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1o Manifesto a Deception.

: facts the authorities
- ‘M“Church urge that in the
1800 what “.u “"":uy the first
hat Chureh, suspend-

first place that

s lherh&;tl l|n hizy e
ura

taion 9 pmadln( the Iz

the manifesto,

that In & number of lnstances

teen solemnized

authority In that
ery few months

» issuing of the man
- pservable that this
ay deciares the principle
0 he Wrong or abrogates
ot the Marmon Church,
pends the practise of
be resumed at gome more
n, either with or with.

minent offielals of the Mor-
ceh that the manifesta was

inspired  document,

fronting” those who
ractising polygamy and polyg-
leaving what

“the principle of plural mars
s much & tenet of thelr faith
of practise when possible, as
re the manifesto was is-
U'pon that subject Josejh

taylor—The revelation which
woodruff recefved in conses
+ af which the eommand to take
jwen was suzpended did not,
ratand, change the divine
4! marridage, did 1t?

amith—1t did not change our

It did mot change your

1t

h--Not at all, sir,

continued (o he.

“plural marriages were right ?
I did, at jeast.

¢ answer for anybody else,

tinue to belleve as 1 dfd before.

Ay, Smith—We

and one of the twelve apostics has
E fact to be that “the mani-
v o trick to heat the devil
Further than this,
peeded by &1l that this manifes-
was intended to prohibit polygamous
(ohabitation as strongly as It prohjbit.
ed the solemnization of plural mar-

2 of polygarmous
(shabitatlon, the manifesto has been
dleregarded by the members
of the Mormon Church.
peasorable to expect thut the members
of thn! Church would have any greater
cegard for the prohibition of plural

Ope Laving In Polygamouns Cohabitas
tion is In Law a Polygamist,

mewibers of the first presidency
1 twelve aposties of the Mormon
ireh eladm that there is a dlstine-
retween what they term polygamy
Is, the contracting of plural
arilages—and polygamous cohabita-
n with plural wives,
circnmstances this distinetion Iy lide
phort of ridiculous. As Is demonstrat.
the testimony, the
manifesto was aimed at polygamous
cohabilation, as well as agalnst the
taking of plural wives, and 1t is the
veriest sophistry te contend that open
torious  cohablitation
wives |8 Jess offensive to publle morals
than the taking of additlonal wives, [n-
loed, 1L 18 the testimony of some of
s¢ who reside in communities that
are cursed by the evils of polygamy
1! polygamous cohabitation is fullyas
offcusive Lo the sense of decency of the
bebitants of those communities as
rould be the taking of plural wives,
And thig excuse of the Mormon lead-

# a8 baseless In law as {t is In
In the case of Murphy vs,
H¥amaay, declded by the supreme court
of the United States and reported in
the United States S8upreme Court Ree
forts, volume 114, page 15, It was de-
tlded that any man Is a polygamist who
wab ining the relation of husband to
i plurality of wives, sven though In
e may cohablt with only one. The
et further held In the same case that
& an ocoupying this relation to two op
more women AN only cease to be a po-
#t when he has finally and fully
disenived the relatlon of husband to
severn! wives, In other words, there s
tan be no practical difference In
or in merals between the offense
axing plural wives and the offense
f polygamous cobhabltation.
doctrine 1= affirmed In the case of Can-
‘ I'nited States (118 U, & 8u.
eme Courl Reports, p. &),

But under the

Mro smoot Responsible for the Con.
duct of the Organization to Which

It 15 urge? in behalf of Mr. Smoot
f, conceding it to be true that the
president and some of the aposties
dre Jiving In polygamy and that some
of 1he leaders of the Mormon Church
fgogruge polygamous practises, Mr,
Smoot himseelf I8 not & polygamist, does
practise polygamy, and that there
P ono evidence that he has personally
and Individually encournged the prac-
tes of polygamy by members of the
Mormon Chureh, and that he ought not
10 e condemned bécause of the
N sEsociytes
untenable. Mr. 8moot Is &y In-
":‘im.’a-h.-:' Fart of the governing body
f thé Mormon (hurch—the first presi-
And iwelva aposties—and those
Wan compose that organizgation form s
Pentivety, and whatever Is done
Orgnnization is the aect of sach,
&nd every member thereof, and what.
ley is adopted and pursued by

body which controls the Mormen
! '\l:. Smoot must be held 1o be
# for a8 & member of that
at ohe may be legally, as well
&4 m responsible for wunlawtul
ACts which he does not himsel! commit
& rule of Jaw too elementary to re-
“What one does by
te dots by himself” is & maxin
ommon law. And as the
dency and twelve apostles of
nou Chureh  have authority
"¢ Fpiritual affairs of the mem-
! hat Church, it follows that
“Ah puverning body of said Church has
Shireme authority over the members of
S hureh in respect to the practise
. yinmy and polygamous cotabita-

1.:.,g!nnd In former years, and un-
¢ canon law, matters of mar
o divarce, and le

jure discusslon,

&% 0ld ue the o

ImAcy were un-
the ecclesiastical
“ris of the kingdom, in which the

#hment was in (he nature of a spir-
WL prnaity for the good of the soul
the offender, this penalty in many
‘ies belng that of excommunlcation oy
“ipulsion from the church. (1 Black-
Fone's Commentaries, 451;
fine's Commentaries, $3; 4  Blacke
fonue's Commentaries, 163 and  note;
ve. United States, 98 U, 8§,
s, ul:-‘}c': And In la'l“o.l"l years, while
¢ OV aw now prohibits and pun-
'thes bigamy, the authorities v+
#tlan church in this country take
‘NizRnce of matrimonial afairs and
uthority of the church In spire
matlers prevent and

the rules of the chu
Tage.

any infraction of

rch regarding mar- |

The testimony taken upon this inves.
Eation shows beyond coutroversy that
' authority of the first presidency
{welve aposties of the M
members

Chureh 1s -::: that were
twelve apostles to pro-
polygamy

at Church countenance and ensour-
age polygamy.

o conduct of Mr, 8moot in this re-

cannot be se ed from that of
Is assoclates In the government of the
Mormon Church. Whatever his private
opinions or hix private conduct may be,
he stands before the world as an Integ-
ral part of the organization which en.
courages, counsels, and approves polym
amy, which not only falls to discipling
those who break the laws of the coun-
try, but, on the contrary, joads with
honors and favors those who ppa
among the most noted polygumists
within the pale of that Church,

It 18 an elemeantary prineiple of law
that where fwo or more persons are
associated together in an aet, an ore
ganization, an enterprise, or a course
of conduct, whirh i in It character or
Jurpose unlawful, the act of any one
of those who are thug assoclated {8 the
att of 21, and the act of any number of
thy nesaelates I8 the act of sach one of
the others.

