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ington, D. C.,, in an argument oc-
cupyiug over three hours in the de-
livery, and of which the following
i8 a concise sy nopsis:

It shiould be remembered that a
constitution bhas been tramed and
presented to Congress, upon which
the admission of Utah as a State is
asked. In that constitution are the
following provisions.

BrcrioN 12. Bigamy and poly,f-
:uni; being considered incompatible
with ‘% republican form of govern-
ment,’” each of them is hereby for-
hidden and declared a misdemennor.

Any Person who shall vlolate
this section shall, on conviction

thereof, be punished by n fine of
not more than $1,000 and impris-
onment for a term not less than
gix months or more than three
yenrs, In the discretion of the
courf. This section shnil be con-
strued as gperntive without the aid
ot legislation, and the offenses pro-
hibited by this section shall not be
barred by nny statute of limita-
tion within three years after the
commissicn of the offense; nor shall
the power of pardon extend there-
to until such pardon shall he np-
roved hy the President of the
nited Biates.

The chief contentions on the
part of those opposing the admis-
sion of Utah have Leen that in the
presentation of this constitution
with the above-quoted provisions
the people of Utah are insineere;
they do not really intend to pro-
hibit polygamy or make it unlaw-
ful, that the Church dominates the
State, and that if Utah is admitted
she may then, in the exercise of
her soverelgn power as a State,
change this constitution and get
rid of these twe provisions, or
through her courts so administer
the law that polygamy would not
be punished. But it is conceded
that in all other respectsa Utah has
the requisites for statehood, nnd
that but for these two conditions it
cught to be admitted as n State.

Mr. Wilson said: We have herc
two governments — one exclusive
and supreme as to the afiairs of the
nation; the other exelusive nnd
sur)remejaw o the affiirs locally per-
taining to n State, an integral part
of that nation. The national
domain outside the limita of nny
State is held by the nation under a
sort of inplied trust, to be divided
up into Territories Inte whieh the
people may go and prosecute the at-
fairs of life, and with the further
implicatlon that when the condi-
tions nre appropriate the nationa)
government wiil abdicate its powers
a8 to local aftfhirs and yield them
up to the people in .the form of a
Btate. .

When the understood conditions
nre complied with, the moral obliga-
tion to grant a Btate government is
8o strong that it eannot in good faith
be disregarded. As applied to a

vernment, & moral obligation is
he same ns8 a legal obligntion to an
individunl. The ohligation to admit
a Territory as a State when it had
the required population will there-
fore be performed, unlesssuch a sfate
of facts exista as would justify the

highest court of eonsclence—the'them to the conviction for both
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conscience of a Bovercign—in dis-
regarding ft.

Utah I8 applying for admission.
We have therefore to inquire wheth-
er the conditions requisite exist and,
if they do, whether there is any-
thing ogutside of these conditions to
Justify a refusal.

The following facis are not dis-
puted, namely: That Utah has the
necessary population, which the
governor reports to be 210,000. Utah
has a public school system reaching
to every part of the Territory, nnd a
university of hizh repute. Besides
these, all the prominent religious de-
nominntions have their seminaries
of learning there. The people of
Utah have no superiors ns a temper-
ate, orderly, law-abiding, Industri-
ous and thrifty people. The owner-
ship of the land is more evenly and
universally distributed among them
thnn in nny other part of the nation.
Her mnnufactures include nalmost
every useful nrticle, her minin,
output aggregntes over $£10,000,000
per annum, her agricultural, sheep
and stock raising interests are of
immense value, her flocks and herds
alone belng valued at $30,000,000.
No people nte freer from the vices
that are commonly nttendant upon
congregnted humanity. Utal is
situated upon the highway across
this continent and in direet com-
munication with the great world.
All these facts, with the admitted
intelligence, energy and enterprise
of her people, make statehood of
vast importance to them and to the
nntion, and these nre all undisputed
and have been supported by statis-
tics, unchallenged, which have been

resented by Messrs. Richards and
Jaine.

