihis
election to the senatealf wasat It Icis belve
UILii result of domination

Whenhen Mrr Smoot concluded to 1hebe
conic aII candidate for theUte senate hhllhi wawasII
carefulartful totB obtain the contortcontent ofot theI h

presidency and twelve apostles to
hlhihit candidacy ButRut thIs roneoncon-

tenttentsentnl of01 theth rulersruler ofot the Church wwas
naturally regarded byb the people ofnr

h who were familiar with the waysAs
of01 the Mormon high priesthood auas bebe-

ing
be-

IngingInt under the circumstancecircumstancesne quIquI-
tokrn toP ann aridand made It ImIra

I possible for anyone eleta to becomeome ansit
aP nt fortor ththe sameesmame position with allann

of
A I I nforC t ChurchI I anilii StintSlatee

factfart that ththe adherents ofor ththe
Mot moo Church hold ththe balance of

r In politics In tomelame ofor ththe statesstate
ththe limit presidency and twelve

apostles to control the political affairs
of tEes staticelates to anyan extent they mayma

ThusThul a complete union ofot
church and talestate lIsII formed This IsII In

with thetb teachings ofor thelh
Oll of theth Mormon Church aaas

promulgated In heIbe writingwritingS of men of
high authority In the ChurchChun to thetine
effect that the Church 1III supreme In
all matters of government as well asas-

In
as-

InIntn allaft thingsthing pertaining to ththe private
lift ofot theth In onone of a series1181

ofIf pamphlets On the Doctrinesl ofIf thetine
taipei by Apostle OrsonOrton ItII UisU-

t
II-

ttL mimedfOrmed
TineThe kingdom of GodGoti Itis an orordertr oof

government established bybr divine ausu
t ItJt IisII the only legal governgovern-
mentmentmeat that earncan exist In any partparL of lhthe
universere All other governments artarear
Illegal andtimid unauthorized lotloti having
modemild all beings and worlds has the suaimsu-

premeprimepremeI m rrlrightI rutt to govern them by IllsHis
inn lalawswo andarid byb officers ofot HIJIll ownon
appointment AnyAn people attempting
to10 govern themselves aridandnd by lawslawn olot
their cain making and byb ofot
their ownnazi appointment are In direct
rebellion against ththe kingdom of GodCod
1VoloI01 1I p MLEdt

The union ofor church amantiand state Inlit
those stites under theth domination ofot
the Mormon leaders IIs meetmott abhorrent
toIc our frtfree Institution JohnJoh Adams

thatthai ththe of the Churchhurch
of England to extend Itire Jurisdiction
overeves the colonies aas muchmuc-
haaU any other cause to arouse th atat-

tentiontuition notnet only of the Inquiring mind
nuthut of the common people and to urge
thinsthem to clotclose thinking of ihthe constitu-
tional authority of parliament over the
coloncoloniesI midand to bring on the war of inInsin-

dependencedependence After ththe colonies hadhad-
JJ achieved their Independence ththe corncom

plate of ththe church
from the control of ththe statestale and of the
statetit from the control of the church
Sc brought about through the efforts
of men lihUk Thomas and
JamJames 14Madisonad lion in Virginia antiand thothose
of almost squid prominence tnin other
statesstate And thusthu ththe natural dirdesIre of
ththe people of thIsthin nation foror the entire
separation of church and state WMwas InIn-

corporated
in-

corporated In the Constitution ofcit the
United Stair by ththe list amendment
to that imminent
ThThe right to worship kid according

to lhthe dictate of oneon own conscience
Iii omtie of ihInc motmost sacredd rights otat
eVerY American XoXe lesslea sacred
Iii the right of everyvry to votevot ac

r to Jillhit convictions
without Interference on the part of any

I

church religious organisation or body
of which seekseek to control

I hihis political opinionsopinion or direct laI nnsin

jy hihis uuse of ththe electivel franchise
Iniii ththe Interest ofat religiousreligion freedom

aiti loto protect ththe statedale tramfrom ththe In
of the Mormon huTchChurch ththe

framersframen of the Constitution of Utah
Incorporated In that the

which hahas been quoted in a
preceding part of this report That

otof thtire Constitution of Utah
ratls b n persistently and

dldisregarded by the tint presides
cyCT and ththe twelve apostles of Ihthe MorMoeMor-
monmonmen Church everv r since UtahItah waswai ad4
milted intinto ththe talon TinyThey havehav paid
MAl I III regard to thisthu mandate of ththe

of as they hairhav to
ihthe tawlaw which prohibitsprohibit polygamy and

Uw which forbidsforbid i coco-

habitationhabitation
Oath of HE HIO

In lhthe protest at and sidled byby-

th
by-

theththe oath of Mr It t1 claImedl

that Mr hahas takentahra anin oath is
inn spellI of ththe Mormon Church
which Iis of a nature is to render
Mm Incompetent to hold Ibthe office fI
senator PromFrom ththe testimony taken It
appear that Mr hahas taken tnan
obligation iis prescribed by ththe
Mormon Church andsn administered to
thothose whoho goo through a ceremony
known aai taking Ihtire endowments It
watWU by a number of witnesses
who wr lhlire
tattergatlon that onone part of this
iiI expressed in
wordsword