An eminent legal nuthority says:

“Every person antering into a eons
spiracy or common  deslan  already
termed I8 deemed In law a party to all
acts done by and of the ather parties,
Lefore or afterwards, 10 furtherance
of the common design, The principle

on which the acts and declarations of
other consplirators, and acts done at
different times, are admitied in ovi-
dénce against the persons prosecute!]
Is that by the art of conspiring togethe
the consplrators have jointly sesumed!
to thamselves, as n hody, the attributes
of Individuality xo far ax regards the
prosecation of the common design, thus
rendering whitever 1% done or sadd by
enyone In furtherance nf that deslgn a
part of the res gestaoe and therefore th
act of all" 12 Greenlea! on Evidence,
eer. 95 M. See glso Commonwenlth ve,
Warren, 6§ Muss, 74; Peaple ve, Mather
4§ Wend., 209 280, People va, Peckens,
150 N. Y, 378, 068 593, United States vs
Gooding, 12 Wheaton, 449, 400; Ameri-
can Fur Company ve T'nited States, 2
Peters, 38 385: Nudd et al. v& Burs
rowe 91 17, 8 426, 435, United Siates vx,
Mitchell, 1 Hughes, 43% (Foderal cases
No, 15790); Siewart vs, Johnson, 3 Har
N J) R IHinchman v, Ritehie,
Rrightiey's N. P, 1Pa.), 143 Freeman
Ve Stine, 3¢ Leg. Int, (Pa.), 8. Sples
et al, vs, Peaple, 122 Nlinols, 1.)

The ecase last ecited tilustrates this
principle more forcibly than any of tha
athers referred to. In that eage, which
Is commonly Known as “the anarchists
care'" there wag, as 1o some of the de.
fendanta, very lttle evidence, and as to
oiherg of 1 e defendants no satisfare
tory evidence that they were present at
the commisslon of the murder with
which they were charged, or advised
or intended the murder which wag com-
mitted by an unknown person. But 1t
was proved that thé defepdants were
mimbers of an orgaplzation Known as
the International assoclation of Chlca-
g0, having for its object the destrurtiog
of the law and government and Wui-
dentally of the pollce and militla as
‘the representatives of mw and gaverns
ment, and  that  gome of the de.
fendants had, by spoken and print-
ed appeals to workingmen and
others, urged the use of force, deadly
weapons, and dynamite In resistanos
to the law and {ts officers,

In denying the motion for a new trial
in the anarcplats’ case the Judge who
presided at the trial ueed the follow-
ing lonmuage

“Now on the question of the instrue-
tions, whether these defendants, or any
of them, anticipated or sxpected the
throwing of the bomb on the night of
the 4#th of May Iz not a question which
I need 1o consider, because the con-
victlon can not be sustained, !f that |8
necessary o a  conviction, however
miech evidence of It there may be, lLas
cause the instructions do not go upon
that ground. The jury was not in.
gtructed to find the defendants guilty
they believed they participated in the
throwing of that bomb, or advised o
enurourl?’ed the throwing of that bomn,
or anything of that sort, Convietion
hing not gone upon the ground that Uy
did have any personal participation in
the particular sct which caused the
death of Degan, but the copviction pro-
ceeds upon the ground, under the la-
structions, that they had generally hy
gpeech and print, adviged large classéy
of the people, not particular individa-
als, but large classes, to commit mur-
der, and have left the commission,
time gnd place to the individual =51
and whim, or caprice, or whatever it
may be, of each individual man whn
listened to thelr advice and Iuftuencel
by that advice somebody not known Jid
throw the bomb which caused Degun's
death.” (Century Magazine, April 1582
p. 885.)

It will be seen by the decision of the
court upoen the mation for a new trial
in the vase of Sples ot al vs people that
the anarchists svere not convieted upnn
the ground that they had participstaed
fn the murder of which they were 207
victed, Whether they were or were
not participants in the commisslon of
this crimes was not the maih question al
(gsue.  They were convicted hecauws
they helonged to an organization which,
A% an organization, advised the com-
misgion of acts which would lead
murder.

the supreme court of the United States
in 1888, the decizslon being rq,'-ru-.t n
volume 133 United States supreine
vourt reports, page B8 At the time of
this declsion the revised statutes of the
gtate of ldaho provided that no persan
“whn {8 & member of any order, organ.
ization, or assoclation which teaches,
advises. counsels, or  eneourages  (is
members, devaies, or gny other persan
to commit the erime of higamy or poly-
gamy, or any olher crime defined by
law, et or an w rite or cerémony of
such orier, organization or gesaclation
or otherwise, 18 permitted to yvote at
any election or to hold any position or
office of honor, trust or priit withis
this territory "~

