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The committee on privileges and
elections. who were charged hy the
gonnte with the duty of investigating
the right and title of Reed Bmoat 19 4
seal in the senate as a senalor from
the sinte of Utah, respectfully submit
the following report

On the 28rd day of February, 1903,
the credentials of Reed SBmool B &
genator of the United States from the
State of Utah were presenied to the
On the same day and at the
same hour there Was also pn‘wunlml
and placed on flle & protest from cer-
taln oitigens of UUtah, praying for an
{nvestigation into the right of Mr
Smoot 1o the seat ta which he « laimed

to have been elected.

monte

Subsequently, and on the 5th day of
Mareh, 1902, Mr. 8moot took the oAth
of office as senator from Utah, Al
thé samé time the attention of the
conate was in behalf of the commit
o privileges and elections, ealied
to the method of procedure in cases
like that of Mr. Smoot. It was then
stated, without question on the part of
any member of the senate, that in
cases whoere the credeutinls of a sen.
ator consiet of “a certificale of his due
election from the executive of his
state, he ir entitled to he sworn in,
and that all questions relating to his
qualifications should he post poned :m:_l.
acted upon by the senate afterwards
Under this rule the credentials of Mr.
Sinnol, with the protest against his
right 10 o seal In the senate, were re-
ferred 1o the committes on privileges
find elections under a resolution adopt-
od by the senate Jan, 27, 1904, di-
réciing the committee fo investigate
the right and title of Mr, 8moot to a
seat In the senate as senator from the
State of Utlah,

The resolution 18 as follows

Resolved, That the
privileges and elections of the sennts
or any subeommitiee the reof, L .‘m!.‘lr
orized and directed to Investigate the
right and title of Reed Emoat 10 & M at
in the senate as sentor from the Siata
of Utah: and sald committes, arF any
subeommittee thereof, 18 authorized to
#it during the sessjons of the swnits,
to employ A& stenographer, to send
for persons and papers, and to admlin-
ster caths: and that the expense of
the Inquiry shall be pald from (he
contingent fund of the sensle upon
vouchers to be approved by the chalr-
man of the commitiee

The Protest Against the Seating of Mr,

.
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committes on

Ninoot,
The protest bhefore referred to
against the sealing of Mr sSmoot as

a senglor from the State of Utah is
gtatod In such protest to be “upon the
ground and for the reason that he i=
ane of a selfeperpetuating body of
16 men. who, constituting the ruling
authorities of the Chorch of  Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints, or Mor-
mon Chureh, claim and hy their fol-
lowers are accorided the vight to clalm,
supreme  authority, divinely mane-
toned. o shape the belief and con-
tral the conduct of those under them
in all matters whatsoever, elvil
religious, temporal and spiritual, and
whi thus unfting In themseives atih-
ority in church and stale do xo €xor'-
olse the sume as to inculeate and en-
courage A bellef In polygamy and po-
lygamous cohabitation, wha esuntens
ance and connive at Vielations of the
wtate law prohibiting the same, regard-
less of pledges made for the purpose
of obtaining statehood, and of ecov-
enants made with the people of the
'nited Stutes, and who by all the
means in thelr power prote#! and hone
or those who, with themselves, violata
the laws of the land and are guilty
of practises destructive of the family
and of tha home."

In support of this protest the pro-
testants make certatn charges and as.
perliong, the substance of which ix as
follows

1. The Mormon p?lf'ﬂhmnl‘ accords
ing to the dootrines of that chureh, Is
vested with supreme authority in ali
things spiritoal and temporal

2 The first presidency aind twelva
apostles (sald Reed Smoot belng one
of eald twelve apostles) are supreme
In the exercise of the authority of the
Mormon Church in all things tempor-
al and spirftual. In suppurt of this
second proposition Instances are give
en of the Interference of the first pres-
{dency and twleve apostles in the po-
ltioal affatrs of the State of Utah, anl
quotations at length are given from the
declarations of officlals In the Mormon
Charch regarding the authority of the
jeaders i1 sald Church to dictata to the
membership thereof concerning the
political action of sld members

3 and 4. That the first presidency
and twelve apostles of the Mormon
Church have not abandoned the prin-
ciples and practise of political dicta-
tion; nelther have they abandoned
thelr bellef In polygamy and polyga-
mous cohabitation

8. That the first presideney and
twelve apostles (of whom Reed Smoot
{8 one) also practise or connive at and
encourage the practise of polygamy,
and have without protest or ohjec.
tion permitied those who held legls-
Intive offices by their will and con-
gent to attempt to nullify enactments
against polygamous cohabitation

$. That the supreme authorities of
the Mormon Church, namely, the first
presidency and twelve apostles (of
whom Mr, Smoot Is one), not only con-
nive at vinlatlons of the law agninst
polygamy and polygamous cohubitu-
tion, but proteet and honor the wvio.
lators of such laws,

The protest further asserts that the
leaders of the Mormon Church (of
whom Mr, Bmoot is one) are solemnly
tanded together agalnst the peaple of
the United States In the endeavor of
sadd lenders 1o baflle the designs and
frustrate the attempts of the governs

ment to eradicate polygamy and pos
Ivgumous cohabitation

Fhe protest further charges that
the condaet and practises of the
first presidency and (welve apostles
{of whom Mr. Smoot & one) are
well known 1o be, fi cantrary o the
public septiment of the civilized world;

speotul, eontrary express pledges
which were givon by the leaders of the
Mormon Chursh in procuring amunesty;

third, contrary 1o the express condl-
tions upon which the sscheatled prop-
erty of the Mormot Church wWak re-
turned : fourth, contrary to the pledges
glver the represeniatives of that
Church o thelr ples for statehnod;
1) ntrary to the pledges required
in t enabling act and given in the
State Copstitution of Utah; sixth, con-
frary Lo a provisdon in the Constite-
1 f Utah providing that, “there shall
be o6 unden of chureh and state, nor

ail church dominate the State or
foterfere with (s functions,” and sev.
entt ptrary to law, The protest cone
q by arking that the senate muke
fraulry touching the matters stated in
nid protest

Mils protest = followed by ceriain
by one John L. Letlich

eharged mada

under oath, which are in the main of

1) same tenor And effect as the

' rees made fn the protest with the

sdan) J charge that Mr. Smou! is &
dygami=t, having a logal and & plural

wif nd the further charge that Mr

fmaoot has, a8 an apoestle of the Mor.
mon Church, taken an cath “of such a
rature and character as that he s
thereby disgualified from taking the
aith eof office required of a United
Flates senator.”

Answer of Mr. Smoot.

