7Thie fund was contributed by Mor.
mons and handled by Mormons with
certain purposes and objects for the
upe and benefit of Mormans. The
Bupreme Court of the United Bates
has declared these objects and purpoases
to be wholly or in parl onjectionable;
but has nowhere declared, nor, in-
deed, can it reasonably be eaid that
objects and purposes cannot be found
in which & fund devoted exciusively
by Mormons MmAy be employed by
Mormons for the use and benefit of
Mormons ©pon trusts and oharities
free trom lsgal objection

not only
but in every reapect commendable.
It would seem, In view of the

jaen and iuthe light of the history
E:inb)el times that there is no object or
purposs elther moreappropriate or more
usefil and more free from legal and
other objec{ions.towbich this fund can
be a plied that in teaching the youth
of thu Latter-day Baluts tho principles
of constitutional and other law.

This suggestion is submitted to your
bonorin the confident belief that the
Jiuposition nsked furnishes .2 purpose
Jawful in character nearly correspond-
ipg to the purposes for which the fund
waporlginally dedicated and acquired,
and which will not only be applauded
hy the entire bady of the Latler
day Saints but will be favored
by the Amerloan peaple, who,
while approviog, it may be, the
dj version of the fund from its original
objects and purposes, will view with
disfaver any disposition which, by di-
verting It even in part, tothose who
have not contributed a doilar towards
it, will prevent the donors from using
it’iu a lawful a;:ld meritorlous manner

} hemselvea.
R oos ¢ WILLARD YQUNG,
By RICUARD W. YouUNd,
Attorney for petitioner.

itory of Utah
Teé;ung‘y of Salt Lake. }“‘

illard Young, belng duly sworn,
ga}i:”? am presldent of Young Unl-
versity mentioned iu the forezoing pe-
tition; that [ have rend the said pe-
tition nnd Enow the contents thereof
and that the etatements of facts made
therein are true of my own know ledge.
WILLARD YOUNG.
Subacribed and sworn to before me
this 30th day of- October, 1891,
¥{IOHARD W, Youxg,
[seaL]

Notary Public.
THE DEATH OF POLYGAMY IN UTAH.

TrE Forum for November coutaina
the following article from the n of
Chief Justlce Znoe. We reproduce It
almost entire:

t¢Yepars after Joseph Bmith founded
the Mormon Church, he declared that
the Almighty had revealed tohim that
polygamy was right, and he adopted It
ad g doctrine. He and rome of his
followers commenced the practice. Hut
in obediencu to public opinion, based
upon the mora! sense of the American
people, and according to their own
resson and conacience, [ presume, our
national law-makers in 1862 enacted a
law defining plural marriage as a
crime, aud fixing the punishment. In
1882 they made nnother law, more
stringentand comprehensive, defi:ing
and punishing unlawful cobabitation
also as s orime. Awod in 1887 still ap-
other law wae passed desigoed to be

————
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yot more stringent and effectual. The
courts of the Territory of Utah begau
the enforcement of the two acts first
mentioned in Bepteinber, 1584, and of
the last law as soon ae it took eflect.
After more than thirteen hundred men
had been sent to prison for their viola-
tion, Wilford Woodruf, the President
of the Mormon Church, made and
published an official deciaration
termed the ‘manifesto’ in which is
found the fullowing language:

[Here are inrerted extracts from the
Degluration made by President Wood-
ruft, the resolution of adoption bly the
General Cunterence, October 6, 1890,
and remarks made hy Presidemts Wil-
ford Woodruff’ and George Q. Cannon
on the inspiration of the manifesto.]

1 have made thesequotations toshow
that the President of the Church ad-
vised its members to obey the law pro-

 bBlbiting polygamy and unlawful co-

hahitation, that the advice was given
alter prayer before tbe Lord, as he and
his first Counselor enid, and that they
also said the manifesto was written and
tbe advice given when the Bpirit of
the Lord was upon its author, that the
Church declared he was the pnly person
naving the authority to give the
advice, and that it was binding
upon all its members; tbat afier
prayer it was upgroved by the
first counselor and other high officers
before it was submitted tu the con-
ference; and that he declared he knew
it was right. All this must be taken
as equivalent to the declaration that
the manifeato waa the expreseion of the
Almighty by means of the Bpirit, and
that it ehould be regarded by Mormons
as the will of God sv manifested to
Woodruff, and declared by him to all
the members of the Church of Jesua
Christ of Latter-day 8aints. In effect
the manifesto is declared to be a revela-
tion by means of supernatural power.
It and the expressiona of the president
and his first counselor, and the resolu.
tlon amnd the clrcumatances atlending
them, are more significant and solemn
to the mind of the Mormon than to
some of us who have but Jittle or oo
faith in the ioterposition of Infinite
Wiadom and Power im supernalural
ways, or to a great many oth wbo
do velieve in aupernaturnl manlfesta-
tions of Power and Wisdom, but do
oot belleve that the Lord communi-
cates his wlll especlally to the Moz-
mon.