This provision of Jaw the supreins
court of the United States heid to bhe
constitutional pud tegal 1T will be ah.
gerved that this act disfranchises cor.
| taln persans and makes them Inelgibis
to any position or nffice of honor, trast
or profit, not for committing the eriry
of polygamy. ner for tonching, alvise
Ing, counsellng o1 encouraging others
to commit the orime, btut becauss nof
thelr membership In an organtzatio
which feaches, advises, counsels and

of polygamy. Tn Waooley ve Watkine 2
Idaho Rep. B85, 566, the pourl says

“Orders, organizations and agsocin-
tions, by whatever nome (hey may be
called, which tehch, adwise, counsel or
encourage the practise or commission

organizationg, To become and oantinmwg
o he members of such organizations
or associations are such over: acts of
recognization and participation &«
makeé them partloeps criminus and as
guilty, in contemplation of ~Hmﬁ"::n"
law, as though they actually engaged
in furthering their unlawful oblects
and purposes.”  (See aiso Innis va Bol
ton, 2 Idaho Rep, 407, 4140

It being a fact that the Arst prest
dency and the twelve aposiles of the
Mormon Church teach, advise, couas
and encournge the members of (b
Churel togractise polygamy and poly 2
amous cohabitation, which are conlracy
1o both law and morale, snd Mr. Smoct
being a member of that organizalion
‘h’;‘:Hll‘ fall under the same condgroni:

And the rule in elvil cases is the =a0
as that which obtalne in the admin.s.
tration of eriminal Jaw. One who s a
member of an association of any natus
1 bound by the action of his arsociaios
whether he favors or disapproves of
such action. He can at any time pro.
teot himself from the consequence of
any futdre action of his associates by
withdrawing from the associgtion, bu!
whiile h: remains & member of the as-
sociation he s responsibls for wihat-
ever his associatss may do.

Mr. Smoot hae Countenaneed and Fn-
couraged Polygamy.
wplieity of Mr, Bmoot in
of the leaders of Mo+

iy in the fact th bl

H‘ “'- .!._- Ir‘ 1 i ] . -.-

Of ke import in the decigion In tha |
case of Davis vs Beason, deolded by |

encourages others to commit the erime |

of acts forbidden by law, are eriminal |

By repeated acts, and In a number of | curring as Jate as the early
1903, o Mormon offojal  was deposed

instances, Mr, Bmoot has, as a membir
of the guorum of the twelve aposties,
given active aid and support to the
members of the fyst presidency and
twelve aposties i thelr deflance of ine

laws of the State of Utah and of the I

lawe of common decency, and thelr en-
courdgement of polygamous practises
by buth precept and example.

It Is shown by the testimony of Mr,
Smool himself (hat he assisted in the
elevation of Joséph F. Smith to the
presidency of the Mormon Chureh, That
he has sinve repeatedly voted (o sus-
taln sadd Joseph P, Smith, and that he
80 vored after full knowledge that auid
Joseph F, Smith was Wviog in polyga-
mous cohabitution and had asserted Jis
intentlon to continue jn this coursa in
deflance of the lws of God and man.
He wlso assleied in the selection of He-
ber J, Grant as president of & mission
when it was a matler of common no-
torlety that sald Heber J. Grant was
polygumist, He voted for the election

of Charles W. Penrose ng an aposile

of the Mormen Church sfter testimonay
had besn given In this investigatisn

showing him to be a polygonist. It i

difieult to percelve how Mr, S&mont
could have glven greater encouragoment
to polygamy and polygainous cohabis
tatton than by thus assisting in rone
foreing one of the highest honors  nd

plices in the Marmon Chureh on one

who had been and was then guiity af

these crimes, A trustes of an edus

cational mstitution he made fo proteat

agalnst the coptigunnce I offlee of

Benjamin Cluff, Jr, a nated pelygamist

a8 president of that institaion, sor

made any effort ta discaver the truth
it sald Clulf had taken another plue

il wife long after the manifesta, Nog

did he make any protest, as such (rus-
tee, againgt the election of George 11
Brimball, annther palvg
Flace of Benfamdn iaX, I

Kinee his slection us ipoetle of ‘he
Murmoen ‘hurch My, Smont has been

Intimately associgted svith the  firs

president and with thoss who—eith
Blmself-emstitare the conuncil of the
tnelve apostles, The fact that many |
of these officials wore Hving In polyg.
amons relntions with g number of wiyes

was A mintler of such common Knowl-
edge I the communlty that [t is -
eredible that Mr. Bmoot shauld ot
have had sufficl noties of thig coe

dition of affalrs (ot least have put ain
an inquiry. If he did not know of thess
facte, 1t waa because he took palng ‘1ot
"0 he nformed of them, At
na o time has he  uttered a  #yle
lable of protest against the eonduct

of his pesaciates  in the  Jead-
erehip of the Mormon Church, but, on
the contrary, has sustained them in
theiy encorragement of polygamy and
polygdmons colabitation, boath by his
acte (as hereinbefors set forth) and
by his sltence,  In the judgment of tha
committee, My, Smont |8 ho more ene
titled 1o a sent In the senate than he
wolld he If he were assoclating in po-
Iypamous cohabitation with a plarali-

ty of wiyes

Domination of Leaders of the Mormon

Churcli in Secular Affairs,

A ourefu] examination and consid-
erntion of ¢ testimony tnken beforo
the pommittee  In this vestigation
lends to the conclusion that the ales
Rations |n the protest concernfng the |
doniination of the leaders af the Mor«
mon Church In seculpr affairs are trua,
and that the Pirst Presidency and
of the Church of Jerys
Christ of Latter~day Saints exercise
controlllug influence over the action of
the menibers of thut Chareh In geculnr

twelve aposties

affafrs as well as in spiritual matters

and that contrary to the prinelples of
the common law, under which we live,
and the constitution of the State of
["tah, the sald  first  presidency and
twelve aposties of the Marmaon Churen
dominate the affalrs of the state and
congtantly Interfere In the performance
of Its funetions The dominatien by
the Jeaders of the Church under thelr
claim 10 exerclge divine authority in | wstion) establishment.”
)l matterg {8 manifesied in a general | Fehool Dist, 27 Conn, ”‘.; ¥ '

" : nty a ! Joint S¢hoo! Dist. 158 Kans, 208 | helonged 1o a party opposing the purty
The right to do so is openly elaimed | Behool Dist. v, Arnold, 25, Wi, €57.) | e m‘h“‘hlﬂ”‘1 Ko oo Bl g,

way in innumerable instances.