To the satements made In the pro.
temt and the charges by Mr.
Mr. Smoot made answer, which answes
i+ In the nature of a demarrer to all
the charges contalned in the protesm
and 1o the charges made by Mr. Lel.
Beh, except twy, namely, that Mr
HEmoot is & polygamwist and (hat he i
bound by same oath or obligation
which is Inconsistent with the oath
taken hy him as o senator, Both (hess

denies, and further dentes,

mu«w.m

nd |

| But

charges made In the protest and by
Mr. Lellich,

Authority of the Senate and Nature of
The Investigation,

Hefore proceeding te an examina-
tlon of the protest and answer, and
the testimony taken by the commlii-
tee, it may be wel] to examine, briefly,
the authority of the senate In
premises and the nature and scope
the Investigation,

The Constitution privides (Art 1,
sec. V, par, 1) that “Each house shall
be the judge of the elections, returns,
and qualifications of s oWhH mems
Lera™ It I8 now well establighed DY
the decistons of the senate in 4 num-
ber of cases that in ordéer to be & it
representative of a govereign staie uf
the Union In the senate of the Unlted
States one must he (n all respects nhes
dlent to the Constitution and laws of
the United States and of the state from
which he comes, and must alen bhe de-
sivous of the welfare of his country
and In hearty aceord nd sympathy
with fta government ard Institutions,
If he does not possess these quulificn-
tions, iIf his conduct has heen such us
o be prejudicinl 1o the welfare of so-
clety, of the pation or Iits goyernment,
he I8 regarded ay belng unfit to per-
form the important and confidential
dutfes of a senator, and may he deprive
ed of a seat in the senate, although he
may have no act of which a
court of justice could take cognizsance,
Thus Wiilllam Blount, a scnator from

of

done

the state of Teunessee, was in the
vear 1797, deprived of his sest In the
senate for condyel “inconsstent with
his publle trust and Auty ge o senator”
Mis offense conssted fn the writing of
a letter to one Carey, au officlal Inter-
preter to the Cherokes nation, the san-
duct of Mr. Blount {n writing sald 1¢t-
ter 1"‘“'0' characterized Iy the caimes
mittee of investigation (v that case as
follows

“The plan hinted ot In this extraors

executed under the
o capable of

dinary letter 1o
pusploen of the British |

different constructions and eonjecturs
that your committes al present fors
bear glving any decided opinlon res-

specting, It, except that to Mr. Blount's
own mind it gppeared to be inconsis-
tent with the Interests of the United
States and of Spaln, and he was there.
f’!' 4 5\!\“]'*“" in o 4"'1[ ” r"”"\ |-‘>!h‘
when they consider his attempts
to seduce Carey from his duty as a4
fatthful (nterpreter and o employ him
ag an engine to allenate the affeetions
and confidenes of Indians from the
public afficers of th
piding among them; the measuree ha
has propo=ed (o exelte g temper which
must produce the recall or expulsion
of our supsrintendent from the Creek
nathan: his insidious advice tending to
the advancement of his own popularity
and conkequence, at the expense and
hazard of the good opinion which the
Indlans entertaln of this government
gnd of the trentles subkisteing between
ur and them, vour committes have no

the

coubt that Mr. Blount's eonduct has
heen Inconsisi=nt with his pubiic daty,
renders him unworthy of a further
contipnancs of his present public trust
in this body, and amounts o a high
| misdemennor,”

The vote on the expamision of Mr,
Blount resultel as follows:  Yeas, 25
nays, | (Senate Kleotion Cases, 34
ed, pn $20.913.)

It the year 1807 John Smith, a
senator from the state of Ohlo, was

| &1 States
Leilich |

acensed of belng nssociated with Aaron

Burr in a consplraey  “againsi  the
peace and prosperity™ of the United
States.  In the 1eport of the eommits
tee——of which John Quiney Adams was

chalrman -appointed to investigate the
case the commibtie

%)

I exsmining the fquestion whelliop

these forme of fudiclsl procecdings o
the m™ilex of judielal vidence ought
o he ppplied to the exerclse of that
censaria! amthority which the sonate
of the United Stateg posserses over the

conduet of ity members ot us ussime
as the test of thelr appHoation elther
the ebetatos of unfettered yegson, the
letter and spiclt of the Constitution, or
precedents, domestle o foreign, nand
your commitiee helleve that the result
will be the =am» that the power of oxe
pelling o membor must, 1 fts nature,
be dlseretionary, and In ite exercise al-
ways more summary than the tardy
proceses of judicial trithong s

“The power of oxpelling & member
for misconduct results the prine-
ciples of common sense, from the
terest of the nation that 1he

0ol
e

high trust

of legislation should be lavested In
pure hands.  When the trust = ehe-
tve B )5 not fo by presumed that the
constituent body will commit the e
podt to the keeping of  worthless
churactiers Rat when & man whom

us fellow-citizens have honored with
thelr confidence on the pledge of his
spotiess reputation has degraded him-
kelf by cammissfor of Infamous crltnes,
which become suddenly and Unexpact.
edly revealed 10 rid, defective
indeed would be that Institutlon which
should be impotent te digeard from
its bosom the contaglon »f surh a
member, which should hikve no remedy
of amputation toa apply until the pols-
on had reached the heart,

“The questlon apon the trial ‘of a8
criminal cause before the courts of
common law s not between gullt and
lunoscence, but between gullt and the
possibility of tnnocence. I a doubt
can possibiy be rateed, either by the
isgenulty of the party or of his counsel,
or by the gperation of general rules h
thelr unforesecn application to partic
Wiar cases, that doubt must be declsive
for acquittai, and the verdiet of not
gulity perhaps in nlue cases out of 10
means no more than that the guill of
the party has not been demonstisied
In the precise, specific and narro
forms prescitbed by law, The hwmnane
gpirit of the laws multiplies the bars
Hers for the pratection of Innocenes
and freely admity that these barrler
imay be abused for the sheltor of gui
It avows a strong partality fevorsd
te the person upon trial and acknowls
rdges the preference that 10 gulley
should escape rather than that -
nocent should suffer.  The interest of

the w

the publie that ¢ yarticulas «rime
should be punished I8 but as one t

10 compared with the  integ f
the party that Innocencs  should
be #pared.  Acquitial ¥ restores
the party to the cony rights of
every other citize L restor him

to no public trust; It nvests hi

with
ne publle confidence; o

sulstityres the

pentence of metey for the donm of Jus
tee, and 1o the eyes of Imrartinl Tes
KON I the great msjority of cases musd
be considered rather as o pardon than

n Justification

But when a meinber of u Jeginlative
body fles under the jmputation of Ag-
gravated affenses and Lhe daterming-
tlon upon his cause can operate only to
remove him froam a station of exton-
RVe powers &nd imporiant trust, this
Hsproportion between the interest of
the public nnd interest of the Individ-
uil disappears. if any  disproportion
existe, It i of aAn opposite kind It
I» not better that ten traltors should
be members of this senste than that
one Innocent may should suffer expuls
Elan In elither case. no douht ‘lh"
evil wonld be great. But in the former
It would strike ot the vitals of the nn-
thons, In the Iatter It might, though
desply to be jamented, only be the ca-
lamity of an individual

