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WHERE 18 THE RIGHT OF IN-
TERFERENCE?

Bome time*ago we wrote and publish-
ed a series of articles on plurality of
wives, defending the principle on Berip-
tural, reasonable, moral, social, physio-
logical and constitutional grounds. We
did so for the purpose of, in part, re-
freshing the public mind on some of the
arguments which have been before the
werld for several years, of defining to
an extent the grounds on which we dif-
fer from most people in this country on
the subject of marital polity, and to
elicit if possible something other than
empty and assumptive denunciations
of a practice commanded by the Al-
mighty, sustained by Secripture, for-
tified by sound reason and good sense,
and practiced by the best men who ever
lived on the earth.

The manner in which Utah, her peo-
ple and their views and institutions are
talked of and treated, were it not for the
bitter results that so often follow the
evoking of evil passions, would be
almost too ridiculous for contempt to
notice. But the future that may be in

the hands of individuals who aspire to

and in a degree reccive power and in-
fluence, and yet in the wildness of bigo-
try and illiberal prejudice can so abuse
every principle of right and freedom as
some would do, is anything but encour-
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treuzble; for if they would convert us to
another way of thinking, most assured-
ly we would act on our convictions; and

if they should be cohverted to our way

the nation from much evil and the at-
tempt to perpetrate great wrongs.
There is a good deal said at fimes
about the *““twin relic’’ of slavery hav-
ing been abolished, and of pluralily of
wives being about to be dealt with in a
similar manner. The arguments against
the existence of slavery presented many
cogent points which have no bearing
direetly or indirectly on plurality of
wives, while we have been unable,
after continued search, to meet with
anything in the shape of argument
against the latter. BSlavery is involun-
fary servitude, It
and the employment of physical force to
make and keep one human being the
bondsman of another. One party in
the nation, taking the position that ‘‘all

cognizing Africans and those of African
descent as ‘‘men,’”’ declared that invol-
untary servitude should no longer ex-
ist—that no man should be the servant
of another, who was not so of his own
free choice, This is the whole of the
slavery qguestion in a nut shell.

But with regard to plurality of wives
what coercion is used? what power em-
ployed to enforee it?

knowingly and understandingly eiter
into an agreement with each other,
which they have the inalienable right

that has been sgaid of the =ervitude of
women in Utah is manifestly and di-
rectly false. They are free to refuse,
and free to aceept; it is when the mari-
tal relationship is entered into that its
purity is guarded with jealous care so
long as that bond of union remains in-
tact, which. is done everywhere that

purity is in the least degree 1espected
and thre saovully vl anfage recogufzed,

aging to those who give them the brief

opportunity of position and place. 1

There are some very grave errors com-
mitted by a great many when treating
of or referring to the ‘‘Mormons.” They

with the assumption that we must
be wrong because we differ in opinion
and practice from many of our neigh-
bors. Wisdom would suggest the pro-
priety of proving where the wrong ex-
ists rather than assuming its existence
in a certain place and with a partieular
people, It would be more in consonance
with the professed enlightenment and
liberality of the age to show by sound rea-
gon and strong argument wherewearein
error, instead of indulging s=o freely in
. baseless assertions. | S

If plurality of wives is contrary to the
~law ef God, to true happiness, physio-
logical excellence or the object of man’s
existence, show us how it isso,. Open
the bible =0 extensively eirculated

through the land and point out wherein |

the principle is there condemned, If it
is contrary to any command of God, tell
us which command and where it is to
be found. Try the force of reason and
the power of argument on us. We are
~seeking after truth; we are very anx-
‘ious to obtain a knowledge of it; we are
open to conviction where we are wrong;
but we do think that it indieales a
‘bad cause based on a poor foundation

when those most bitterly opposed to

us can find nothing better than denun-
eiations to hurl at us, and sophistical
platitudea, which are not even propoun-
ded as arguments, to urge against our
pwineiples and faith,

There are plenty of learned men, pro-
found logicians, close reasoners, well
versed in jurisprudence and in _the
scriptures throughoutthenation. Would
it not be wise and well for them to try
the power of their abilities, tbzg,p re-
searches and log rwﬂ.] argumentsinshow-
ing us our error? It might save much '

| its appearance.
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I't may be said that a moral influence
15 employed to sustain pluarality of
wives.

