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PATRI-

THE DUTY OF ALL
OTIC MEN.

WE publish this evening a commu-
nication from one of the merchants
of this city, setling forth his views
on the political situation and the
measures proposed in Congress spe-
cially relating to Utah. We believe
the gentleman to be honest and

conscientious in his expressions of
degire to see injustice prevented,but

do not view the subject in the same

light as that in which he appears to
congider it,

We wish it to be understood in
the first ' place that he is mis-
taken in his statement that the let-
ter published in cur columns, which
called forth his response, was en-
dorsed or sanctioned ‘‘editorially”’
or otherwise, The letler was in-
serted at the request of a respecta-
ble merchant of this city, and was
given without comment. It was

the opinion of one man unsupporied
per.

by asingle word from this
We have made no proposition fo
ublish names of frlends or foes in
connection, and have never en-
tertained the itlea of doing so, nor
would we attempt fo bring undue
ressure upon any persons to obtain
Ehair signatures to a document such
as that suggested.

Now in regard to the probable ef*
fects of the age and enforce-
ment of the unds bill. We do
not dispute the statement that the
bill contains serious defects. We
think they are apparent, looking at
it from either a ¢ Mormon® or “Gen-
tile” standpoint. And the most
gerious one is its anti-republican and

revolutionary provision for what our
correspondent describos as, “'# die-
the political ma-

ization of
chinary of the Territory.” True, it
ovides for an “‘immediate reorgan-

iple?
sation,but upon what procer | TRich the ipjustice and extreme| {h

Anvthing approaching a republican
thd?glgpﬁ not rather the very
RE!&I‘ W8 uuwu  poplons ‘sop. o that
tion, arbitrarily and despotically re-
moves irom office incumbents duly
elected and gualified, and puts in
thelr place appointed persons entire-
ly irresponsibie to the people whose
affairs they are to manipulate? And
those persons are to exercise more
than common monarchial power, in
the filling of all the election offices
in the Territory. The simple epse
~dizit of five irresponsible n8—
who in all probability will be en-
tirely ignorant of the situation, and
alt the same time hostile in spirit to
the masses of the ple here—is to
be more potent than the word of any
 President, Governor, Legislature,
Court or other recognized power in
the land! 1Is not this.sufficient
cause for remonstrance from all pa-
triotic and liberty-loving ecitizens
regardless of differences in creed?

The ‘‘difference in the number of
votes,” to which our correspondent
refers, is a small matter. If is not
that which we consider serious. It
is the exercise of unconstitutional
and tyramnical authority by a gov-
rernment based upon acknowledged
human rights, that we view as dan-
gerous fo the welfare of the nation
as well as oppressive and unjust to
the people of this Territory.

In answer to the questions would
it be right, or wise, or useful for
“‘Gentiles” to sign a remonstrauce

inst the passage of a bill wkich
abridges the civil rights of polyga-
mists, We answer ‘““yes” to the first
and second queries, and *‘test it and
try” to the third. As our correspons
dent has sdmitied, “‘the rightfule
ness or otherwise of any relation of
the sexes, has nothing to do with
the subject.” It is wrong to de-
prive an o ized Territory of
vested rights, and take from citizens
who have never been convicted by
Jaw of crime, the elective franchise,
on any such pretext as that advanc-
ed in support of the Edmunds bill,
and therefore it is “right” for any
one to protest against such mea.-
sures. The proposed remonstrance,
by the gentleman’s own showing,
would not relate to polygamy or mo-
nogamy, but to the right of local
self-government and the wrong of
destroying er dethroning it.

It is “wise” to do what is right.
It would be wise for ournon-‘*Mor-
mon” business men to remonstrate
against the wrong intended
against Utah,® | because it will
- without doubt reriously affect their
material interests in common with
all other citizens. Such a revolu-
tion in our affairs cannot be affected
without seriously damagin

the | tions,
buginess of this Territory, and wis-| of a manly protest from every Utah

m would suggest the propriety of
-:dl:ing what isg%oaaihlu witn a view
to preventing the injury sure Lo ac-
crue. If thereare here but twenty
“Gentiles” of influence that want to
see injustice done to the ¢‘Mormons,”
it would be wise for the others to
maniiest their impartiality. They
know that many of the statemeats
ot the score of malignants on which
much of this agitation and conse-
quent special legislation are founded,
are utterly untrue. They know
that the affairs of the Territory
have been administered honestly
and economically, that the ballot is-
free and secret, that ce and
good order prevall, and that there is
absolutely no need whatever for the
abrogation of our political rights in
this %‘errit-n:&ryr and the es.ablishment
of an oligarchy. We think, then,

it would be ““wise” on their part to

say so, lilke men, and not -express
sach views in private and refuse to
laim them when necessary in
publie.
As to ““whether such aremon-
strance would be uzeful,” it is im-