The resolution
oM Lee o

from

the sald
That John Bmitt
sinte of Ohjo, by
his participation in the conspiracy of
Anrun Burr agelinst the peace, unjon
and liberties of the people of the ["nit
hae been guilly of conduct
incompatible with his duty and =

ton as A senitor of the United Stater
and that he therefors, and herchy s
expelied from the senate of the [Unit-
vd Stuten” recelved 18 affirmative
voles o 18 i the negalive  (Senate
Eipction Cases Ird o4, pp 654548 )

reported by
nring
the

A Ssenator

the |

Updted States res |

In 1862 Jewmse I, Bright was expelled |

from the senate for writing a letter to
Jefferson Davia, “president of the Con-
federation of States” In March, 1861,
introducing one Thomas B. Lincoln,

|
4

I

who wished to dispose of an Improve-
ment in firearme,  Bome at least of
the senators who voted for Mr. Bright's
expulsion asserted in effect that they
I14 not clalm that Mr. Bright had been
gullty of treason, misprison of treason,
or any other offense against the laws
of this country, He was deprived of
his =eat in the senate because U was
belleved that his desires and conduet
weore opposed to the welfare and Inter-
ests of the pation,

In the course of the debate upon the
quostion of sxpelling Mr. Hright, Mrn
Sumner used the following language:

} “Hut the question may be prop-
erly asked if this Inquiry Is to ba con-
dueted ns In a court of Justice, under

il the restrictions and technical rules |

of judicia) proceedings? Clearly not;
Under the Constitution, the senate, in
i cuse like the present, 18 the ahsolute
Judge, free to exercise its power ac-
cording (o fts own enlightened dlscie-
o It may justly declure a senator
unworthy of & geat {n this body on evh
dence defective in form, or on evidence

even which does not constitute positive
erime . It Is obvious that the sen-
ate may act on any evidence which

shull be sstisfactory to show that one
of L& e
without bringing It to the test of any
rules of law., It {8 true that the good
wme of the Individual ig in question:
but &0 also |8 the good name of the
penate, not forgetting also the welfare
of the country; and If there are gener-
ous  pregumptons of personi] Inno-
cence, sa also are there {rresistible me
stincts of solf-defense which compel
ug to act vigorously, not only to pre.
perve the good name of the senate, but
JIg0 1o preserve the country.”  (Con-
gressional Globe, 2nd wess, 27th Cong.
pto 1 pp, 412, 413, 414

in the same debate
Kentugky, sald

5 ‘Bat
not siting

Mr. Davis, of

what f= the law? We are
1& 4 court trying the hone.
orakle senutor. There are gome gen-
temen, able men, very abje men, mean
of enlarged patriotism.of eminent pub-
e and private virtue that have pure
sued the profession of tne law #o long
elther ag practitioners, eounselors and
solleltors, or go judgesthat their minds
have become oo contracted for ens
lnrged stutesmuanship  und the great
printiples of polley and morsl justice,

ibers (& uniworthy of his seat |

uput which governments ought to be |
administered, and upen which alone
they can be wisely administered. They

have dwarfed thelr mindg to guch an
extent that they can not reason upon
the expansive principle and sentiment
and constderation that ought to guide

and control the largest and wisest |
statesmanship
“There ix no law which defines any |

particalar class of offenses that shall
be sufficient 1o expel 4 senator from his
sent. The common law does not.’ There
fs no statute law that does, There aras
o rulee of evidence establishing tech.
nica) ritles of testimony that are to
gulde and control and govern this body
in getting 1t lights and reaching ite
roncluslons when a senator 18 thus on

irinl The general rule and principle
of law and of reason and cogpmmon
senge Is that whatever disqualifies a

member of the senate from the proper
dischurge of nlg duties, whatever it
may be, & sufficiert, and ought to be
held sufliclent, for his expulsion, and
whatever evidence satisfies the mind
reasonably and according to moral cer-
falaty and truth of the existence of
that cuuss ¢ sufficlent evidence with-
out resorting to the technlea) rules of
testimony upon which to conviet him.
That s the law of this country, It
2 the law of England. It is the law
of parilament I will read from Sto-
ry'®s Commentaries on the Constitution,
section 836, a short paragraph;

< «ox UIn July, 1792, Willlam Blount
wus expelied from the genate for a
high misdemeanor entirely inconsistent
with his publie frust and dety as a
senator.  The offense charged against
him was an attempt to seduce an
American agent among the Indians
feom his duty and to allenate the af-
fectiong and confidence of the Indlans
from the public authorfties of the
'nited Eilates, and a negotiation for
serviees (n behalf of the Britigh gov-
ernment among the Indians, It wasx
not a statutable offense;, nor was |t
committed in his officlal charaeter; nor
was It commitied during the sesslon of
Congress, nor at the seat of govern-
ment Yet, by an almost unanimous
vote (25 yeas to 1 nay) he was expelled
from that body and he was afterwards
[mpeached (us has alroady been stated)
for thlg, among other charges, It
serms, therefore, to he settled by the
upon full deltheration, that ex-
may be fopr any
which, theugh not punished by uny
statute, & inconsigtent with the trust
and duty of a senator,

“There 18 the tourhstone. Any son
duet, any opinions, any lne of action
ay A senatar which ie Inconsistent with
the duty of a senator, & a sufMclent
cause for his expulslon and ought to
be the rule of reason and of

fente

puleion

nmamon

HONEe The principle deduoed from
the authoritfer & this: Thers & no
fommon aw no gtatutery law, there