Then what are the objectlons re-
Hed upon to overcome this moral ob-
ligation of the government? The
first is the existence of polygamy.
Remember that there has never
been any law in Utah thnt sanctions
polygamy. I donot deny that it has
existed and deescexist there to a very
limited extent. It has been demon-
strated to this committee, and was to
aSenate committee about & year ago,
that not more than 2 per cent. of the
Mormon population ever were polyz-
nmists. I now assert that the figures
show thnt not more than one-fourth
of 1 per cent. of the whole pop];ula-
tion nre punishable by the laws
against dpo]y my. These figures
are found in the report of the Attor-
ney-General of the United States to
Congress. From this it appears there
have been only ten convictions for

tygamy since the passage of the

idmunds Aet of March 22, 1882.
There ate 210,000 peolple in Utah, of
which not less than 175,000 persons
are Mormons. At least 35,000 of
them are males of marriageable

age. Ten out of 85,0 in
nmr}ly Blx years have been
found gu

ity of polygnmy, with all
the zeal of spt»cia?oe[g;-hrts energized
by liberal fees. For unlawiul cohah-
itation there were 453 cunvictions.
Thig was for the assecintion of men
with plural wives, married in most
cases many yeuars before.  About
163 indlctinents bhave been found
which had not been presented when
the official report was made. Add
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offenses and they make a total of
626. Call all these cascs polygamy
if you will, then take the population
and you will see that I have not
underrnted the percentnge, and you
wlli also sec how little of polygamy
there really is in Utah, how grossly
these people have been misrep-
resented, and how preposterous It is
to deny political righta to the many
who hnve not offended because of
%he offendings of the comparatively
ew.

1t is proposed that you reject this
applleation. Why? Because a few
hundred, not to excecd 2 per cent of
the voting population, have commit-
ted this offense. Butthe98 per cent
can stand in your presence and say
truthifully, “We are as guiltless ns
you.”” Why excludethe mass for the
faults of the few? 1f these few
offenders had committed some other
offense thnn Jmlygamy, whether
malum prohibitum or malum tn ge,
you would lose your patience if it
should be urged thnt this was suth-
cient ground for rjecting the whole
people of whom they form so small
a part. Suppose that the few men,
chiefly old men, now in the polyg-
amous stutus, were totake their fam-
ilics and flocks nnd leave the Terrl-
tory, marching agaln ever moun-
tnins and deserts to seck a home,
what would you do with this appli-
cation—reject it? Why? You would
hang your heads with shame if you
had to %ive the only answer: “Be-
cause of the opinion of the citizens
who remain.””

To support the iden that polygamy
would be re-established, or the courts
would not enforce the provisions of
the Btate constitution if Utah were
admitted, it is claimed here that po-
tygamy is a religious obligation un-

er Mormon revelation. But the
very prog¢uction relied upon to sub
stantiate this shows to the contrary.
clThc revelat.io? on this slllbjiect

varly makes polygnm rmissive
only,.‘{lnd not l;naur.lacmt‘.g')'l:’(‘:xcepl; to
one purson, namely, Joseph Smith.
Theobligatory elnuse thercin refers
to ““celestinl mnrriage,’’ defined a8
the msrriage of n man and wife for
all eternity. The fact thnt the great
body of the Church members have
never practiced polygamy,and have
not been disfellowshipped, proves
that it has not been regarded as
mandatory. Polygamy was never
astablshied by Inw when li;olygamists
were cllgible to office. Tt is absurd
to surinise that it will be when the
monogumists, who mnow ask for
statehood, hnve control of the State,
especinlly in the light of experience
! and the opposing power of this great
| nation.

As to this Church control of the
| State, no such,thing exists in Utab,
and the very fundamentals of the
Mormon creed are againstit. They
make civil and eceleslastical affairs
entirely separate. Moreover, they
require submission to all constitu-
tional laws. The creed taught in
their churches and Sunday schools
RAYB:

“We believe in being subject to
kings, presidents, rulers and mngis-
trates; in obeying, honoring and
sustnining tho Inw.”

“Weclaim the privilege of wor-
shiping Almighty God aceording to