The Latter-day Saints, like the mem-
bers of other churches, are usually
sincere. During & period of nearly six
yeara before the action of the Church
asbove shown, It became my duty te
sentence meveral hundred Mormouns
who had heen convicted from time to
time of polygamy or unlaw ful cohahit-
atlon. Io the Leginning it appenred
Frobable that a large number of men,
aw.abiding aside from their polyga-
mous practices, would be imprisoned
under the law. Believing that the
oblect of the law was the protection of
society from theevileffect of the crimes
defined in it, I determined to take into
consideration, before eentence, any
premise that I might believe made in
good faith hy tbe defendant to obey the
Iaw. I came to this determination in
the hope that the example of the man
in making the promise beforethe pubile,
and his subsequent cbedience, would be
a8 effectual for the purpose aimed 8t by
the law as severe punishment, To that
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end, I always asked the peraon to be
sentenced to make the promise. Dur-
ing the two or three firat years, I sus-
pended sentence on sucbas made the
promise, and liberated tbem. But, if
the promise wss not made, the de-
fepdant in unlawful cohabitation casea
was sentenced to confinement in the
penitentiary for six montbs, and to pay
# fine of three hundred doliars—the
maximum punishment in that class of
cases. Qreater punishment was im-
posed in polygamy caser. A few at
firet agreed to obey the law, and were
litverated; but afterwards nearly all re-
fused, saying generally that the doo-
trines of their Church sanctioned the
practice, and that they considered
those doctrinesbinding. Aitersentence,
the prisoners would pass out of the
court-room, in the custody ol the offi-
cer, to the penitentiiry, foliowed some-
times by a distressed wife nnd chtl-
dren. Bume wore the alr of martyrs,
while others appeared very meek.
The immedlate effects of the law often
appeared very sad, to justify it, it was
necessary to look away, and ahead to a
social aystem with a family consisting
of ome husband and one wife and
their children, and the affections that
arfse from such relationa.

But the next morning ftear the
manifesto was issued, it became my
duty to sentence several men who had
been convicted of vielating this same
law. They were asked, as usual, If
they would obey it, and they all an-
swered unhesitatingly that they would,
Among these men was a bishop who had
been sentenced before for a viclation
of the same Iaw, and who had refused
then to make any promise. I asked
bim if be had changed hls mind as to
whether polygamy was right, and he
sald that he had, I then apked him
when and by what the change was in-
duced. He answered, that hechanged
bis mind when the Churchchanged its
doctrine, and that te had changed be-
cause he believed that it would not be
right, after the manifesto, to enter into
polygamy, or to practice unlawful
cohabitation. 8Bjuce then I have
examined many more—probably more
thano a hondred—who came before me
for sentence, or who were applicanta
for admission to cltizenship, and they
have universally said that they would
obey the law, and when asked, would
#ay that they would regard it as wrong
o violate the doctrlnes of thelr
Church. Some haveraid that they re-
garded polygamy as legally wrong
after the courts had declared the law
against it conatitutional and valld, but
tuatthey did not believe it religiously
or morally wrong until the appearance
of the manifesto. By that action I am
convinced that the Mormon Church
abandoned potygamy, and that it wiil
never adopt it agatn in the United
Slates.

Tbere was in this Territory a politl-
cal orgnnization, . composed of Mor.
mons s0d those who sympathized with
them,nown as the® People’s*'purty.It,
of course, always nominated and voted
for men of ita own party. It was also
termed the ““Church?’* party, Tooppose
this was an organization made up of
non-Mormons, and it was knowu as
the “Liberal?” party [t was opposed
to the church apd the party represent.
ing it. The Mormons were asked,
“Why not disband your parly and
Join the Republican or the Democratic