I8 no parliamentary law that hinds the

penates to any partieular definitlon of

erime or offense in noting in this or
any othepr case of the king On the
contrary, ns these ullunv\'fux establish
it 18 a mattor oopine within the dis-
retion of the tribgnal teying the senp-
tar (Congressiannl Globe, 2nd sess
Tth Cong., pt, 1, poo 434, 435.)
In the progress of the debate Mr.
MeDaugal) said
) It I8 po gquestion of Jaw. We
have not ssked ther the sevator
from india gullty or nol guillty
We have judge him  in our best
Judgment nd by that we try him.,
1 We sy Yeu Or nuy, as we think,
shether he be g troe man or pot to st
the Tedern) vounciles to conduct the
®als f the United States™ Cans
greselonal Globe, Ing sess. §7th Cong.,

the sume effect were the remarks

1e In the course of the same debute

by Mr. Laue, Mr. Howe, Mr. Johnson,

M Krowning, (Congressional

Globe. Znd sess. 37th Cong., pt. L P
(7, 415, G40, GR4, 623, €34)

I the year 1867 Philp F. Thomas

was denied a seat in the senate of the
United States, 1o which he had been
duly elected, for the reason that -he
had resigned lils seat in the cabinet of
President Buchanin on account of his
disngreement with the paliey of tha
jpresident in endeavoring to relleve the
garrisan of the forty tn Charleston har-
bor, and glso because Mr. Thomas had
given 1o hig son, *ho was about to en-

ter the serviee of  the Confederate
stuted, & sum of money, not 1o assist
the =on In going to the camp of ths
Confedernte forces, bt “that In case
he was Imprisoned  or  suffering he
might have » sum of maney with him,
There was no well-founded clalm that
M. Thomns had been gullty of any
art or condurt of which any court
would take cogtizance, the most that

s Clulmed was that pis cinduct was
sach a= to glve “ald. countenhance, and
enovuragement 1o persons engaged In
armed hostliity the U'nited Statex
§ te Fisctlon Cases, 3rd od, pp

%}

In the oltiah parllament the same
prinely hus been  rcognized in oA
numler of cases and ¢ now fully es-
tablished

] e yenr 1812 Bendemia Walsh vas
X 1 fromn the house of commons as

rthy and unfit 1o continue a
Ler of this house, " an account of
Wolsh having been gullty of ' gross

v notorious breach of frust™

pithough his offense was one '‘nt
ymonnting to felony.” (61 Commons
Journel, 175-176) In that ocase the
chancellor of the exchequer sald:

He could not think that because an
art of pariiament did not make 4 moral
crime A legal one the house of com-
mons should be prevented from taking
cognigance of IL”  (Hansard's Parlia-
men‘t’-’vr Debates, firet serles, vol, 21,
P 18

In the year 1814 8ir Thomas Cochrane
.

misdemeanar |

MAJORITY REPORT IN CASE OF SE

wag expelled from the house of com-
mons for being concerned In a conspir-
acy to spread the false report that
the French army had been defeatsd,
Napoleon killed, and that the allled
sovereigns were in Parls, the object to
e attained by such false report being
“to occasion a temporary rise and in-
crease In the prices of the public gov-
ernment funds,” to the Injury of those
who should purchase such funds “dur-
ing such jast-mentjoned temporary
rise and inorease i the prices thereof.”
(4 Commong Jou nal, 427-433)

The Protestants,

The main protzst in thls case was
signed by 1§ reputable citizens of the
State of Utah, One of the signers, Dr.
W. M. Paden, Is the pastor of one of
the leading Protestant churches of Salt
Lmke City and a gradutae of Princeton
university: another, Mr. P. L. Wil
{lams, 18 the general counsel of a rall-
road In Utah and the western slaios,

another, Mr. B W. Wilson, is the cash- |

jer of a patlonal bank in Salt Lake
Clty; another, Mr. (!, C'. Goodwin, th:
editor of one of the leading papers of
that eity: another, Mr, W. B, Nelden,
the president of a wholesale drug com-
pany doing business not only in Utab,
but (n other of the western states; an-
other, Mr. Ezra Thompson, & gentle-
man who has held the office of mayor
of Salt Lake Clty for two terms; ni-
other, Mr, J. J. Corwin, a man engog-
ed ju real estate, who has been a resi-
dent of Utah for about 18 years; v
others, Mr. George R Hancock, Mr.
W. M. Ferry, Mr. Harry C, Hill, Hou.
C. B Allen, and Mr. H, G, McMillan,
are men holding positions in the sin-
ing industry of Utah. Mr. Allen was *hs
first represantative in Congress from
the Btate of Utah, Another of the
slgners of the protest, Mr. G. H. Lewls,
was formerly assistant United Stites
attorney and is noww master in chancarcy
of the 'nited States circult court. Ruv,
Abiel Teonard was, up to the time of
his death, which occurred in Novein-
her, 1803, the bishop of the diocese of
Utah of the Protestant Episcopal
church. From the standing and char-
acter of the signers, it js evident that
the protest is not the offspring of sus-
plelon or prejudice, but that such pro-
test emanates from men of such chars
acter nnd respectabllity as to be entls
tled to serfous and eareful considera-
tion, and the facts therein stated to be
worthy of Investigation by the senate.

As regards the charge that Mr. Smaoot
has a plural wite, this fact, if proven, '8
coneeded by Mr, Smoot and his coun-
sl to be sufficlent to disqualify hin
from holding a seat in the senate. But
this accusation seems to have been
made by Mr, Leflich, unadvisedly and
on his own responsibiiity, and withou:
any sufficlent evidence in support of
the same, This charge ig not male in
the malp protest, and counsel for th
protestants at the outset of the Qives
tigatlon very frankly admitted thai
they had no proof to offer (1 support of
thig allegation.

Encouragement  of  Polygamy  and
Poly gamous Cohabitation by the
Mormon Authorities,

The first reason assigned hy thd (7o
testants why Mr, Smoo! lg not entitliod
10 a seat in the senate {§ in effoct that
he belongs o a selfperpetuating hody
of 15 men who constitute the ruling 24
thoritiea of the Church of Latter-loy
Saints, or Mormon  Church, se call=d
that thie ruling body of the Chureh
both elalms and exerciges the right of
shaping the bellef and contro'ling 1h.
conduct of the members of that Churcl
in all matters swhatsoever, efvil ana 17
liglous, temporal and spiritual, 1t s
then lha ad that this selfperpetnating
body of l% men, of wham Mr, 8moot is
one, uniting In themselves authority n
both Chureh and state so exercise this
authority as to eneourage a bellf b
polygamy as & divine fnetitution and in
both precept snd example
among thelr followmrs the practise of
polvgamy and polygamous ohabiia
ton,

That the firat pregidency and tweh
epostles af the Mormon Chureh g
gelfperpetunting hody of 15 me an
1o he well extahiiahed by the testiong
of one mosl competent to gpenk up
that subject, the
Chureh of Latter-day Salnts
eph F. Smith, whao testifies, as
seen on pages M1 oand 8 of volume |
of the printed capy of the proce
In the Investigation, that vacanch
eurring In the number of  the
apostles are flled hy the apostles th
gelvea with the eonsent ani sppoove
the first presidency

neour i

preefdant { Livd
M ]

ding

el

The testimony of My Smith = wx &
lias

Sonator Moo Ay he 1
Apantles were then Nrat nan :

Mr. Smith-—~Yes, =l '
Senator MeComas—SWhe e
oecurrsd  thereafter, hy what  tal
were the vacancies fn the twely Jow

Ues filled?