by those who profess 1o speak In be-
half of the Church., As late ag Feb
o5, 1904, one of the twelve gpostles, In
a publlc address. sald “that from the
view point of the gospel thet © could be
no separation of temporal an  spiritual
thinge, and those who abject to Church
peaple advising and taking part In
tempora] things have no true concep-
tion of the Gospel of Christ and the

migglon of the Church™

The method by which the first presl-
dency and twelve apostles of the Mor- |
mon Church direet all the temporal af-
falrs of the members of that Church
under the clalm that such direction i»
by divine authority. s by requiring
the membears of the Church In all their
affatrs, both spiritual and temporal.and
espectully the futter, to “take coun-
gel,” Thiz means that they are to be
adviged by thelr Immedinte superioge,
These superiors (n turn take their in-
structions from those above them, and
go on bark to the point whepee mosl,

it not all, these directions emanate

that f¢. the first presidency and tweive

aposties

As war sald by Mr Chief Justice

Zane, of Utah, in 1887

“At the head of this corporate body,
aceording to the fajth professed, is a
seer and revelator, vho recelves In
yevelations the will of the infinite God
roncertig the duty thal man owes to
himeslf, 10 hig fellow-hélugs, to soclety,
ta human gavernment, and o God  In
suturdination to this Lead are a vast
pumber of officials of varous kinds
and descriptions, comprising a Mokt
minvte and complete organization. The
people comprising  this organlzation
clalm to dlrect and lead by inspiration
which ta abave ull human wisdom, sub.
feet 1o o power ahove all munieipal
government, above all man-made Jaw,”

(Vol. 1, p. S0

The phrase “take counsel” does not
menny that the members of the Church
shall inquire of thase above them in sl
cases rbncerning their action, but that
they shili peceive counsel—that s, a1-
rection-={rom those above them, and
this counsel they are (o Implicitly obey.
if they fail to do so they are éxcom-
muniested from the Church and des
prived, not only of the privileges of
memberehip in the Church, hut, as they

are wasared and belleve, they thérehy

forfelt a1l hope of happiness in a future
jite. ‘The absalute submission of the
great mass of the Mormon Church s
Hustrated by the fact that It is jaid.
down by the leaders of the Church as
a cardmal principle  to  the members

that, If thelr file lenders say White (s
black, “1t i& their duty lo say ‘white

iz blavk,'’

Instances of the interference of the
leaders of the Marmen Chureh in the

secular affalrs of thelr foliowers could
bhe multiplied aimost without numbey

I one easé a hishop of the hurch

wae depozed from his offices  m the
(hurch because he promised to obey
the laws against polygamy

Another officlal  of the Mormon

Chureh was exeommunicated for Yoo
fonging to an organization for the #n.
forcement of the laws and opposing
ihe interference of the Church in pub-
e affalrs.

Another Mormon  official  was de- |

eraded fu the Church for refusing teo
nhey his fle leader,

1n avother cage the members of a
frm doing business In Salt Latke ity
were cxpelled from the Mormon “hurch
tecnure they perxisted in engagivg in
mining operationg contrary to the com-
mand of the authorities of the Chyurch,

I another Instapee the Church sy

thoritlea intesfered fn the matter of the

ertablishinent of gr electricsight plant
in 1903 two members of the Mormaon
Church whoe bullt o dancing pavilion In

cpposttion  to the “counsel” of tha

Church suthorities were summaoned for
tria) and excommunication, and final.

Iy eampromsod the matter by turning
| ever to the Church officials the man-
agement of the pavilion and X per | that in the stute of Mdaho candidates | the wil
| tor office, in order to have any hope | dency . ;

In another case there wast & gERral | op eyccess, snust visit Salt Lake Oty | this rule Mr. Rolerts was Aefeated for
andérstanding that the Church, by s | and Arratge for such success with Lhe : “n‘ nﬂ‘“;' of reprosentative
and nnder the

pent of Lhe net aarninge.

gamial, in Ry

o inatlon of the leaders of tha Mormon
| Chureh over the tecular affalrs 1
people Is furnished hy the fuct that
while a majority of thess leaders have
tor vearas been Mving i polyvgamous

{ o the it

! long 10 one of the great poiitl
| tes of the natlon and the other haif

| praver clrcles of the high coun

letter to a newspaper criticising Mr,
fmoot and his politieal ambitions,

In another instance, occuring in 1807,
& Mormon offieial was deposed from
hig officlal relation to the Church for
distributing at /& school election &
ticket different from that preseribed
by the Church authorities,

In the year 1M56 a teacher In the
Maormon Chureh was cut off from the
Church for apostasy, the ostensible
foundation for this charge being a ertt-

| letem of the head of the Church for his
‘ polygamous practises: the real ground

being that the accused had persisted in

| engaging In the manufacture of salt,
| agalnst the interests of the president

of the Church and some of his gssoct-

| Aten,

In what {s known as the Rirdeall
case the officlale of the Mormon

| Church sssumed Jjurisdiction of a con-

troversy concerning the ttle to real
estate, and not only direcled a con-
veyance of the title to a tract of land,
but went further and enforcad its de-
cree by spirfitusl penalties Asx has
already been stated, no member of the
Mormon Church (with possibly a singl
exception) has  ever been Aln-
ciplined for polygminy or poly-
gamous  ecohabitation In leflance
of the law and of the mani-
fostn: DUt An obseure and feebis

woman was exeommunicated from the

Church and driven to the verge of
jusanity for rofusing to ohey the
tates of the Church lvaders and redin-
yuigh the title to a piece af land ‘r'1
tavor of one wha bhad nn shad W (¢

legal title thereto, As was testitie
by one of the wiinessea for the pra

tertanis

“Whenever a man Alsregards tha
| teachings and ipstructions or coungoly
hns

nf the leaders of (he Church ha
the mpirit of apostasy.’
A foreible fllustration of the dome

relations, in deflance of law, o che

dares to attempt to bring them to fus.
| tice for fear of the consequences w h‘; h
would bevisited hy the Charch on the

one whe should minke the complaint

And whenever one has been daring
enough te make complaint for polyea.

