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apd theretore should have a puoblle
trigl ip astonishingly abenrd. He was
not accused in the gepee of = trial or
investigation. The fact of his lack of
harmony with the snthoritles was ex-
plajned and shown to be of muoch
earlfer date thap hie refueal to sien the
Deglaration and bis engegineip active
politics, To place bimeeifl in barmony
with the Twelve, or refuse to do 8o, re-
quired no ‘'trial’? either puhlic or
private, He did neither, Yet the
assurapces given bim whbich he mis-
conetrues were observed and bie 'case??
was not enlled np until be was ahle to

appear.
It was but a few days after
the Conterence, even if it had

eptirely closed, hefore be appeared
and spoke at public mesetings ssthough
he still beld the authority in which be
had not been eustainea ot Conference.
This pecessitated the apnoupcemment
from the Firest Presivepcy throngh the
DESERET NEwWS that be bad no FHght
to officinte in tne Priesthood while in
bis suspended condition,

Notwitbhstanding that apbprunce-
ment, when he cbhose to present bim-
well to the authorities he presumed to
attempt entrapce to the Templws for
that purpose, sand ata time when the
First Presldency ne weil as the Twelve
met for the coosideration of other
Chureh msetters and for holding the'r
prayer oircle, Nu one could atiend
but those of their own body, por even
soter tbe Honse noless in gooi stani-
ing. No memhbher of Lhe Churon
without the proper recommend oan
ohtaln admittanpce to the Templs,
no matier how much hbe mey
bave coptributed to its erection. Thal
would cut no figure at all in the right
uf entrance. It ie amazlpg that Moses
Thatecher should attempt to intrude
the boaet of hia coptributions into the
question of entering the Temple of
God when Dot in good standipg and
full tellowship.

Hin axclusion from the Temple he
conetrues into helng *“denied the priv-
flege of meeting with the Quorum.”
Noe one kpew betler than he that
there was Do such denial. The assur-
apoe given him by Elder F. D. Rich-
args snd others of the Qiotum was
proof of their williDgness Lo meet him
and thelr joy at his manifesiation ol
even a desire to meet them. That
there were other places and oeccasiona
when he could properly have so ioter.
wiew with his brethren he fully under-
stood, and he subsequently spplied for
it ap he sbould have done loDg before.

Io paeeing I will notice hle tecbni-
¢al quibble about the closing of the
Temple againet bim on Qctbber 156th
tor bis dieregard of my letter of Octo-
ber 23rd, whnich he saya I8 hard for
bim to understand. A csreful reading
of my letter will show that the diffi-
ounlty i of his own mapufacture. What
I said oonveys no such meaniog ae he
nsserte. I said, ' Thie being the con-
dition of aflajrs you were not admitted
to the Tempie on the foremooc of
Thureday,” *“The conpdition of al
faire’’ whiob cruored that exclusion is
sel forth fo the firat paragraph of my
latter, snd relales to oOcourrencee
before \he 16th, 1t ja true that my
letter of 1the 23rd in reply to hie
«of the 16th §s Inecidentally mentioned,
but only ae something growing out of
“what happened on the 15th, apnd of
wourse was not Intended to apply as u

condition existing before that date
This perverslon of plajn Japguage
abows whal small evasions will he
resorted to whep one geta intnthe dark.

Reference to the Cobference dla-
courses published in the DESERET
NEwWS was made that Brother

Thatcher might kpow exactly what
be hrethren eaid, that he might see
the necessity there was for the peaple
to understand where he stood, und that
he might see the need of puttipg bim-
selt In harmony with the Church
authorities.

It is Deceseary to notice hils com-
plaint that he had Dot heen invited to
altend the meeting at which final
notion waa taken in hls case, In bDls
letter dated Novembsr 4th, he eaye:

I returped to this city Thnrsday—a
weok ago lomorrow—and bave daily ex-
pected 1o bear respecting n Lime when [
could see the brethroD once more to-
gether. No word baving reached me
reapecting that matter, I adopt this
mosans 0f respectfully asking yon when
such moeting can be arrapged. As early
a reply ns conveunient will greatly oblige,

Yonr hrother inthe Goapel,
MosEs THATCHER.

To this I replied, as he bas published,
poder date of Novemher §:

1n accordapes with your wishea for a
meeling, [ take pleasure in appointling 2
o’clock op Thursday next st the H‘in-
torian’s Office, upen which oOccaslon Lhe
quorum wlill be ploased to meel with
you. With kindest regarda, your brother
and fellow gervant, LORENZo SNow,

01 the day 1hus sppointed the
A pnatles met, ut (he time snd place
thus designatud, when they recelved
his lengibhy communicatiou dated
Nov, 11, in which be sajd:

I aball pot troublo my brethren there-
fore to convene inm a special mooting
named for Thorsday at 2 p. m, at the
Historiab’s Oflice.