of thinking, their influence might save | ment with to hold illicit intercourse,

involves coercion |

The parties are
all consenting parties, free agents, who |

to make and the power to break when- |
ever they are dissatisfied with it. All

but it would aa wyell for statesmen and
public Jqen to find out if the age is cor-
teel. They have not assumed to say
wbe a man may enter into an agree-

nor whether his attentions shall be
confined to one or more of the opposite
sex, no matter how corrupt they may
be,—it might be too hard upon them-
selves; -then what right have they,
moral or constitutional, to interfere in
the making of social compacts between
the sexes, where the intereourse is cir-
cumscribed by conditions which demand
purity and recognize chastity?
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WHOSE BUSINESS IS 1T?

Being in an inquiring mood we feel
like asking a few guestions and making
some remarks in connection with them.

In view of the tolerably wide-spread
feeling that has been worked up against
us as a community,we necessarily have

'some reflections in common with all
men are born free ard equal” and re- |

who are interested in this matter. It is
alleged that we differ very much from
the rest of the world in our views, opin-
ions and faith., If this is a crime we
have yet to learn how it becomes one.
If we do differ from the rest of mankind
in those matters, whose fault i1s it?
Not ours, for if they will only think as
we do and believe as we do there will
be no difference whatever, so far as that
extends., True, the majority is with
them; but have not the minority a per-
feet right to hold views that are not ac-
cepted by the majority? It is not the
first time in the weorld that the minor-
ity have been in the right and the ma-
jority in the wrong. In fact it is the
rule and not the exception for it to be
s0. When the Savior was fulfilling his
mission on the earth, and after his

death, himself and followers were
very much in the minority, and they
entertained opinions and held a faith
very different to the rest of mankind,
for which the enlightened (!) politicians,

statesmen and priests of their times
pt:l“sﬂ:uttd thewm (v e deaclt. Su ¢ fas

been in almost every age, before and
since; yet truth, or its representatives

This is eorrect: for we believe |

struggle on against superior numbers,

the principle fo be of hemenl:, origin, | confident that a time will conme whan
revealed by God to man, and reqmriun’i those who believe it will be Ia :frely in
to be obeyed. 'What point, what prin- | the majority.

ciple, what dogma is not sought to be |
sustained by moral influence?
party and every sect exereise all the |
moral influence they can to sustain and
stremgthen their views. It is when

| moral suasion is laid aside and physical

force is resorted to, for the purpose of
enforcing a prineiple, that wrong makes

for it arrayed armed men in open hos-
tility to the Government and struck the |
blow which precipitated the nation into’
civil war. -
The 'freedom of speech and of the
press is another inalienable right, which
cannot be taken from any portion of
the nation "without a violation of the
Constitution. This right- we exereise,
and by it we defend every principle that
has been revealed to us. But while our
marriage relatiohship involves no co-
ercion, and is based'upon thie agreement
of willingly contracting parties, who
have the most indubitable right to
make such a contract, we contend that
it is not the business ner right of any
man nor any set of men to interfere
with it, and try to comipel them to adopt
a different course of action. If it in-
volved the robbing of a human being of
any right, any privilege, or any princi-

 ple of freedom, then there would be

grounds for such interferance; but poli-
ti®ians, or Congress, might as justly say
what we must eat, where we must pray,
how many horses we must own, or
whether we must do any or all of these,
as say to a woman who she must not
may, or toa man whom he shall not
make his wife.

The age may be against the prineciple,

Every

But we ask, Whose business is it if we
do dlﬂer from others, or if others dif-
fer from us in thought, opinion and
faith, so long as we do not in a single
iota seek to infringe upon the rights of

“any created Leing? We would like some

intelligent mind to step into the van-

guard of opposition, with a correct ap-|
This is where the in- | preciation of the fask undertaken, and
ception of the late rebellion wasa erime, ! enlighten us on this point.

We confess
to being obtuse enough not to see it at
' present.  We think we have a perfeet
‘right to think, to think as we please,
‘and 'to render our aclions consonant

with those thoughts, so longas they are

within the limits of our malienub’le and
constitutional rights.