ossible tosay with certainty. The
Eﬂﬂt way to determine }hat is to try
itand see. If nothing is attempted
nothing will be done. When men
endeavor to do what is right they
have the chance of accomplishing
something, but cannot expect re-
sulls without effort, And in regard
to numbers, the few business men
of Utah know more about the facts

than ‘the millions who raise
the eclamor. It is not de-
sired that  “friendship for

the “Mormons” should be proven,
or manifested in the remonstrance,
It is friendship for the rights of citi-
zens, friendship for the principles of
representative governwnent, friend-
ship for ednstitutional freedom that
should be exhibited. The ‘‘quiet in-
fluence on the side of moderation
and justice” referred to, is all very
well g0 far as it goes. But how
muchh win st —~anmnligh if it utters

no voice and is only eX€rvieva 1,4
it is not nesded? That influence

uired to correct the errors on

' . Men with
measures are prﬁ;}ﬂl@mh ~-Ljonta

misrepresenta-
tions invoked the storm now gath-
ering over Utah, Let those whe
Enow the truth be not ashamaed Dor
afraid to declare it for the E)urpoﬂe
of averting the outburst, which will
be as disastrous to them as to those
against whom it has been specially
brewed.

Our correspondent ‘‘expects to
continue to protest against what he
deems unjust,” And yet he says
he would not sign & remonstrance
against gross injustice, usurpation,
oppression and flagrant wrong. We
hope he will chgnge his mind in
that particular, for every fair man’s
influence iz needed at this juncture,
and it should be used in a maoner
calculated to make an impression.
It is the principle involved in this
proposed Commission that should
be objected to - by every
I?lvar I:;l; republicanism rather than
the class o ns to com it.
That 1is a_mnr mnﬂidep::aun.
Yet it is one worthy of thought.
If some of Utah’s ablest and most
upright eitizens were appointed, it
would certainly be better than for
strangers not able or upright to lay
hold of the reins of power. But it is
by no means certain that in attempt-
ing to get Utah cltizens in that Com-
mission, the ablest and most upright
would i)e secured. Just as li!kely
some of the very men who have
been Elutting and lying and defam-
ing the people, would obtain posi-
tions thetein, as that fair and hon-
crable men would be selected. This,
it is evident, is one of the objects the
schemers have have had in vidw,
Our correspondent is entitled to
his opinion about the uselessness of
a remonstrance, and the utility of a
request for Utah citizens to com
the commisgion, but we consider
that it is every just man’s duty to
lift his voice and use his influence
?guinnt thl;med perpet::lt;gn of the izi:&
amy pro y B an organ
Territory of the United States, whe.
ther the likelikoods are for or against
the success of the protest.

These are our opinions, and we
freely express them, not with a view
to urge business men to any course
against their wishes or judgment,
but in answer to the arguments set
forth in the letter we publish,
The eflects of the Edmunds bill on
polygamy we regard as scarcely
worth consideration. But thie blow
it aims against the very ground-

as dangerous to the cause of
human rights, and calculated to be
turned at some time in other direc-
and therefore we are in favor

work of American institutions we | poly

citizen who desires the mainten-
ances of popular liverty, whether he
be a “Mormon” or a “(Gentile,” a
ginner or a saint.

A

WHY NOT?

e ——

Tue New York Heraldof February
18, has the following:

“SALT LAKE CITY,
February 17, 1882.

At a meeting of prominent Gen-
tiles of Utah last night, the follow-

ing preamble and resolutions were
adopted:

The Lezislature of Utah, now in
city wo~day, adopted a conour-

session int
rent resolution

things in Utab.
Rmﬁd,mmm fs merely a trick
gain time, and that if it wins, these very

men will claim it as a divine interposition in
tavor of polygamy and use it to excite the
masses of the M people against the

i

Bel and who ado
monl;m thuﬁ ordinary atutude
defiance will not apparently serve them in
mortal emergency; that there need be
fear of convulsion or disturbance if Gonﬁrm
now adopts effective measures to settle

affairs, but that if it does not, the sim
¢ mm

2z Utan atfaics

placed in jeopardy.

Who is. therein this city that
knows anything of the “meeting of
prominent Gentiles,” or the passage
of any such resolutions as the above?
We doubt very much that any meet-
ing at all of the kina was held. In
all probability one or two of the vil-
l ﬂj&uwhn have been sending forth

;9Clveda by telegiaph and other-
Wise for some time past, concocted

r
CoOwvaws s= - —

without endorsement from any body.