Mr. Smilth-Perhaps | may ey In th
way! (hosen by the body, the twe
themselves by and with the o nt
and approval of the gt presidenc)

Senataor Hoar-—W ther revel

thon 1 regard to each of them?

Mr. Nmilth - N fr; w0t o regard
csach of them. Do vou mean in the he
ginning '

Senator Hoar——] undei#tana You
sy that the original twelve apokile
were golected by pivelation”

Smith —Yes, sir; thet is right
Hoar—1a there any reve

\.l r
Senator

thon In regard to the subseuent oies?
Mr. Smith=-No, #ir: 1t bas becn the
chojee of the body.
Senator MeComas—Then the apeos

tleg are perpettiated in rooccession hy
their own act and the approval of the
first prexidency?

My, Bmith—That s

To the same effect s the testimomy of
Francls M, Lyman

It further appears that any
the twelve apostiss may be removed 1y
his follow aposties without consuiting
the members of the Chureh In general
It is also in proof that the first pres
idency and twelve aportles govera hy
Church by means of =ocalled revel
gong from God, which reveintions
given 10 the membership of the Chur
a® emanating from divine suthorhye
It is also ghewn that those membery of
the Mormon Church who refuse {9 obey
the revelations s0 communicated by 'he
presthood thereby become out of har
mony with the Chureh and ure thuas
practicaliy excluded from the blegsinga
benefits and privileges of membership
in the Church

1t it also well established by
teatimony that the members of ‘he
Mormon Church are governed 'n
all things by the first presidency and
twelve aposties, That this authority
i+ extended to the membership through
u series and syccession of subordinate
officlals, coneisting of presidents of
seventies, presiding  bishops, elders
presidents of stakes, bishops, and other
oficlale  That one of the chlef require
menig by the leaders of the Church fs
that members shall take counss] of
their rellglons superiors In all thinge
whatsoever whether ¢ivll or religious
temporal or spiritusl, That the Millury
to recelve ind obey counsel In any of
thess matters subjects the one who re-
fuses to the disclpline of the Charch,
That this discipline 18 administered in
the first instance by the subordinate
officials, subject to the right 1o appeal
1o the higher officials of the Church,
and ultimately to the first president and
tweive aposties, These rules, enforced,
us they are, by the discipline of the
Mormon Church, constitute the first
president and fwelve aposties a hier.
archy. & body of men at the head of 5
religlous organigation governing thejr

right

‘he

| followers with absolute and unques.

tionsd suthority In all tihnge reiating
to temporal and political as well a5 1o
spiritual affalrs

The testimony taken before the com-
mittee aleo shows beyond & reasonahie
Acubt that this authority of the first
presidency and twelve aposties Is so ex-
erc'eed over the members of the Mor.
mor Chureh as lo Ineuloate a belief In
the divine origin of polygamy and its
nﬂ.mm.",: A practise, and also to

encou of tha!
Cmm;.: the of and

Renied on the part of the ofcials of the

‘ T

rEw, A

o ,l - '{‘ [

. Church, the truthfulness of the claim
of the protestants in this regard s
shown by a great number of facts and
cireumstances, no one of which s per-
haps conclusive in itself, but when tak.
en together form a volume of testimony
80 cogent and convineing as to leave no
reasonable doubt In the mind that the
truth (& as stated by the protestants. It
Is proved without denlal thag the book
of Doctrine and Covenants, one of the
leading authorities of the Moermon
Church, and still clroulated by that
Chureh a5 & book equal in authority to
tha Bible and the Book of Mormon, con-
talns the revelation regarding polygas
my, of which the following l& a part:

8L And ageln, as pertaining to the
law of the priesthood: If any man
espouse a virgin and desires to espouse
another and the flist give her consent,
and (f he espouse the second, and they
are virgins and have vowed to no other
man, they he is justified—he cannot
commit adultery, for they are given une-
to him: for he cannot commit adultery
with that that belongeth to him and to
no ohe else,

62. And if he have 10 virging given
unto him by thiz law he canpot commit
adultery, for they belong to him and
they are given unto him; therefore iy
he justified,

63, But If one or elther of the 10 vir-
gins, after shy I8 espoused, shall be
with another man she has committed
adultery and shall be destroyed, for
they are givsan unto him to multiply
and replenish the earth, according to
my commandment, and to fulfill the
pramise which was given by my Father
before the foundation of the world: and
for their exaltation fn the eternal
worlde, that they may bear the souls
of men; for hereln is the work of my
Father continusd, that he may be glorl-
fled,

4. And agaln, verily, verily, 1 say
unto you, if any man hath a wife wha
holds the keys of this power and he
tesches unio her the law of my priest-
hood, as pertalning these things, then
shall she belleve and administer unto
him or she shall ba destroyed, sald the
Lord your God, for T will destroy her!
for 1 will magn!fy my name upon all
those who receive and gblde in my law,

85, Therefore, it shall be lawful In
me, If ghe receives not thie law for him
ta recelve all tihngs whatsoever I, the
Lord his God, will give unte him, be-
eause she did not minister unto him ac-
cording to my word; and she then be-
ecomes the transgressor; and he is ex
empt from the law of Rarah who minis-
tered unto Abrabam according to the
law, when | commanded Abrabam to
take Hag®r to wife.