Again; it is well known tliat we are
remarkably united in this community,
and that we have no sort of relish for
the contentions, jarrings and bitter ani-
mosities so common in.what is with
unconscious irony called the civilized
world. Does this unity hurt anybedy,
that they should feel so annoyed about
it? If we choose to think alike and act
in concert on matters pertaining to in-
dividual or the public good, whose
businédss is that? ‘Why should people
oet excited over it, and work themselves
into a frenzy because we will not be so
disunited and as socially miserable as
they are themselves? Arve they afraid
we will hurt them, or that we will try
to do so? They need not be. Our ob-
jeet is to do good, and not evil. Our
union has ever been used for beneficial
purposes, to subserve the public interest
and the good of mankind. Witnessthe
sending of a vast number of teams to

tlie frontiers the present and past sea-

' sons, for the purpose of helping the poor |

to thlﬂ Tﬁrritrory, where they can tmd
opportunities for bettering their condi-
tion in life such as would never have
been within their reach if this help had
not been afforded them. Please do not
worry nor fret about our unity, but try
to imitate it. Then you will be so busy
in geeking after permanent blessings
yourselves, and so happy in their en-
joyment, that you will have neither
time nor ineclination to envy us the pos-
segsion of ours.

Again; a great deal is said about the
“one-man-power”’ existing in Utah.
Please tell us the name of the man in
public life who would nof seek to pos-
sess the influence which our leaders en-
joy among this people, if he could get
it. Who is he? and where does he live?
Men seek for power and influence; but
they are net willing to abide the condi-
tions by which they are to be obtained.
He who would gain true power, pure
and lasting, must live in the hearts of
the people. That is where the influence
of our leaders has its basis. Through
years of trial, experience, suffering and
prosperity, we have proved their good-
ness and wisdom, and have found that
they have been fathers to the people;
and hence their influence. If you who
rail about it, while you desire it, would
obtain such influence, pursue a similar
course, and the hearts of all good men
and women will turn to you as surely
as the needle does to the pole.

If we love those men, whose business
is that? Must our affections and feel-
ings be controlled? If twice a-year in
mass meeting assembled we voluntarily
sustain them in their positions by
unanimous vote, whose business is
that? Have we not the right to say
who shall take the lead in ourecclesias-
tical affairs? And should we not have
the right to say who ought to govern
us? « It is the majority throughout this
nation that says who shall hold the
reins of power and government in the
republie; and our leaders hold their

places by the free votes of the whole.
Does this interfere with anybody’s
rights or priveleges? 'Who is wronged
by our so doing? When you who talk
of the ‘‘one-man power' in Utah refer
to it, be honest, if you can, (?) and say
that the people unitedly sustain their
leaders, and do o because they know
their worth and because they wish to
have good men hold such pesitions of
responsibility among them.

These are a few of our thoughts and
questions, which may suflfice for the
present.
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SABBATH MEETING lder F. D. Ri¢hards
alluded to the peace we enjoy; not that which
the world look upon as peace, who think they
enjoy that blessing if they are not in a state of

Iactive war no matter how deep the feelings of
animosity may be thatl exist among them: but a
unanimity of sentiment and action sych as can
be found no where else, and which is the result
of obedience to the gospel. He looked forward

e

| to the time when the blessings enjoyed by the

Salnts here will be extended over the earth.
Referred to +he mission on which he was about
starting; and expressed Lis desires to be wher-
ever the Lord required him amd te do all the
good in his power. :

Pres. . H. Wells spoke of Luis recent vieit to
the settlements soutli; corrected the idea that
‘me had gonge from this part of the Territory to
figlit the Indians; the obfcet of their goilig be-
ing to assist those who are living there to pro-
tect themselves and place themselves in a state
of security. He gave much valuable instruc-
tion with regard to praveling in the mountains
or places where hostile Indians might probably
be, reprehending the practice of single persons
or small parties of two or three traveling in such
places, especially when not properly armed-
Said he looked upon the present Indian diffi-
cnlties as & means of learning the people a les-
son, by which he trusted they would profit, to
abide the counsel given to them.

Preg . C. Kimball spoke on the prineipleof °
unity and its opposite; showing that the unity
of the gospel leads people to gather together
that they may share communion with each
other; and as men and women depart from the
truth and the spirit of the gospel, they encon-
rage feelings which destroy that desire of being
together. He exhorted the Saints 4o inecreased

rightcousness, _
Afternoon,

Iverad & very interest-
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