But sup g that a few anti-
“Mormons,” without public notice
of suy Kind, hgve combined to rép-
resent the situauion and influence
Congress,.is not that a good reason
why honorable “Gentlies” shguld
present the truth, utter their voices
in refutation of the slanders that are
working mischief to the material in-
terests of the Territory, and remon-
sirate against hasty Congressional
‘acilon founded on = misconception
and excitement? If scheming ad-
venturers can ‘“‘resoclve” in the in-
terest of wrong, why cannot honor-
able non-“Mormons” remonstrate
in the interest of right?

=

SHOULD THE MERCHANTS .
REMONSTRATE.

Editor Deseret News:

A recent issue of your paper cone
fained an anonymous—but editori-
ally mnﬁoned—euflfesﬂnn to pub-
lish the names of business men
who would and who would not sign
a remonstrance to Congress against
the e of the “Edmunds Bill.”
As cne whou has less to gain as well
as less {0 lose by an expression of
u]i:impn than nine-tenths of our
‘““husiness men,” will you kindly
accord me 8 for a few comments
on said “‘suggestion.”

I wish it distinetly -understood,
however, that the rightfulness or
otherwise of polygamy, monogamy
or any other form of marriage or re-
lation of the sexes has nothing to do
with the subject under considera-
tion, ?d will nu; be alluded to_here
€xcCept as may De necessary in a
leﬁalp int of view. The question is
whether it would be right, wise or
useful for any or sll the “business
men” of Utah to sign a remon-
strance against the passage of Ed-
mund’s Bill. To answer this it will
be necessary to consider very briefly
what said bill proposes to do, and
what its effects would be. .'
1f I understand it correctly it pro-
poses to disorganize the political
machinery of the Territory, to be
followed by an immediate reorgan-
ization. 1t provides for a commis-
sion to supervise elections and vir-
tually govern the Territory until a
new election is held, a .new set of
legislators and other officers are
chosen &y the people, and then, like
Othello, ‘““their occupation will be
gone.” It also provides that no
gamist or person living in un-
lawful relations with more than one
woman shall vote or hold office.
There are many grave ebjections
to and serious defects in this bill,one

E 8ol

lof which I have italicised, and it| I donot believe there are twenty

protesting against the P
gress of any Hludhtmmhm

may well be questioned what sort
of men will accept such a thankless
position for so short a period at so

galary of the commissioners, which

dishonesty and bribery. But, pass-
ing its defects, let us consider the

robable results to the people of
Bta.h, should it become a law and is
administered justly and impartially.
It will simply result in a change of
¢ivil officers throughout the Territo-
ry. It will substitute monogamists
in all civil offices held by the latter.
But al will be *Mormons” still,

miserable a pittance provided forthe | j

would almost seem a premium on |ty

| “Gentiles” throughout Utah—of ay

influence whatever—who desire,
see the ‘“Mormons” treated y
ustly and harshly or to obig
illegal possession of thelr prop
- On the other  hay
they desire to see the laws impar
ally administered, and to pro
the prosperity snd happiness of
its citizens, irmmgecﬂﬂ my
creed. And w they
to signa remonstrance against
Edmunds bill, I believe they
:.hln;ost tﬁlnlvermlly j:it‘tai}n ar

t the posed mm
should be nﬂgcted from the ab

rovisions of said bill, and I think
the “Mormons” have more reason
to ask for its e and impartial
administration just asit is than to
urge remonstrances which might
result in more harmful legislation.
[ have no means of knowing what
proportion of the ‘Mormons™ are

Jygamists, but presume—accord-
ing to your own frequentstatements
—it must be small, If 8o, their dis-
franchisement can make but little
difference in the number of votes
cast, and it is easy to see how and

of this bill—the *“Mormons” are
certain to retain political con-
trol of the  Territory. In-
deed, it is the most innocently
formidable document. that the ““Mor-
mon’s” could expect under existing
circumstances.

Now lJlet us briefly consider the
questions beiore stated.

First: Would it be right for either
¢‘husiness men” or others—who as

conscientiously believe polygamy to
be wrong (aside from ite legal aspect)
as you dothat it is right—to sign a
remonsi{rance against a law which
works injury only to polygamists
and abridges also the civil rights of
others who are living in illegal sex-
ual relations. Would it not be con-
sidered equal. to & request to
eontinue :

and fo re the polygamie rela-
tion as legalt 1 sak again, would it

and is it reasonable T3"Ré. 1o do this
it?

