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A FEW PACTS.

Ix our local columns to-day appears
n statement of interesting facta in
relation to the development of Utsh
during the last twenty years, 20 fur
a3 the growth of populstion and po-
litleal  geographic changes are
concerned. It ia taken from the
s¢Compendiom of the Tenth Ceneus
of 1980, and is consequently as near
correct a8 statistica of that character

generally sre. ;i g
Nearly evety snti-f* Mormon
speaker who treats upon his favorite
and thread-bare theme, strikes an
rttitude and assumes a ook of Btale
consternation when he reaches that
point of his harangue which treats
upon the fact of the Latter-day
Baints baving  colimbed over
the horders of Utah into
nelghboring Btates and Territories,
and are there a growing power. This
manufactured fright at the presence
of the objects of g0 much ill-fecling
and green-eyed centiment in the
country eurrounding Utah hps an
exceedingly ludicrous aspect when
the eventaof a few yeals Bgo are

conaidered.

Whno placed the “Mormone” In
the country contigoous to Utah to
begin with? Wnen, with their
charaoteristio industry and enter-
prise they settled the surrounding
distriot over the border it formed
an Integral part of Utah. There
appeared to be such an sffec-
tion In Nevada, Wyoming
and Idaho for the “Mor-
mons” and the Ilanda they in-
hablted, that oconeiderabls slices
of Utah, Inclading their settlers
were taken into the Btate wnd Ter-
ritories named, and none can  deny
without falsification, that they have
been among the most active snd
effcient developers of the common-
wealths which took them in, and =e
such are deserving of esteem, con-
pideration and some gratitnde.

The wholesale division of Utah
into a0 many parcels and handing &
proportionate plece to each of the
Btates or Territories on her border,
has been frequently advocated as s
proper method of solving what s
generally termed the ‘‘Mormon

question,”although we contend there
iz no smeh guestion In existence,
only so far as it is manufactured by
the enemies of the Territory. The
effects of the partial dismemberment
of Utah has exploded this theory.
1f the discontented distorters of the
situation are not eatisfled with that
modus operand: in part, its applica-
tion as a whole wonld give them
s111] more severe attacka of the anti-
¢ Mormon® gripes, a complaint that
is |becoming most monoionously
common,

It
wWAY THEY DO NOT.

THE New York Herald propounds
a reasonable gquestion to what it: is
plenced to term the orthodox
Churches, Itasks why their hordes
of miseionaries do net follow the
¢sMormon” preachers in thelr mean-
deringn wnd oppose their operations.
We are prepared to tell the
reason why. The task is more
ardoous than the Herald contem.
plates, When A sectarian emiseary
undertakes the task of.dogglng the
footateps of a ¢Mormon* missionary
he contracts to get mp tolerably
early in the morning and to get
abont in a manner much more ac.
tive than &ccords with his usmal
custom. Bt it'wonld doubtless do
him good if he . could hald out suf-
ficiently Jong fo gRIn some experi-
enoe by the epergetioc example of
the cbject of his animosity and pur-
puit.
uAnd when it shoukl eome to com-
aring Dotes on the basis of the
Aible, what a disadvantage the poor
man would labpr mnder. The best
Jmen AMONE }he sectari-

an religionists have not
the ghost of a chance in s theologi-
orl polemic encounter with a well.
informed “Mormon”’ Elder. This
hags been demonsirated times with-
out nuamber, and has made the
clergymen exceedingly shy of that
kind of discuseion. A few yeats
ago in Blrkenhead, England, a
Chureh of England missionsry
named Mr. Cowley, chellenged a
man to detate who had only been
in the Chuxrch of Jesus Christ of
Latter.day Baints a few weeks, The
discaesion took plece fn the pre.
sence of a large andience, The ¢hal-
lenger wae se badiy beatsn that his
own friends were disgueted, and he
shortly afterwards was dismissed
from his gt. The Elder who
repreeented the f*Mormon® side is
now & resident of this city. Thials
only one among inumerable instan-
oes of the eame class, and the glergy-
men exclalm is ¢ispair, “argument
is of nouse in Hebting ““Mormon-
ism,’ for the reason that they have
comparatively none to offer. In ite
abeence there is n genera! resort to
vituperation and abuse,