mous cohabitation against any meni-

ber of the Church the offleers of the |
law have refussd (o prosseute, ar those | canveris lo the pur
whio were proseouted and econvieted
have been released after the inliotion |

of a merely nominal punishment

Tha econtral which the governing cher was depose
body of the Marmon Church exercises |
uver the seculapr &ffairs of the State of
Utah t& wall lustrated by the fact

that for many years past what

known as “religlon classes™ have been
| taught In connection with the public
sohaole of that state  In these ciasses |
the vouth of Utah are instructed In
the doetrines of the Marmon Church
by teachers in the public schools, sup-
! ported by state taxation, the course
| of study being preseribed by officlals
of the Churel, This eourse of study
{ncludes the lives of noted Mormons

whose chief ¢laim to eminence jn the

Church llex {p thelr having taken a
multiplicity of wives and fn thelr con-
tinuanee in the erime of polygamots

eohabitation,

The teaching of the doctrines, faith
he Mormon Church

SEL DT o under | heads of the
the direction of (he high priesthaod of
1o the | vording to « .

, and before the admisslon of U'tah

In the publie schools of Utal

the Church, is nnt anly contrary

general law governing the use of
gchoolhousse as expounded by the
courts of this country, but {5 also ox-
pressly forbldden hy the ronstitution
of the Blate of Utah, which provides, |

in article 1, section 4, as follows

“No public money or property chall
be appropriated for or applied to any
| religious worship, exercises, or Nsirucs | o gupport.
thon, or for the support of any ecclesis
(8chofisld v,
Spencer v, |

Such teaching fs also prohibited by
a statute of the State of Utah, which
declares that “No athelstle, infidel, sece
tarian, religious, oy lenominational
doctrines shall be taught in any of the
| dtstriet schools of this state,”
[ Statutes of 1'tah, sec 1845,

The conduct of the rullng authorities

of the Mormoa Church In directing
| the teaching f “rellgion classer' In
the sehoolhouses of Utah affords a fair |
Hlustration of the contempt with
which the rulers of that Church treat
all laws and restrictions which stand |}
in the way of their desires, or of their
cwn Interests or what they concelve
to be the interests of the Chucelh of

which they ars the head,

The fact thnt these religlon ¢lnsses
have been disoantinued sinee their exe

iktenice was revealed by this vestl-
gation serves 1o cmphasize the truth
that the Morman Church minates
the affalrs of the Blate of Uiah | e
eational matiers un well as the
respects

Politieal Domdnation of the Marmon

Church,

But 1t 8 In political affalrs that the
domination of the Airst presidency a
twelve aposties of the Marmon Chivy

| in most efficacions and most Infuriovs
erests of the state, The Con.

of the Stute of 'tah provides
[ ““There shall be no wanfan of chureh

and state, nor mhall any church doms
| Joate the state or interfere wmith Ifs
| functiong”™ (Val 1, g 26)  Nots

stitution

withstanding thie platn provigfon of 1he

| constitution of Utah, the proof offe

vn the Investigation demonstratos be
vond the possibility of doubt that the

Werarchy at the head of the Mormon
Church has for years past formed a
perfect  unio lwiween the Mamon
Church snd the State of Utah, ard

that the Church through 1ts head dom.

fnates the affatrs of the state (i things
buth great and small  Even before
| statehood was an scecomplished fact,
and while the siate was In process of

formation, and afterwards, during he

sesslons of the first and succesding

legislatures, It was holorious

commities appolinted by the leaders of
the Maormon Church was supervising
| the legislation of the state

At about the =ame time, or shortly
prior  thersto, it bhecamé Woipivw
throughout Utal that the leading »l.
clate of the Mormonn Chureh sl
thut the volers belonging 1o (hat
Church should so divide on poiitiesl
linex that abour oneshalf shonld be-

o par-

tc the other party, leaving a <on-

| siderable yumber unassigned (o eithe:
| party, so that thelr votes could be cost
‘ for ane party of the ather, as might b

’

necossary 1o further the Interosis of
thut Church

1t 1= of courss, ntended by the lead.
ers of the Charch that this Influon

[ shal] be secretly exerted, and 1hi

1 many cases, If not In o mos oam

| easily accomplished by means «f the

perfeet machinery of the (hy
which has been adverted 1o, by »
the will of the fosl presidon
treelve apoxties (v tramemltted thiroush
cocleglastical ehannels talked over |

[ 4
:

the Church, and then promulgaisd 1

| the members of the Church as “the

will of the Lord” Notwithstanding

| this attempi sl secrecy, it hns T

many years heei & matter of commol

| kuowledge amorng the peaple of those

Sates In which the Mormaon Chuteh §s
strongest tha! politeal influence i bee
g continually exerted in the matter
of state and lower municlpal officials

Ax was said by one of the witnesses | tal
who testifled on  the [nvestigation: | Chur

Whenever they indofse & man, he

L will be eleciad. Whensver they put

upon him 1he seal of their disappros-

| bation, he will not be

It was showi In the Investigation

authoritien, direcied the Jocstion of a | [ aers of the Mormon Church. The

rond station. In 1869 four mem. | 1 of this s (hal whatever the Mor- | levted to the same office
Lo o ]:;: &huwh desites to bave done, | .
either by way of fatlon or In the

bers of the Mormen Church were ex-
e e it the
o q:l'“tle holy priesthood.”

