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order so far as I understand it, and I
wanted to say so much in relation to
these matters. Why should not women
have equal rights with men? They
have these rights and they ought to be
sustained and maintained among us as
Saints. We ought to look after the wel-
fare and interest of all.

I shall now refer to what is known
as Utah Lake and Jordan River dam
water question. This is a subject that
has troubled you a great deal and upon
which there has been much awkward-
ness and unpleasant feeling. It was ad-
justed some time ago, but the agreement,
it appears, was not carried out: in con-
sequence of which considerable trouble
was likely to ensue. President Angus
M. Cannon showed me a letter in which
it was stated that a lawsuit was com-
menced in regard to the affair, some of
the parties, thereto being outside of the
Church and some inside. In commenc-
ing this suit those inside the Church
were not taking the right course, and
they would have subjected themselves to
be cut off the Church, because God has
given us laws in relation to these mat-
ters whereby they can be properly regu-
lated wisely and in accordance with His
laws. Brother Cannon (who is Presi-
dent of the Salt Lake Stake) came to me
and wanted to know what to do. He
said he could not regulate these mat-
ters as his jurisdiction did not extend be-
yond Salt Lake Stake, nor could Presi-
dent Smoot because his jurisdiction did
not go beyond Utah Stake. Here was a
dilemma. What shall be done? Could I
show him a way out of the difficulty? I
told him I could; that a council had been
provided through the Prophet Joseph
Smith, for just such cases. Some people
don't know anything about that, but yet
that is a fact. They did not know that it

had ever been used before. It is a coun-
cil of twelve High Priests over which the
First Presidency of the Church should
preside to adjudicate upon difficult cases
that might arise in the Church, and
this should be the highest council in the
Church, and from which there should
be no appeal. We called together this
council and met here in this house, and
the parties were heard—some outside of
the Church and some inside. Finally
we got the matter adjusted, and I am
informed that the decision is satisfac-
tory to all parties. The council was
composed of the following brethren, viz.:
Abraham O. Smoot, President of Utah
Stake; Angus M. Cannon, President of
Salt Lake Stake; Warren N. Dusenberry,
Probate Judge of Utah County; Elias
A. Smith, Probate Judge of Salt Lake
County; Jonathan S. Page and A. D.
Holdaway, Selectmen of Utah County;
Ezekiel Holman and Jesse W. Fox, Jr.,
Selectmen of Salt Lake County; Presid-
ing Bishop Win. B. Preston; John T.
Caine, Delegate to Congress from Utah;
Bishops Thos. R. Cutler and John E.
Booth. After the first session of the
council, in consequence of Hon. John T.
Caine being required at Salt Lake City
on official business, Elder L. John Nut-
tall was appointed a member of the coun-
cil in place of Elder Caine. Myself and
Brother George Q. Cannon presided in
all the meetings of the Council. In se-
lecting the council we selected men from
the two counties who were conversant
with county affairs, and both counties
were equally represented. But some peo-
ple will say—How is it the High Coun-
cil could not settle the question? Be-
cause the High Council in Utah Stake
has no jurisdiction over affairs in Salt
Lake Stake, nor has the High Coun-
cil of Salt Lake Stake any jurisdiction