We would not object to the ortho-
dox Churches sending out their
bordes of missionsries to circumvent
the efforts of the “Mormon® Klders.
They wonld meke excellent adver-
tizers, anid in that capacity might
make themselves tolerably wuseful.
In that role they would excel the
crdinary man who gets **a shilling
a day and board” for walking
eround eandwiched between a
eouple of posters, They would help
to get congregations for the breth-
ren and, markedly increase, their
opportunities for delivering their
message. But we =zre afraid the
sugeestion of ony mammoth and en-
terprising New ¥ork contem porary
will not be carried out.

“RELIGIOUS POLYGAMY.”

UNDER the above heading the New
York Independent, . leading religi-
ous weekly, attempts to prove that
“Mormon” plural marrisge may be
rightly and constitationally sup-
preszed by law. Of course the Jn-
dependent ealls to its support the
declsion of the Bupreme Court of
the Unlted States In the Reynolds
case, from which it quotes largely,
snd deduces the following:

The fact that one religiously be-
Heves in snch marriage is no oflense
agalnat the law, If he stops with hkis
belief. But if hs proceeds to put
hia bellef into practice, ;then he
comen in contact with the law, and
the law comes in contact with him
ae an offender. If he says that he
is right on this subjeot and that tke
law iy wrong, and hence that the
law should give place to Afs opinion
a3 to what is right or wrong, then he
makes an assumption of himself
which, if admitted, would be the
destraction of civil government. If
he ¢laims that the practice resulis
trom his religlon, and s necessary to
carry ouat the principles of that reli-
glon, then he assigns a reason for
the fracuce of which the law,in
dealipg with him, can never take
any notice.”

This is merely puttlng in other
wordé the absurd opinion framed for
the Bopreme Court by Attorney
General Devens, that the protection
afforded to religion by the Consti-
tution only extends to belief and
does not inchuds the practice of reli-
gion. And this Is to eay in sffect
that the gnaranty of religicus free-
dom given in the First Ameund-
ment to the {lonstlfuotion mesns
nothing at all. For the Mberty of
mere belief cannotf bs destroyed. It
requires no law to protect it. The
mind cannot be controlled by Par-
llaments or Congreeses. People will
believe what commends itself to

tion ¢can prevent them,

Religlon cohaista of [mometh
more than bellef., It is nothing
without practice. ‘fAn jesfablish-
ment of religion’ ia the effest of ac.
tion. Unless something s done
thore wiil be po such thing &5 an
establishment of religion. And it is
this very thing that Congress is pro-
hiblited from iaterfering with by
the Constitution. Further, that body
is by the same article forbidden to
interfere with the *free exerclse’” of
religion. Does not this include the
Brsctica of religivn ne well as the be-
ef in it?

What wonld the Independent’s
belief in baptism and the Lord’s sup-
per. amount to If ita editors and
readers where prevented by law from
being baptised or partaklng of the

their understanding, and no legisia. | bod

sacramenti? What protection would
be offered the Jews in their religloua
rite of circamecision if they were
only allowed to helieve n but not
to practise it? Congrees has Just as
much right under the Constitation
to pass & Jaw prohlbiting the Jewish
practice of circameision a8 the*Mor-
mon” practice of marriage. And
when 1f starte in on this line of de-
parture it may pass laws forbidding
baptism or sny other religious rite,
be1ause, In the lnnguage of Devens
adopted by the Supreme Coart and
endorsed by the Independent:

“Laws arte made for the govern-
ment ; of acifons; and while they
cannpt interfere with mere rellgious
belief and opinfons they may with
practices,””

Under such a ruling where ias the
limit to governmentel interference
with any *‘establishment of religi-
on” or f'the free exercise thereo!?”
It makes the guaranty of the Con-
stitution a complete nullity. It
leaves no religious liberty but that
which all people have of necessity,
namely—the freedom to believe
what eeeme right to them. It is
the liber$y of religions actlon which
needs to be prererved and proteot ed
and it was for thia that the smend-
ment to the Constitution was passed,
or its framing and adoption were a
farce.