Therenpon the Council of the
A poetles gave him one week mofe,
apd notified blm tuat bis case wouid
be called up for action at & mreting to
be hield In the Historian’s office at 10
8. m, on Thureday, the 19th {nst, a8
appears iu my letter, publlebed by bim
with the other correspondence.

When that day arrived we received
‘hin lasat letter In which he ssid;

As there is to be oo trial of any case
and as I am not roquested Lo be present,
Itake it Lo be the purpose of considering
my caso, eto.

Why- should there have beem RDY
turther tampering with the cage? -Mosee
Thatcher waa entirely oul of barmony
with bis brethren the A postles, He
was elmply required to put himeelf in
accord wilth them as Je required hy
the Gosepel and the order of tne conn-
clla of the Prlesthood. That he de-
eliped to do. After ssking for a time
and place to he appointed when he
could meet with them, snd in responee
to that request a time and place were
set,and the A postles came (fom distant
points for the purpose of meeting with
bim, instead of sppearing be ooolly
notiled Lbem by letter that he would
“pot trouble them to ocunvene!”
Then when they gave him an-
other week In which to appear,
and notified bim that his oaee
would be called up for coneideration
»nd setion, he still treated the Counetl
with contempt and asserted: ] am
oot requeated to be present.’?’

That the Coupeil! of the A postles
took the only conwlstsnt aotion that was
left open must he evident Lo every
Latter-day Baint who has eYes to see
and a hesrt to understand. Why
Moses Thatoher did not meet with bis
brethren, after they bad assembled at

nis owD requeert, i» hest known 1o
himsell. otwithstanding his past
conree they were resdy Lo recelve

bim with open arms if he bhad come In
the proper spirit and put bimsalfl in
accord with them. As be would not,
they expelied him trom the Priestbood
as they were in duty bound to do.

It should be kpnawn that the dis-
affection of Moses Thatoher drter back
to a time long before politieal difficnl.
tles conld enter into the maltter
President Woodruff has etated publicly
that Moses Thatcher bad not been In
full hatmony with hbhls quorum sluge
the desth of President John Taylor.
Trouble was had with him before that
time,

In 1886 he proclaimed in public die-
oourees jdeas and predictions not en-
doteed by hia hretbren. At Lewiston,
Cache county, nntes werle (aken of
these utterapo:aand publiehed on a fly-
leaf. He waes subsequently written to
by President Taylor, und bis apnawer
ls on file. Wulle he claimed that he
husd not been ‘sccurately reported, he
gave his owD langusge, under hils own
hand, to ihe effeot of predictions of
evonls to ocour withipn flve years,
which huve falled of fuifilment and
which were founded op erronwous in-
terpretations of Beripture. He wrote
tof publication a sort of retraction
which reaily took nothing back but
merely coharged partial errors iuo the
report of his extravagant remarie.

He was out of hsrmony with his
hrethren in relation to a standing
appeliate High Couuncil, which he
olaimed should be sppointed and which
notion he hne Dever ack now ledged was
incorrect.

He disputed with Preeideot Taylor
ap lo the appolntment of President of
the Liogan Temgyple uhd contended [of a
man 0! bie own eelection, eveu atter
the President annouoced the appolnt-
ment by revelation. '

Hls bearing with his brethren of the
Twelve wWas sioch that he coald not
brook dissent and resented their non-
acceplanoe of his persooal views.

Whep Wilford Woodruff'a acoesslon
to the Presidency was under cousider-
atlon, us the proper euwcoes:ol, he ex.
pressed oplojons which showed thal
be regarded hutan smertpess and
business gbility ss sbove that aim-
plicity of cbaraoter snd susgeptibility
to divine impressions which are no-
tahle in that faithful servantof Ged,
snd objected that such a msan could
pot grasp the aitaation of eflalrs or
cope with the difficuliles arielng. He
wus overfuled hut pereisted In his
vie wa.

When President George Q. Canpon,
after the deceass of Preeideut Taylor,
was 1o prison for lofraotion of the
anti-polygamy laws, Moses olaimed
tbat Brother Caunon bad deirauded
biw, sod he threatened In the pres-
ence of Presldent Woodruil and others
of the Twelve Lo sne him at law, sad
thua bring many private atlairs before
the pubtic througn the courts. Ouly
on helng emphstically warned by
Preeident Woodruff and others that
such B osures, particularly 1o Bro