802, Let your own judgment answer,
The public sentiment of the coun
is intensely aroused on the “Mor-
mon” question—whether justly or
unjustly is immaterial to our ques-
fion—and Congress
obliged to do somelhing or we may
be assured it would not stir. I re-
peat that if the *“NMormons” have
cause for fear it is that the na.
tion will not be satisfled with the
“Edmunds bill,”” but will demand
more radical measures., The
of this bill would probably aaﬁs?y
the popular cry for a few years, un-
til it proves as futile as ether mea-
sures when you may
to stand another legislative dose.
Hence I should such remon-
strance as unwise, even from your
own standpoint—unless you think
Congress i1s like that historieally
ancient animal which is by all de-
nouneed, and yet by all (but our
Jewish brethren) devoured, and
which is proverbial for his heredi-
tary disposition to travel in any di-
rectlon but the one you wish.
Third. Would such a remon-
strance be useful? In the present
state of public sentiment I de not
believe a petition signed by every
business man ol Utah*would be of
any avail.,, The country demands
some legislation, and of what
avail would be the remonstrance of
a se¢ore or two selfish “business

lions? Besides, the signing of such
a document would not prove a man’s
friendship for the “Mormons.” It
would certainly prove that he
had a special friendship for their
money and their patronage, and
perhaps not half as deserving of
either as many who while making
no hypocritical parade are quietly
using their influence on the side of
moderation and justice.
For one I would not sign it. Yet
;hﬁtliz;fim one ﬁrilura l::i:nioua to see
us m par dness and
broad and mmigg’
characterize the treatment of the
“Mormon Question,” nor one who
according to his influence and means,
would do more to secure it. Con-
servative men are generally objects
of suspicion and dislike to bjbuth
parties because they cannot endorse
the views of either extreme. But I
expect to continue to protest and
use my feebleinfluence against what
I deem to be oppressive and unjust
on either side or from any quarter,
leaving my motives to a higher
tribuual than that of mortals at
least as erring as myself.

unless the latter <choose to
vote for a “Gentile,”” This re-|of both par
sult is inevitable under tne|gamic

why—under theiron-clad provisions |

polygamists in office

Second.— Would it be wise to do

feels itself

be better able |

men” against the clamor of mj]-4

slatesmanship| them, the people of Utah hsr

and most upright citizens of U
including two
liberal ‘;thlinrm?na,:;u
would discharge the obligations
their poeition both to the goven
ment and to the people, with
strictest fidelity. Buch a petiti
may beof some availl, the otk
would be worse than useless.
Respectiully,

w- H! Em“ul

- - s |
LEGISLATIVE MEMORIAL !
CONGRESS.

THE special jJoint commitiee of i
Legislature appointed to draft
memorial to Congress setting for
reasons why a commission of §
vestigation should be sent to Ul
before action is taken by Congm
on the affairs of this Territory ha
mepared the following which w
presented in the Housc by Mr. Pe
rose and unanimously adopted, a
sent to the Council where it w
also adopted:

MEMORIAL,

To the Homorable the Senate m
House of Representatives of &
United States of America in (o
gress assembled:

We, your memorialists, the Leg
lative Assembly of the Territory
Utah, respectfully represent that!
consequence of baseless rumors &
wpnstrous exaggerations the pey
adfnjﬁ" t have been pl.

ened with :E;p;ﬁaﬁﬁﬁ ?}'T.

try [ right of local self-government, Pg

sons whoee .sim_ is to gain' conlr
of this now wealthy and prosper
Territory and manipulate its fing
ces, have succeeded in arousingtl
ire of the clergy, and through the
the anger of many people again
| the large majority of the citizem
Utah, and thus a pressure has be
brought to bear upon your Hom
able Body which shows its efle
in proposed measures conlaink
provisions utferly at varia
with the fundamental prin
ples of republican governme
and which, while ostensibly aim
at the marriage relations of but
small portion of the people will
carried into effect, deprive the wix
Territory of the vested rights sea
ed to it by the ic Act, and
Constitution of the United States,
For many years the people |
Utah have patiently endured
misrepresentations and slandem
unscrupulous parsons who have |
cated at diflerent times in the Ten
tory, and who from various unw
thy motives, have f ther
selves into political and religin
cliques, avowedly to represent ft
liberal and e element !
the Territory, but really, as the bl
tory of their transactions plain
shows, to vex and annoy the maju
ty of the people, and deprive ther
it possible, of their civil, religie
and political rights.
The executive and judicial powe
of the Territory being vested in t
hands of government appointe
and the legislative trammelk
by the absolute veto pow
of the. [Govermor, it is m
difficult to realize how comparatiw
| werless the people have bes
when attempting to foster the B
terests of the Territory.
While bearing all the burdens ir

posed under influences created If
officials wholly irresponsible ¢

1

!

waited, hoped and prayed for betle

things, under & government &

like the colonial bondage to whid
their fathers were subjected, an
more in harmony with true reput
lican institutions. When accusd
of exercising undue influences ove
the female portion of the popult
tion, and the idea was advance
that if women in Utah were grante
the right to vote, a remedy woulds
once be found, the Territorial

lature promptly anticipated the jr
posed action of Congress, and pass«
an act conferring 1;;;0:1 women it

Utah, over 21 years of age, and wif