S o ek Ll

way of sdminlstration of the affairs

te, I8 and whatevar
| o . doiren sonit oot |

T Ly T R
. _

n

part of | be done, is not dons, 8o well recog- l vhere the Mormon Church I8 strong

| ntzed {x this fact that in & #ate con-

from his oMetal position for writing a | ventlen held In Idaho (n the year 1904
one of the leading Maormons made the

| proposition that in case o certain reso.
lution should b withdrawn he would |
go to Utah and ask the president of

| the Morfion Chukeh to ceago fnterfers

| Ing In Idaho polites  prove the absencs of church influence,

Thus it appears
the aftalrs of the state of Idaho to an

affalrs of the State of Utah
ustration of this fact, it wag shown

passad by the legislature of ldnho short
| Iy after the visit of ane of the aposties
of the Mormon Church, who ¢ama there
for the purpose of procuring stch leg-

A xtriking Hllustration of the power of
the Maormon Chureh In U
of legislution appears in the history of

which was passed by bath houses of the
legislature of 'tah In

This bil] was fav

and by a maj | mon Church and

snendment to the Cone

Alow | b

of the

Without dlsproof of thes

ty of which he wng n

privileges which are |
ars | Murmun

an Chuyth was pat

pass his defeat,

fon on the part of
Morman Church

which wag In the hands of the

should bocame candldates
whis shottld not become

Mormen Church to those

n Church woubi { priesthood of the Mormon Church, w8
mon PUreh wWolld «

Church Instructions | high suthority in the Charch, 1o the
i In public addresses
wonld be told  from the pulpits of the

Mormon (hurch what tioket they ought

As late €8 1592 g hishop ¢
eallod togethed a number

recelved & message from the first presl.
the eandidate
of the party to which the bishop bee
longed should be elected to Uongross,
(Revised election the president of the Mormon
casion to write a
to the bishops o
Ing the candldacy
man for representative jn Uongress
apostles of the Mormon
| Church in n letter
yresidents nf sevenlles virtually advoe
the election of
United Stales

ne Aae afterward

Pui the dominstion of the higher M-
calr In the Morman Church does not
with the selection hy,‘lmm of A

nd!Aate tor publlc office. 11 Is & fact
g 'iur'-‘aﬂm 1 this cuse lb'nt j pench the character of this witness Jt |

the¢ candidates favored by the ruling
authoritles of that Church are generally
eledted,

The fact that gentiles are sometimes
elected to office In preference Lo Mor-
mans o focalities where the Mormons
are In the ascendency does not tend to

[t 1a shown by the testimony that the
oflviale of the Mormon Church some-
tmes prefer one Mormon to another
end somellm prefer o gentile o a
Morpion, So well fg It understood In
["tahy that the power of the Mormon
Chureh In potitical affalrs must be rec-
o tilzed and deféerred 1o that In the sled. |
thon of senators and of other officinle

b ihe Mormone must be given what they

{
{tlled,

In order to reallze the potency of the
[pfioence Which the ruling authorities
o¢? thé Mormon Church exercise 0 po
litical affalre, |t must be kept in mind i

|
laim as thelr shiarg of the offices Lo by ‘

it this Inflgence prooceeds from men
who are belleved by thelr followers lo
oracles of Uod el whatsosver
they speak {8 the word of God, and

that the first pr
the council of the

tvelve apostles are “the mouthplece
of God i the #fforta put forth by
the rulery of the Churclhi to defeat
Maxes Thateher, the Mormon penple

were told the frst presidendy and
1l of the stlea were Inepired u:x!’
|

that Moses wteher, the twelfth apos
Ha, was not nsplre 1',

The comunittes has not averinoked nor
fuited to give due consiferntion to the
iestimony  of witucsses called in be |

hal? of Mr. Smoot, who te#tified tha!
lherag Was no |nterféar ¢ by tha Mor- :
o Church in the podltloa flalrs o1 |
L'tah or ljaha, B leavVIng out of gon- |
pideration ghy § tiedl o1 sinn] bigs
for Mr. Bmoot which thnds witoeskex
muy have manifested, there e vary 1R-
P heiween | (je In thelr festimony aside from and
Feyond theh ividual apindon ann \
judgment as regards the palitical |
1] o named. T estl- |
muny of these winerses In no way coti, |
(ruverts the facis before referred 1o, |
rom Which facts Lhe coheltisd is | |
resigtible that the vontrolling authorl- |
ties of the Mormon Chnreh do dominats |
Lthe polltical affalrs of the Btate of
tah and ecantrol to satie extent the
teal affalre of the state of ldaho

4

K 0f
ong priof of countervalling facts,
Moty apinlone of witnessds, however in.
eligent and however candld, do not
sufkoce.,
Not ouly Is Mr. Smaot ong of thoss
and through whom the pelltical af-
fwirs of Utah are dominated, but his
ection to the senate wias, 11 18 balleved,
. resyll of suclt domination
When Mr, Smaoot concluded o be.
e 4 candidate for the penate, he was
wreful to obtain the “consent” of the

fitst presidency and twelve aposties to
Hie cundidacy. But this so-called “eon.
sint f the rulers of the Church was

aturally regarded hy the people of
(AP vho were familiar with the ways

{ the Marmon high priesthood, as be-
ng, under the cireumstances, oquiva-
lont tooan Indorsement and made it m-
possible for punyons eles 1o become an |
rant for the same posltion with any |

|

|

h»ll “fn‘.l fiER

LA Practical Unton of Charch and State,

T! fact that the adherents of the |
Mormop Chureh hold the balance of |
In politics in some of the states |

1 )
4

vnalies the fArst presidency and twelve
apotties to control the political affairs
af thoxe #lates to any extent Lthey may
fesire. Thus, a complete union of
chureh and state I8 formed. This s In
pocordance with the teachings of the

promulgated In *he writings of men of

effect that the Churell = supreme In
all matters of government, as well as
in all things pertaining 1o the private
e of the cltizen. In onte of A4 series
f pamphlets, “On the Dactrines of the
Gospel,” by Apostle Orson Pratt, it 1s
Mrmed

The Kingdom of God 1= an order of
government established by divine au-
tharity, It 1s the anly legal govern-
went that can exist (n any purt of the
unliverse, All other governimentls are
Megal and unauthoriged. God having
made all belngs and worlds has the su-

|
ency of the Mor * .

|

|

i£ true that o number of withesses tes-
tifled that no such obligation I8 con-
talped In the endowmedl ceremony;
bt 1t Is & very susplolous elreamstan=?
that every one of the withesses who
made this denial refused to state the
abligation imposed on those who take
part in the ceremony.