But the gquestion will be asked,
bes not the law-making depsartment
the right to leglelate sgalnet crimes
committed in the name orunder the
pretext or plea of religion? We an~
swer unhesitatingly it has, but
the mlatakeisin claseing the marri-
age system of the Latter-day Balnts
with eseential crimes, For in-
stance, the Bopreme Court of the
United Btates, in the declsion re-
ferred to, said;

“Suppose bne believed- that hu-
man sacrifices were & necesdary part
of religions worebip; woaold it be
ceriously coniended that the civil
government under which we lived
could not interfere to prevent the
sacrifice? Or if a wite religionsly
velieved it was her duty to burn
hersell mpon tle funeral pile of her
dead husband, wouald 1 ve beyond
the Zpower of the civil governmeng
to preven! her from carrying her
belief into practice? So here, az a
law for the organization of society
aoder the exclusive dominion of the
United Biates, it is provided that
mral marriege shall not be al-
owed.”

This i the kind of logic by which
the conclusion of that zogust tri-
bunal was reached: JLaws may be
pasied to protect the dastruction ot
life, therefore they may be enacted
againat the increase of life! The
righta of life, liberty and the pursuit
of happiness are inherent, Datur-

al, Inahenable. Any interfer-
ence with those rights or
either of them ghould be mads

punishable by law even If attempted
under the name of religion. Laws
in a republic are made for the pro-
tection of the citizens in the jree ex-
ereige of their natural rights, not to
oppress them nor prevent their legit.
imate pursuit of happiness when it
does not infringe upon the rights of
others, If ¢‘Mormon” marriage con-
tained any element of force or de-
prival of liberty or property, any
disruption of soclety or breach of
public order, it might come within
the Jorisdiction of secular law; but
under the American aystem of gove=
ernment it cannot be rightly inter-
fered with by Congress, and the
Bnpreme Court of the United Btates
has failed ,to show wherin it has
any anslogy with the crimes cited
as reasons for its sappression. And
however decicive the ruling of that
Court may be in law, its|conclusions
are not In accordance with comnd
reason, but fll the mind with won-
Ger at their Yack of logic and of that
clearness of judgment that might
be expected of eo high a judiclal

¥
The Independent says 1t has ¥np
idea of proscribing sny masn for his

Iog | religious deligf.,” How very mag-

nanimout! We may have jusi as
much dead faith ss we please, but
no sach faith as is shown by works,
if thore works do not suit the Inde-
pendent, We may think what we
choose so long as we do nothing
more than think, This I8 very
liberal indeed, and we ought to feel
under great obligations to the New
York religions organ. Thank you
for nothing, Mr. Independent. But
how does that paper reconcile this
avowal with its endorsement of the
Iatest proposition againet the peo-
ple of Utah? The present cry for
the legislative commission, involy-
ing the disfranchirement of the

monogamio “Mormons,” is neither
more nor less than & crusade against

religious belief, and the Indepen-
dent has declared that it baz een
all along its opinion that this is the
only fegaible plan of destroyiog
“sMormonism.”