[t Is algo shown that numerous other

ptiblications of the Mormon Church are
‘ stiil elrevlated among the members of
| that Church with the Knowledge and by

| the authority of the Church officials,
| which contaln arguments in faver of
| pelypamy. Tl Pook of Doctrine ana
| Covenants I8 nat only still put forth
| to the mombers of the Church as au-
thoritaiive in all respects, but the fArst
||uw~|w!v: v and twelve apostles have

neves Incorporated therein thé mu'nfg-
ta forbldding the proctise of polygamy
‘ and polygumous cobabitation, nor have
they at any time or (n any way quali-
fled the veputed revelution to Joseph
Smiith reganding polygamy.  And thik
book of Doctrine and Covenantsg, con-
tuining the polygamic revelation, s re-
garde! hy Mormonus ag being of higher
wthority than the manifesto suspend.
ing polygamy

Bearing in mind the authority of the
first presidency and twelve apastles
aver the whale bady of the Mormon
Chureh, i I8 very evident that if polyg-
amy were dlgcountenanced by the leads
[ ¢rg of that Chureh it would very soon
e & thing of the past ammang the mems«
terg of that £haer (m the tantrary,

community and understood by 1he fam-
jites of both Abrabium H. Cannon and
| Liltian Hamlin that a marriags had ta
| ken place Lotween them; that they had

| been maurried on the high sess by Jo
sph P, smlth, Lilitan Himlin assymed
the name ¢f Cagnon, and a child 1y
whick she afterwurdas gave birth bears
the name of Cannon and inherlied »
share of the estate ol Abrubham H, Can.
] non, The prominence of Abraham H
Cannon In the Chareh, ti publicity

given to the fact of his taking Ldlltan
Hamlin as a plural wife, render it prac-
tically Impossible that this xhould have
' been done without the knowledge, the

neent, and the conpivance of the
Lieadship of that Church.

George Teardule, another apostle of
the Mormon Church, contracted a plu-
ral marriage with Marion Scholes gince
the manifesto of 1580, The president of
the Mormon Church endeavors to ex-
tuge this act upon the pretext that the
firet marriage of George Teasdale was
not & Jegal marringe. but the testimony
taken from the divorce procesdings
which separated George Teagdale from
hix lawful wife, wholly controverts this
assertjon on the part of President
Emith

It Is also In evidence that Walter
Steed, a _prominent Mormon, contracted
s plural marriage after the manifesto
of 1880, Charles E. Merrill, a bishop of
the Mormon Church, took a plural wite
in 1881, more than a year after the is-
suing of the man'festo, The ceremony
uniting sald Merrill to his plural wife
was performed by his father, who was
then and until the time of hiz death
an apostle In the Mormon Church. 1t §s
also shown that John W, Tayler, an-
other apoetle of the Mormon Church,
has been married to two plural wives
since the issulng of the so called mani-
festo,

Matthiag F. Cowley, another of the
twelve apostlies, has also taken one or
more plural wives since the manifesto.
While the proof that Aposties: Taylor
and Cowley have married plural wives
since the manifesto may not be so fres
from &ll possible doubt as Is the proof
In the cape of Abraham Cannon. the
fact that the proofs presented to the
committee showing such marriages by
Taylyr and Cannon stand wholly un-
controverted, and the further fact that
Aposties Taylor and Cowley, Instead of
appearing before the committee and
denying the rolegation, &vade Servic.

of {esued the committes for
1 rance, and refuse 1o appear
after requested to do so, warrant
::o &t!d“l“ m"

taken plural wives the man-
.:}

e b ‘ ot
While the fact does not appear from

any sworn testimony in the case, it is
a matter of common report that Tay-

lor and Cowl'c: have tly been
dropped from the list of But
this fact in no way couiiteracts the

infiuence of the Mormon leaders in thelr
encouragement of poly y. When
Taylor and Cowley took their more
recent plural wives they were numbered
among the aposties in good standing.
The fact that they had taken plural
wives since the manifesto was well
known to their assoclates for months
and years. But they were continued as
apostles, and no action was taken in
the casge of elther until the facts were
revealed to the world by thig investiga.
tlon. And it is worthy of note that
these aposties have not been com-
plained of or brought to trial before
the Church courts for digobeying the
manifesto, nor have they been deprived
of thelr offices or honors in the Church
(a8 was done In the case of Moges
Thatcher for a political offense), but
they are still members of the Chureh In
good standing, each still holds'the office
of an elder In the Church, and each s
siill a member of the high priesthood
of the Church,

The dropping of Taylor and Cowley
from the quorum of the twelve apos-
tles was so evidently done for popular
effect that the act merits no considera-
tion whatever, except as an admission
by the first presidency and twelve apos.
tleg that Aposties Taylor and Cowley
have each taken one or more plural
wives since the manifesto,

It is also proved that about the year
1806 James Francls Johnson was mar-
ried to & plural wife, Clara Mabel Bar-
ber, the ceremony In this instance be-
ing performed by an apostle of the
Mormon Church. To these cases must
be added that of Marriner W, Merrill,
another apostie; J. M. Tanner, superin.
tendent of Church schoolg; Benjamin
Cluff, Jr,, president of Brigram Young
unjversity; Thomas Chamberlain, coun-
gelor to the president of a stake; Blsh-
op Rathall, John Silver, Winslow Farr,
Heber Bennjon, Samuel 8 Newton, a
man named Okey, who contracted n
plural marriage with Ovena Jorgensen
in the yeuar 1897, and Morris Michelson
about the year 1502, In the case of
Benjamin luff, Jr., before referred
to, the polygamous marriage was tacit-
Iy sanctioned by President Joseph F.
Smith when he “referred to Slster
Cluff and the work she had been doing
among the children in Colonia Diaz,
Mexico,"”

It i¢ morally impossible that all thesa
violations of the laws of the State of
"tah by the contracting of plural mar.
riages conld have been committed with-
out the knowledge of the first presiden-
oy and the twelve apogtles of the Mor.
man Church, In twe of the above
cuses, that of George Teasdale and that
of Renjamin Cluff, Jr,, the fart of the
plural marriage was directly eommuni.
ented to the president of the Churech,
Joseph F. Smith, and In the other
cases, with the possible exception of
James Franels Johnson, the fact of a

plural marriage having been celebrated
wug go well known throughout the
community that it is not concelyahla
that such marriages would not have
been called to the attention of the
leadere of the Church. Indeed, there
wns no denial on the part of the first
presidency or any one of tha twelve
apnsties that they Jearned of the fact
that plural marriages wers heing con.
tracted Ly officinls of the Mormon
Church and that no attention was paid
to the matter, The excuse given by
them was that it was not their duiy
to interfera in such matters; that the
law furnished a remedy. Furthermore,
ft was shown by the testimony of one
of the twelve aposties and of other wit.
nesses that “under tha estabifghed law
of the Church no person could secure a
plural wife except by consent of the
pregident of the Church.”