Tou and each of youou andnd
premise thatthai you willsill pray and

to pray Almighty tied to snags
thelh Moodblend of ththe prophets upon this naitsna-

tiontionun and that you will sacktach ththe camecame-
loloto your children and to your childrens
children unto ththe third and fourth gigeigir-
atratrationIon
AnAm effort wass mmatelr to destroy ththe rfif

feet of thtine of three of thees
lv mi of their rprep

utlii u I 7 fmfox fra lt This
r nai riotnut strengthened bty ihthe II-

CithCi i1 tlI P a itt ew bybi whomahorn It wiais
aL 11 ne of the

hur I iiiiid would naturally ar ii-
tth of rrt Tb girt

unfavorable to that hut inin-

TheThefhe of theth witnesses for hehe-

i

h

i ie before ireferred laIts a carcor
d tjtv thelb ttestimonyny of Mr r fi

gaitMl a morn In behalf of Mr
and non attempt Tan malemad to inn

Iahih the n of thu It 1

iis true that a number of s teelev
lIned that no obligation Iii concon-

tainedtamed In the endowment ceremony
but It InIs a very
that every one of the witnesseswitnessed who
made this denial refused to stateMate tinetha
obligation Imposed on those whointo take
partIrate In the ceremony

The evidence showing that such enan
obligation IIs takentakemi Itis further supportsupport-
eded by proof that during the endowment
ceremonies a prayer Is offered asking
God to avenge the blood of Joseph
Smith upon this nalonnaion and certain
verVeriast from the lull iiii reresid
are claimed to Justify the
and the prayer flitThi fafani that such nit
prayer Itis offered and that suchuch peapas
nagsages from ththe BIble arc ndrust waswan not

by any witness who wnwas
sworn nnon the Investigation Nor wawa-
ItIt questioned that by the term tho
prophets aas uusedd In the
ceremony reference IIs maOma to
aridnd 11 rum Smith That an obligation
of vengeance Iis part atof ththe endowment
ceremony Iis further attested byii Hithe
feetfact that shortly utterafter testimony hadbat
been given on that subject before tntinn
committeecommitIt Bishop DanielDiniel Connelly nftit-
itheIhthe Mormon Church denouncedl the wIt
n whorho had given IhUthu testimony as
traitors who had broken their oaths to
the Church

ThThe frtfad that an oath of v IiIs

p ft of the ceremonIes andinid
the nature and character of suchuch oath
wawas Judicially determined In the Thirdmint
Judicial district court nfof Utah In tin
year IM11 In the matter cfct the applica-
tiontion of John Moore and other to M14
comecom of the StatesStale InIn-

an
InIn-

enanen opinion denying ththe application ththe
court mysay

Infri thethe applicatIons tinethe usual evl
dines on bbehalfhalf efat the applicants as to
rold nc moralmetal character etc waywas
Introduced at a former hearing neiland
wawas deemed Objection wnatl
mademad how v r to tinethe admission of
John MooreMoor and William J1 Edgar uptipup-
ononun ththe ground that they veToMero members
of themi Mormon Church antanil also binc

cause they had gorsegon through tInethe enen-

dowmentdowmen hou olof that Church mlant
trierthere harthad taken ansri oath nror obligation
Incompatible with the oath nfof citizencitizen-
ship

citizen-
shipship they would be required to take ifit
admitted

Thoe objecting Into the right of thetheta
applicantsapplicant 10to btbi admitted loto citizenship
Introduced 11 wItnesseswitness who had been
membersmember of the Churchhurch of JenJesusin ChristChrist-
ofof Saints commonly called
the Mormon Church Several of
these witnessess w hailhad held the position
of bishop in the Church antiand all hid
ponegone through the endowment houss
and participated InItt Itits ceremonies ThisTha
testimony of thesethene witnesses lais to Ins
effect that every member of the Church
iIs expected to go through the
meni house and that nearly altall do solno
that martlamarriagesKen are usually
titherer and that thothose who are

go through tinethe endowment
at aair early datedale thereafter

aas practicable in order that tiletho marimanimari-
taltattal relation smallshall continue throughout
eternity

On behalf ofat tinethe applIcantsapplicant 14 witwit-
nessnMness concerning the endowendow-
ment

endow-
mentment ceremonies but altall of them dedide-
clineddined to state what oaths artare taken
or whitwhat obligations or covenants arcara
there entered Into or whit penalties
arare attattachedch to their violation unitand
these Knew when asked for their
rreasona on for declining to answer timedstated
that they did so on a point of honor
while several stated they hudhad forgotforgot-
tenten what was saulald about avenging this
blood of tho prophets