The truth is, the JIndependent,
Hke all the other truly pilous
sectarian journals and preachers,
cannct cope with the truths
of [ Mormoniars® by falr and ecrip-
tural mesne, and therefore desires
the political destroction of its ad-
herents as a method of putting down
their creed,. We ore sorry that the
Independent wand 1ta cobfreres
shoutd be 8o ervelly disappointed,
but we assure them that, as irue ns
there is & God in Isrsel, “Mormon-
ism” will be alive and & power in
the earth long after those who have
fought ngalnst it have gene to theilr
graves and thelir accouunts,

COYNER AGAIN A¥TER COIN.

A CIROULAR signed by R. @. DMe-
Neice and J. M, Coyner is being dis-

tributed throughout the ccuntry,
addressed to the Buperintendents of
Sabbath Bchools, Woman’s Mission-
ary Societies, efc,, containing an ap-
peal in behaif of the Balt Lake Col-
leginte Institute, that is, J, M. Coy-
per. Of course the call ia for money,

position has ocecaeioned some pur-
pries In view of the flood of damag-
ing tacts that has been gradually
overwhelming him, But we con-

sldered it nothing bot fair that the
gentleman should have a chance to
explain the methods by whieh he
reached his unenviable porition. We
hoped the explanation would come
and that it wonld be shown that the
finaneial situatioin in;wheh he finds
himself was the result of circums
:mlnce over which he had no con-
rol.

We have waited in vain. The on
Jy shadow of an explanation thak
we kuow of g that he paid enormous
interest on the eums borrowed fromy
his scores of dupes. Thia excuse ia
worse than none. [t is grimly ab-
eurd, especizlly to those who claim
he has defrauded them. It is Im-
possible that thia could have been
the cause of hie failure aud compar
atively enormous defleit. And if it
wag, it was ln the nature of some~
thing he could have controlled, by
refraining from it.

We have no epithets nor denun-
cistion to hurl at the head of the
Rev. Mr. Pierce, his actiohs stamp
apon his infinftessimal sonl all the

condemnation that 8  needfol,
When a mah makes Bscores of
financial victime, who donbtiess

In any address fo the sountry from
the persons whose names are given
above you may be sure that,like the
wails of Poverty Pierce,the whining
of T. B, Hilton, and the terrible
tales of the pistslic evangelists Ly-
ford and MceMillan, the nub of the
thing ta a regoeet for cash. Alao
that the chief point used to punch
up the benevolent and prick the
putses of the pious, i8 the need ot
something radical and immediate
againat the “Mormons.”

The profesalonal beggars who are
now foraging for eastern dollars, an-
nouncad that Ulah iz destined io
be a very lmportent factor in the
problems of our country’s history.”
&o far that 1s true, But they go on
to say that, *“There is an ir-
reconcilable confllet between the
»Mormon” hierarchy and Chris-
tian republicanism.” And that
is untrue, with other ihings
that are asserted about ¢ Mormon
ism” whichh they bitterly bat not
originally denominate *a motal can-
cer.” They sap farther;

“ The remedies now used for iis
removal are moral, bt if theze are
not effective the conflict will become
material, for Mormenism and Chris-
tian repablics ecannot remsin iong
together—one or the other munat go
to the wall.”

The meaning of this is plain: Pres-
byterianism and other modern sec-
tarian isms cannot copa with *Mor-
monism’’ by moral meang, therefore
material forces will have to be used.
Yet with great inconsietency money
is asked for,to continue a movement
which is tacitly acknowledged to be
a failure. But consistency nesd not
be looked for in that quarter. It is
monzsy that 8 the chief object and,
to gain that, consistency need not be
carefully studied, so long as the
pablic mind can ke clonded with
visfons of the possible trinmph of
the great * Christian® bugaboo
— Mormonism,”

The sum ssked is only eight thou-
gand dollars—a mere trifle consider-
ing the work to be done — and
this is ezpected to be wheadled
out of the Sunday School child-
ren, Woman’s Missionary Societies
and the soft-hearted public |genersa]-
ly. This ia the kind of work in
which the delectable Pierce delight-
ed moet, and in which he was &
great success, gathering im the
children’ dimes and adults’ doilars,
with a amile that was as oily as the
bland and pious smirk with which
he has been borfowing money by
wholessle, since he went out of the
begging business, He was alwaye a
fraud andnow his exposure hss come
hes not changed but is ,only under-
atood, The time of the other frands,
who are obtaining money from
young and old on the false pretences
put forth in the cercular to which
we have alloded, will surely come
and their true character will be
known. let those who jare foolish
enough to believe the falsehoods of
these prepetual subscription-shovers
give away their means if they please,
we warn the wige that these anti-
“Mormon” sppeals mean simply
coin for the Coyner.