suppression of Testimwony by Mormon
Leaders,

1t 18 n fact of no little gignificance in
fteelf, hearing on the question Whether
polvgamous marrlages have heen re.
cently contracted in Utah by the con.
nivance of the first presidency and
twelve aposties of tha Mormon Church,
that the authorities of sald Church
have endeavored to suppress, and have
succesded in suppressing, a great deal
of testimony by which the fact of plu-
ral marriages contractad by those who
were High In the councils of the Church

might have been extablished beyond
the shadow of a doubt. Befors the in.
vestigation had begun it as  well

known in Balt Lake City that {t was
expected (o show on the part of protest-
ants that Apostles George Teasdale,
Jahin W, Taylor, and M. F, Cowley and
nlgn Prof J. M. Tanner, Bamuel New-
ton and others who were all high oM-

als of the Mormon <hurch had re<
cently taken plural wives, and that in
1506 Lilllan Hamlin was seaied to Apos.
the Abraham H, Cannon as & plural
wife by one of the first presidency and
tuelve apostles of the Mormon Charch,

It appeirs that #inee the admission of
Piah Into the Unlon a8 & state the av-
thorities of the Mormon Chureh have
it poed and encouraged the coms
misgion of the eritme of polygamy ins
iy f proventing it, As they could
casfly have dons
A =uffichont number of spocific In-
| wtances of the taking of plural wives
e e manifesto of 1880, so called,
1ave hoosp shanmn by the testimony as
wing tak®m plice aqong oMeials of
fthe Mormon Church (o demonstrale the
fact that thy lendets this “horch
the B nee N and tha twelve
wigtlon, comnlve at ih s tiee of take
ing plurdl wives, and have done =o pvey
1 o maniter e was fesued which
wporied to but an end to the prac-
It has hoen showy the testl
iy, 8 clenriy 10 leuve no douhbt
of the facy, thet as late as 1888 om
s Hamlin beoan plural wife
Abrahem H vatien, who was then
anostio of the Worman Chafireh. This
shown by the mvaf of theee facts
[rows (o the 1800 l,tl. 1 Hamli
as a warls wom In 1898 & r
vl sttentions from Abraham H. |
non, & tsntiens teing of a
yractey 1o Indieate that there was
wute t1ha telondly relation evisting
1‘»\ vv‘-“‘ '._M. LW, ill. J“n]n.- Li‘l""w ‘\lu'tt- All. or nearly all, '_" these persans ex-
o H, Cannm rined his plural | C6t Abrahem H. Cannon, who was de-
ife that he was galnz to California | ¥ sed, were then within reach of gor-
sith Joseph P, Smith | talllin Han 3 ‘.‘ ol '.":'“ '-h‘ from lhl“ committes,
| i to be married to Lilian Hamlia & ::f-"' ‘h”'” hefore the investigation
me jlace outside thy Unitel State cean all these witnesges went out of
| While In Califwrafa Jozeph F. Smi
i i with Abraham H. Canvon and
iNlan Ham'ts from | Angi
Catallna  Island Alter the retur 0"
the parly o Lox Angeies, Abrahan 1]
| Cannon and Lillan Hanlo Hved to
| pother as husbaind and w.fp. eturning
1o Salt Lake Clty, Abralyon Ho Cannon
told his slursl wite thal he had deen
{ married to Lilllan Haml From that
| time It was generally reputed in the

the country.

Fubpocnue were fssued for each of
he witnessos pamed. hut in the case
of Bamuel Newtony only eould the Pros
cese of the committes be served. M»
Newton refused to abay the order of

the  committee, alleging no  rea.
0N Oy EXCuEN for not Appear-
ing It is  shown that John

W Tavior was sent oat of the eountry
by Joseph F. 8wmith on a real or pre-
tended misslon for the Church, And
it is undeniably true that not only
the aposties. but aleo all other of.
ficials of the Mormon Chureh, are st
Ul times subled! to the orders of the
soverning authorities of ithe Chureh,

It wonld be nothing short of self.
stultifeation for one to belleve that
el these most Important witnesses
chgneed to leave the United SBtates st
about the same time and withont ref.
erence to the Investigation, Al the
facts anl clreumstanoes surrounding
the transaction point (o the eonsly.
slon that every ane of 1he witnessas
named left the country at the nstance
of the rulers of the Marmon Chureh
and to avold testitying before the com-
mittee, It s furthermore, a fact
which ean not be questionsd that ev-
ery one of these witiesses 18 under the
direction and control of the first presi-
dency and twelve aposties of the Maor-
mon Chureh. Had those afficlale seen
fit to direct the witnesses named to re.
turn to the United States and give their
testimony before the committee, they
would have been obliged to do so,
The reason why the sald witnesses Jeft
the country and have refused to come
before the committee {8 easy to under-
stand, In view of the testimony show-
Ing the contracting of plural marriages
by prominent officials of the Mormon
Church within the past few years

It was clalmed by the protestants
that the records kept In the Mermon
temple at Sal* Lake City and Logan
wotld disclose the fact that plural
marriages have been contracted In
Utah since the manifesto with the
sanction of the officials of the Church
A witness who was required to bring
the records In the temple at Salt Lake
City refused to do so after consulti
with President Smith. It is elaim
by counsel for Mr. Smoot that this
withers was not mentally competent
to testify. but his testimory may be
searched in vain for any internal evi-
dence of such Incompetency, and there
was nothing In the appearance of the
withess when lestifying to suggest 1o
the committes that he was not as vom-
petent to testify as any witness who
was examined during the course of
the investigation,

The witness who was required to
bring the records kept in the temple at
e R
ng on the
the important part of the mandate
he v ninilame—ine mm ot
records—was' not

s iy
AR TR

e i

were resorted 1o
service of a sy z?a' t::r:" »
the commitiee angd tenl{ywm
Instances of 1),
c‘.:c |ttmurmm' by
oonsent of the ry;
of the Mormon (‘.hnrl:‘rl.“.\\-: ‘
committes in belleving nm»r
pressed testimony woulq |5
Strongly corvoborate 1), rr ¢
which was glven, Showing gy
Wwho direct the affairs of the i tay
Church countenance ani .).
polygamous marriages, 5, ~.\-,?|%
Ivgamous cohabitation, and g i
allegations of the protesturt that e
regard are true, e e

Mormon Officlals Livi
ng Iu | & ]
Cobabltatoy, ey
Aslde from this it
testimony, and in wc‘;“"ﬁ ':‘;'Wn by

fact could not possibly 1. . ALY
ed, that & majority ..r",l:"r‘

the law to the Mormar (o Do
now, and have been f., , o8
Ing In open, notorinus s

Al shame

polygamous cohabitation  «.
those Who are thus guil, }'\;‘
the laws of the state an| p,  Cllg
public decency Is headed 1, 5 % g
Smith, the first presidens ek
seer, and revelator” of ., 41
Church, who testified iy, ¢,
sujeet as follows:

Mr. Tayler—Is the tohatly,
one who i3 claimed to be 4 -

¢ Moy,
garg to

& violation of the law or "“:um
as well as of the law of nf.'(‘: (..'h.:':
Mr, Smith—That was the .0