TineThe witnesses8 for the applicantsapplicant
while refutingrefusing to tinethe oath
promises and covenants of tinethe endowendow-
mentmintment ceremonies antiaud ththe penalties itat

thereto testified generally that
therether waswan nonothingus In the min

i nt wIth loyaltyloyally to the governgovern-
mentmeatment of thehe United States andamid that Utle3
government waswan notnoi mentioned unOne of
the objectsobject of thisthin Investigation Is tota
ascertain whether the oaths antiand
gallongation of ththe endowment houhousee areara
incompatible with good citizenship cad
It Iii riot for applicants to detIede-

terminetermine question The refusal of
applicants loto stateelate
dali what oath obligations or covecove-
nantsnestlenants are taken or entered Into In matan

renders their testimony
but little value and tends to
rather than contradict the evidence njon
this point offered by the objectorsobjector TMTh

established lbeyond anyan reararea-
sonable doubt that the endowment errcer-
emonies are inconsistent with the
an applicant foror citizenship Is requir-
eded4 to takeuke and that ththe oathsoath

or covenants there made or enerren-
teredterM Into arearo Incompatible with the ro

and dutIes of of thethi
UnitUnited Slat oh 41 pp

Th obligation hereinbefore setret forth
IiIt an oath of disloyalty to the guygovgov-
ernment which the rules of ththe Mormon
Church require or at lease o a
everyever member of that organizationorganisation to
take

It Iis In harmony with the viewsilens
conduct of ththe lendersleaders ofat Ihthe Mormon
peoplepopl laysday when thythe openopen-
lyly defied Ibthe government of ihthe
StatesState and Is alalsoo In harmonyharmon with theiho
conduct of those who give the law lato
lhthe Mormon hutchChurch lodaytots In their 1Ii

disregard of ththe laas againstaRmst polyIcilypoly-
gamygamy andamid polygamous cohabitation It
may bbe that many of thaithoe who taktaki
this obligation do so without realizing
Its treasonable Import hintbut ththe tartfact
that the Oral presidency amanti twelve

retain an obligation of that iass
lure In ththis cceremonies of the Church
showshow that at hearthiatt they arare hostile to
this and to Its
mint ltAnd Ihike sameearn spirit efof disloyalty Iiis
manifested alsoalo laiii a number of thetha 5
hymns contained In ththe collection of
hymn put forth by the rulersruler of the
Mormon church to tbe Mingaug by MannersMomon 4
congregations f

ThereTherm ran bbe noiwi question In toInto-
h

In-

thetheh taking 6f the oath of vengeance by
Mr Smoot Hlie that hhe wenwent
through ththe ceremony of taking thi
endowments In ththe y r and thethi JJ-

ididbead of ththe Mormon Church staId in jj-
illhisill testimony thatthai tbthe ceremony Is i j
the Mmearn that It hahas bbeenn j

An obligation of ththe nature of ththe on 4 I

bfbiterr mentioned would emseem tnto bahi iA
wholly incompatible with ththe duty M
which Mr mootSmoot aas a member of thetha

State would owe to the 1

nation It i a difficult to conceive how m

or discharge ththe obligation Iwhich reelsreaU upon every senator to Mpa 4
perform hihis dulldutIes a to propr
motmet ththe M elf re of the pIo of Ibmthi
United hates and at th Mas Urnlimo hi ff-
ailingrailingailing down th vengeance of h nn-

MMon thisIhl nation of the killing ifaf t
ththe founder of the Mormon Church UfI
yearsyear ago

Mr Nut to a SentSect InimiIn-

TheThe storemor deliberately endand carefully
theh testimony taken on ththe
tiesion Uis considered the moremor IrresIstibly
itst leadslead to the conclusionn that thitha
facia Matedelated In the protect artare true
that Mr IIs on of a
ual Ing body of men known aas the nrat
presidency and twelve apostle of ththe
Church of JuJesus Christ of
saint commonly known a the NorMorMor-
ton

Nor-
monmonton Church that ththese mnmen claim dldidi-

vinevine authority to control the member tt-
foff saidald Church in Illall thingsthing temporal

asi wellwll aas spiritual thatthai this authority
IsI and hahas been for seeriestvr l yrTears pMtpast
toJo by saidMid
antSind twelvetwIte apapostles atas to
hethe practise of polygamy and po gg-

imim ni cohabitation In the tit olat
and to thi

aM lawlas a of the State otat
Itah findarid the law off ththe landhand that
said frit andami twelve apos
tiesHe ijo40 control aolni forfat aI IonOn aa-

llne part have ththe
affair of ihthe State fI Utah and hav
thus about In saidtaid statetat ia
union of church and statetut contrary tftc
thehe nfof said State ofot Utah
mlaol to the of

statS i tf antnd thu saidald RdHeed
n t here rot aiiii the acered

tIedled ofvit ththe SUMStale Ole
lt h nII theh of thetho I

KIJI aii ththe of the bierBirr
inhirth which control ththe hutchChurch tntand
hissin the unction of ththe statSlit
inn sailMil lUIf nfof

ItIi f lh i ia a Ha nc
rein Kitse fa ift that Mr mot 1Is nni

colitIsI ti5 a e t In line senate ai1 IS
t r 1I 1I 11fl theth StaiStame of Itubtab

w