The evidence showing that such gn
obilgation Is taken 18 further supports
ed by proof that during (he endowment
ceremonies o prayer s offered asking
od to avenge the hlos) of Joseph
Emith upon this natlon, aad certaln
verses from the Bible | rend whien
are clalmed to justify the obligation
and the prayer. T'ihe fact that such A
prayer Is offered and that such pas-
sages fram the Bible are read wis not
diapited by any witness whn wan
sworn on the Investigation, Nor was
it gquestloned that by tha term “tha
prophets” ax used i the endawment
earemony, roference v made to Joseph
and Hyrum Smith. That an obligation
of vengeance |8 part of the endowment
aremony s further attested by tie
fact that shortly after testimony hiad
been given on thal subject before the

nmitiee, Bishop Danlil Connelly of
mon Church denounced the wits
nesees Who hatl glven thia testimony a8
traitors who had broken thejr oaths 19
'Hl' I“’I:Y ."

The fact that an oath of vengeanne is
part of the endawment ceretnonies and
the natture and character of such oath
was fudicially determined in the Third
fudicial distriet conrt of Ttah In the
yoar 1889 in the matter of the applicae
tion of John Moare and others to hee
come citlzens of the Tnlled Stales, In
an opinien denying the appiteation, the

[ (hess applieatinns the usal evie
denioe on bhehalf of the gppiicants as to
rogldence, moral characler, ete, way
introduced at a former hearing and
was deemed sufficlent, Objection wad
made, however, to the adwmission of
John Moore and Willlam J. Edgar up«
n the ground that they swers members
of the Marmon Church, and also bpe
cause they had gone through the ca-
dowmeent house of that Church and
had taken an oath or obligation
Icompatible with the oath of citizgens
ship they would be required to taks iIf
adnitied, “ w9

“Those vhjecting to the right of thess
applfcants to be admitted to citizenship
introduced 11 witnegsea who had hesn
members of the Churgh of Jesus Chriat
of Latter-day Baints, commonly cailed
the ‘Marmon Chureh.' Several of
thess withesses had held: the position
of bishop in the Church, and all had
gone through the endowment houss
and participated In ts ceremonies. The
leatimony of these witnegaes 18 to tne
effect that every member of the Church
i# expected to go through the endowe
ment house, and that nearly all do 1
that marriages are usually solemniz:
thare, aud that those who gre married
vlsewhere go through the endowmeng
ceremonies at an early date thereafter
a* practicable fn order that the marls
tal relations shall continue throughout
eternity.

“On behalfl of the applicants 14 wit-
nesses Leetifled concerning the endowe
ment ceremaontes, but all of them dae
clined to state what oaths are tuken,
of what obligations or govenants are
there entered Ingo, or whut penalties
are glttached to thelr violation; and
thege soitnesses, when asked for thelr
reason for declining to answer, stited
that they did sa “on a point of hanor,"
while several stated they had forgots
ten what was sald aboul avenging the
blood of the prophets. . . . .

“The wilnesses for the applicania,
while refusing to disclose the nathsg
promises and covenuntg of the endows
ment ceremonies gnd the penalties ats
tached theretn, testified generally that
there was nothing In the ceremonis in-
consistent with loyalty to the goverins
ment of the United States, and that the
government was not mentioned. One of
the abjecte of this Investigation is to
ascertain whether the oaths and ohlls
gationg of the endowment house fare
incompat (ble with good citizenship, £nd
it i not for applicants’ witnesses (o dee
termine this question, The refusa)l of
applicants’ wilnesses o statle gpecifis
clally what oath, obligaliong, or coves
nants are taken or entered Into {n tne
celemonies renders theli testimony of
but Hitle value, and tends to confirn
rather than contradiot the evidence ny
this point offered by the objectors. Tha

theora

preme right to govern them by His
own luwa and by ofMcers of His own
appointment,  Anay people attempiing
to govern themselves and by laws of
thelr own making and by offloers of
theit awn appolntment, are In direct
relbellion against the Kingdom of God,"

Val, 1, p. #68.)

The unlon of chureh and state In
those states under the domination of
the Mormon leaders j& most abhorrent
to our free Institutlons, John Adams

teclared that the attempt of the Chureh
of England to extend lis jurisdiction
wer the colonies “"contributed as much
A% any other cause o gir'ouse the al-
etition, not only of the Inguiring mind

1t of the common people, and 10 urge
them Lo olose thinking of the constitu-
jonal authorty of parltament over the
o |es iind to bring on the war of in
fepwendencs After 1the oolonfes had

wehleved their Independence, the come
plete enfranchlsefnent of the church
from the contro) of the gtate, and of the

ftate from the control of the chureh
was brogght aboyt through tae effors
f mei Uke Thomae Jefferson  and
James Muadison in Virginia, and those
of almort equal prominence In other

siates. And thus the natutal desire of

|

|

{

|
the peaple of thie nation for the entirs
pparstion of church and state was n- ‘
forporated In the Canstitution of the !
Upited States by the first amendment
o that Instrument.