Is the case even t1oda, .y
Mr, Tayler—What wae
what you are ahout 1o ay?
Mr, Smith—That It iy cop
the rule of the Chureh, g oot B

wall o the law of the ia; 4 q‘ o
to cohabit with his wiyes r-”'“
I have cohabited with my '\lm-. 3

"

all the thie
0 Yoy ¥y

"

openly—that s, not MEn ey o
I thought would hemo;flm',’f-»;wf‘
netghbors—but 1 acknowle ze ot
1 have visited them. They L‘ _‘rh i
me children since 1896, ', "“lw
done It, knowing the rns;m-‘ C.\, i
knowing that I was ame; ,'-"7“1
law, ¢ ¢ o B

Mr. Tayler—In 1832 . 1
how many wives did S\-..'u . ey

Mr. Smith—1In 1592%

Mr. Tayler—Yes,

Mr. Smith—1 had five. + «

Mr, Tayler—~My question ix
many children have bee; ham ‘
by these wives sinea 18040 @ 08

Mr. Smith~-I had “levn i
born since 1840,

Mr. Tayler—Those ara
dren that have been bors
18807

AMr. Smith—Yes, &ir; those ke 3

Mr, Tayler—Wera those b
all of your wives; that utﬁl.l,!’”? »
.\"u\l;' wives hear childroy > o o

Mr, Bmith- f m 4
children, - - =1

Mr. Tavler—8inca 18807

:';.l'r. Emith—That {¥ corrac

I 1) —— Je )
aae ShalrmEn—I undersign .

Mr. Bmith—8inca 1880 ¥
I have had born to me ol ‘.v"‘ ‘;’ «.':M
snce 1880, eaoh of myv w :é-“\'i:"
the mother of from ane 1o 1y .J'..“
children, + =+ «» T

The Chiarman—Mr S
not press it, but T will gsx vy
have any objection 1o gaai g
many children you have &

My Smith—Altoget

The Chalrman—Ye«

Mr, 8mith—1 have had b
siv, 42 ehlldren—21 & .
~—and 1 am proud of « :
them £ 8 ®

The Chalima Iy
law in having five wives
and having them benr ¢
dren stnee the manifost Vo

Mr, Smith-- My, 1 !
not elalmed that In ¢
obeyed the law of th

The Chafrinan--That

Mr. 8mith-~1 do not cluhg g
a2 T sald before, that 1 preofer o osd
my chaness against the b fal 1
pp. 129, 183, 148, 107, 382 :

1
n
5

The lst also Includes
dale, an apostie; Joh

o ep T

W. s

apostle; John Henyy Smi :
tle; Marriner W, Mer alg
apostle: Heber 1. Geani

M. F. Cowley, an apostic: (hy
Penrose, an apostle; w
Lyman, who i« net on r Epals
bhut the probable suceemor of Jowgh

F. Smith ax president of hured
Thus it appesrs that the fis

dent and elght of the twelve g4

ke (h
Jiveh

e

a constderable majority «f the i
authorities of the Morm s )
are noted polygamists

In additton 1o thess the b
cludes Brigham H. Robeoris wie 8
une of the presidents of  meis

and A leading ofMelal of the Dy
J. M. Tauner, superintendent of ths
Church  schools:  Andrew  Jusa
assistant historian of 1!

Chutel,
| Thomas H. Merrill, a bishop of the
Church; Alma Merrill, one of the prék
| idency of a Church stake; Angus M
| Cannon, patriarch of the Mormea
I‘.h"""“ a man named Greenwaid,
whao Is at the head of & Church school,
George Reynolds, one of the fire 7
presidents of seventies and first sasist |
ant superintendent of Munday "'“"ﬂ
of the world; Gearge M. Brimhah
president of Rrigham Young univer
sity: and Joseph Hickman, teacher In
Rrigham Young university. Al the
officials named wera appointsd, cither
directly or indirectly, by the i pres-
jdency and twelve aposiles; and in the
case of J. M. Tanner, his &; mett
10 his present office was mnde lfl'.
he had heen compelled 10 resgn &
position as presfdent of the A
tura] college because of the {pr val
he was a polygamist S
These facts abundantly “:'\.1".{»,
assertion made In the prote ut -;'

suprame authorities in the

whom Senator-elect Reed Smost 7
[ ome, to wit, the first presidenty A!;
| iwelve I\‘Jy-.[].;l not only ¢ 1"“"»-.1;
| violatibn of, but protect and B
| 1he vialators of the laws ng ”“ Ii"j“

umy and polygamons coh

It wil] be seen by the forogolig that

| not only do the first prosidenty I."
twelva apostles encourags ;»‘»':}iﬁ
by precept and teaching, bu! dn‘l;e‘_
majority of the members of 1hat ol
of rulers of the Mormon 1.‘.;«;.’ ‘;“
the practise of pﬂ].\-g‘m\' still _'Im”‘
and greater encouragement by I ne
the trea o polvgamiets &1 (U4 o}
ly and In the sight of al s

ere in the Mormon Chureh 1
be doubted that this method of m
uging polygamy is mtich mor ¢
cloux than the teaching of thal rw
by means of the writings and r}ﬂ'm
tons of the leaders of the ( !.‘:rkh-m‘
this upon th; :aml';ur‘t;‘s::n.“;sln 2
“actions speak lounder )
And not only do the pmmwd
a majority of the twelve apf
the Mormen Church "““”rg-y
amy, but in the case of each a0
one gullty of this crime \h‘.'mﬁ"
befors the commitiee, the di .tm”‘”
tion was expressed openlp and 4 s
Iy to continge the commission o
crime without regard to the mi ot
of the Jaw or the prohibition « A
i1 the manifesto. And it = {0 E.l ‘
that the sald frst president, n‘ |
ing a large congourse of the m ‘w
of the Mormon Church at the l‘m
nacle in Salt Lake City In the H;’
of June, 1901, declared n.yﬂ
were to alscontinue the 1o m-."“
relation with his plural wives Le ™
be forever dumned, and forevel b
yrived of the companionshiy 9 b
and (hose most dead to him mrr" y
out eternity. Thus it appears 'lhl b’
“prophet, seer, and revelatnr !
ormon Church pronounces # d‘h
of cternal condemnation thr -(-’-
all sternity upon all members ‘ 3
Mormon Church, who, hmlns e
plural wives, fall I:' c;):t:nl\;: 1‘);’-‘; ‘
tlon, atl the
g Ty , taken "m.
upan AnY :
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