—— il

THE PIERCE BANKRUPTCY.

WE have been slow to con demn the
Rev, G. M. Pierce, 2nd have coun-
seled his frienda to extend a obarit-

became his dupes because of thelr
belief in his piety, it is bad enough,
but when the sufferers inciunde
women snd children, tome of them
even =aid to be widows and orphans,
to what greater depths of villalny
can a human being descend. Here
is » pretentiona ahepherd of a religi-
ous foek against whom the cry of
the helpless aszcends to heaven.
Epithetic denunciation directed at
such a miserable object ia effort ex-
pended to no purpore. The point of
the aim ia too detestable to be worth
the endeavor. The sctions of euch
insignificant souls stand as an eter-
nal anathema aupon them in deep-
set letters, that can only be dimmed
by the most contrite repentance, to
which we now call this pretended
repregeniative of the Bavior of the
world.

We would dispise ourselves were
we to descend to the level of the
ciasa of which Mr. Plerce is a lead-
ing representative, when they speak
of “Mormonlzm’ and the ‘'Mor«
mons,” His contemptible and de-

basing conduct has nothing fo do
with Methodism—the religion of

which he was estecmned asa leading :

light in  this locality. Aftenuated
as we esteem that system to be, we
would feel ashamed of ourselves to
pretend to lay his conduct afts
door, No matter how deficient ‘n

is, Mr, Pierce’s course is repugnant
to Its precepts. His business conrse
was a living libel upon a religion
that does, with sll its fanlts, incul-
cate the theory of honesty. And
we presums that Methodism has no
farther use for a man placing bim-
?lr in the position that Mr. Plerce
a8,

The sobject of this article has
been gullty of palming off the most
Infamous elanders and falsehoods
upon the f*Mormone.”” He has mades
a business of it. His object was
similar to that which inspired him
to scoop in money from everyhody
that would lend him from 25 cents
up to thousands of dollars. He was
after **the (God he adored”—mame.
mon., We have taken occasion to
polnt this out. cceasionaly, We

same piece of cloth. They are hnn-
gry for pelf, and exhibit it in all
their ountcries against the ¢*Mor-
mons.” They make it the objective
point of every anti-#Morme”  gis.
course,

On one occasion Dr. Fisher, whom
we have always belleved to Le ome
of the oiliest hyporites that ever wore
the garb of bigoted sectarianfsm,onon
protested to ms becanse we pointed
out his double-faced course.. He also
alluded to onr having mentioned
Mr. Pierce after the same fashlon,
Heextolled the latter as a model
Chrietian, while we bave always
held that he was simply a model
Priestly E:Feciman of an anti<¢Mor-
mon.” Time has proved how much
Dr. Fisher’s eatimate accorded with
the true status of his sample sects:l-
an.

It jscorrently reported by those
who claim 0 know, that the Rev,
Mr. Pierce is merely the head-
centre of this financial scandal,
while others are badly tainted with
the offensive odor it emits. It s =
notable  fact, too, thst esch
Individual against whom the dam-
ageing charges sre preferred,sre con-
spicuous for their rabid and senseless
oppositien to everything and every-

ble sentiment _toward him, Out

body bon.rln%the Impress of *Mor-
monism.”? But this is nothing new,

the power of Glodliness that religion °

Y

bave named othera who are of the :