The right to worship God according
to the diotates of ane's ovh eansdience
PR oY f the most saorsl rMghix ol
every Ames ' tzen, No less pacred |

right of every oltlzen th vite go- ;

1 g 6 hi nscjentiou v ictions |

3t Interference he part of any
1, religious arganlzation, or b iy |

{ ¢ lrelast s which Meks 10 cantral '
his politles pinions or dirset NW)‘

$ H Mee of the olective franchise

Iie the it of religlous 1!--f1w:ni

il 16 prov he gtate from the In-
i uf Mormon Church, the

aiorE of th stitutlon of [Utah

arparated In tha nstrumgent 1he
novision ahicl 8 heen guoted In &

1 eding part af this peport Taat
avision al 1k Conmditation f U'tah
Fax been persistently and contemptue |
oumy dinrepnrded by the Mrst presiden-

1 1he 1we ve

posties of the Mor-

y
Y BVRE

1 *hur ¢ Tah warn ud-

ed fnro the 10 They have pald
i# Litle regard to this mandats of the
Censtitutlion of Utah as they have to
the law = 1 it# polygamy and
the Ixw whl forlids polygumous <o-
: ]

Oath of Yengeanos,

In the protest gigted and verified by

the man I M foiflel jt 1% elaimad
that Mr Smoot has 1aken &n oalh g
nit apostle af the Marmon  Charen
vhich 1& of such a naty e 1o rengds
him incomgetent o hold the office of
From (he test iy taker
ihat Mr, Sr I has thken an
ohligation which iz presorihed hy tha
Moarmon Chureh id administersd 1o
thuse Who ¢ through » Fre Iy
known a8 tnking the endowmania It
swas toaufed by g number of wiinerasd
sthis were asamined during the inyvest
gation thet one part of this abligatisa
& oxpresssd putiantially these |
\
Y ou and cach of yvou decovenattand
seoiniss thal you wt pray und never
e 1 [ray A WY Land o avengs
thhe biand of the proaphets upan this fe
tion, And thy! 3 wWill teach the sames
hitdeen and to your ehildren’s
children Gnte the third and fourth gen.

An offart was made (o destray the «f.

foct of the testimony af three of thes
nesaes 1y pmpeachment of thelr rep.
for vermeily. This Impeaching

textimeony wak not sirengthened by the
’ that the witpesses by whom {1 wig
veni wete membiers of the Mormon
. and would naturally dleparage
truthfulness of ont who wauid pivd
testiioony unfavorable (o that Chuorh
The testimony of the withesses for <he
protestante befors referred 10, was dors
robaratad by the (estimnony of Mr. Dous
gall, & witness swarn in behall of Mr.
gmoot, and 1o atlempt 'wis made to lm-

ovidence established beyond any reae
sonable doubt that the endowment cere
enonies wro inconslstent svith the aath
ati applicant for citizenship I8 require
¢d 1o take, and that the saths, obligas
tlonk, or covenants there made or ens
tered tnto are incompatible with the v pe
ligntiong and duties of cltizens of the
Uniitedd States” (Yol 4, pp. 340-345.)

The obligation hereinbefore pet forth
Is an oath of disloyaity ta the gove
ernment which the rules of the Marmon
Chureh requlre, or at lease encourago,
every member of that organization 19
take.

It 1= In harmony with the views and
conduct of the leaders of the Maorman
peaple in former days, when they apens
Iy defled the government of the Unitad
Bates, and is alsa in harmony with the
conduct of those wha give the law 1a
the Mormon Church today In thelr Jdee
flant disregard of the lamws against polys
gamy and polygamous cohabitation, IR
may be that many of those who take
thig ohilgation do g0 without realizing
ite treasmonables Import; but the fact
that the fArst presidency and twelve
apostlen retalu an obligation of that nas«
ture In the ceéremaonles of the Church
shouwe that at heart they are hostile to
this natlon and disloval to 18 guverne
ment

And the samas gpirit of dislovalty I8
manifested alea In a number of tha
hytins containad in the collection of
hymns put forth by the ruters of the
Marmon Chureh to be sung by Mormon
congregations,

There ean ba no questian in regard 1o
the taking A7 the nath of vengeanca by
Mr, Smoot. He testified that he weng
through the ceremony of taking the
enfowments fn the yeer 1880, and the
heasd of the Marmon Church state] In
his testimony that the ceremony (s now
the sume thal It hat abways been.

An ohitgation ¢f the nature of the and
Before mrntioned wonld peem  (n La
whally fncampatible with  the Juty
whish NMr. Bmod as & niember of tha
["nltedd Stpies Senate would owe 1o the

tog It is Aifficult (o poncelyve how
ang conild @lecharges the  abligatlon
which Tests upan svery senator to so
perform his ofMoial dutiens as 1o proe
mole the mvelfare of the peaple of tha
Untted States and st The sdfme timo bLe
calling down The vengeance of haiven
on this tlen hecauee of the killing of
the founders of the Maormon Church o

CArs ARO.

NMre. Smoot Not Entitled 0 8 Seat in
The Senate.

The more dellberately and carefully

th alimeny taken on the Invesiigas
thon s neldered the more frresistibly
e jeads o (the cobclusion that the

s staled In the protest are trus;
that Mr. Fmoot e oe of g self-perpete
yating body of men, Known as the Arnt
prestdency and twelve aposties of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day

Saints, com niy Riown 8¢ 1ha Mare
mon Charch: thatl these men clalim dle
ine authority te control 1he memberg

# s

of sald Church in all thiuge, temparal
a8 well af spititual) that tis authority
i, and has Been for several years past,
B exerclzed by sald Orst presidency

and twelve aposties as o etourage

the practise of polygamy atd polygs
amous cohabiltation | Htatse ot
Utaly and eisewher to the
onstitution and inwg of s State of

nd the law of the lund. that the
at presidency and twelve apose

Yy ow Canhiimal nd for & long
85t have entitralled, the poltics
aAffairs of the =tate of Utah, and havy

thus hrought about 6 sald state @
union of church and stale, rontrary ¢
the constitation of sald State of Utab
aid contrary to the Constitution of the
United States, and thal sald Reed
St comes here not a8 the ascred«
Wed representative of the Btate <
I'tah it the wenate of the Unit
Rraten, Wit as the cholce of the hiem
archy which controls the Church and
has usurped the functions of the stade
in sald Staie of Uah,

It follows, 54 2 necewsary conclusiog
from thess facts, that My Smoot is nof
entitied to a seat In the senate a4 §
senator from the State of Utah,

Sl =t ]
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