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THIZ PREVAILING QUESTION.

Tux letier of George Ticknor Curtls
te the New York Evening Post, which
we copy in full to-day, squarely meets
the most prominent objections te the
admisslon of Utah us*a State In the
Union which have been made by jour-
nals of reputation and iuilunence in the
country. Onecof those objections is
that the promoters of tho Statehood
movement ure not sincere, and another
is that unless the “Mormon’ Church
takes ecclesiaatical actlon fa tite mat-
ter und renounces an obnoxious tenet,
Utah caonot be admitted us o State,
These peints Mr. Curtis neets frankly

and fully and turps them aside with
arsuments thas sre irrefutable,

All the presumptions are lecully and
substantislly agninst the coujecture
that thetruwers of the Utiah Coustitn-
tfon are put sincere. The Coneress of
the United States, which is the body
to recelve or reject that instrument,
cannot set up the grovndless ¥sgump-

ranted by auy fects, It is not conslst-
ent with the tueory of jaw in reler-
coce Lo presulnpitions but s ib
colnplete apposition to it.

T'hese people wre those who huve not
violuted any luw of Cobgress in refer-
suce Lo bigumy snd palygrwy. They
ba e, moreéover, laken the outh pre-
scribud by Uongress conceraiby their
futnre conduct. They are the majority
of the votiog citizens, They bave
tormulated provisions in the Consti-
tutiou which fuliy meet the demasuds
thut bave been mude by the press aud
by the statesmen who have ratiopally
d{scussed theqguestion, uud bave sur-
rounded those provisiops with gafe-
wuards that precinde all the objectious
which could be urged as to their per-
mnence and er‘})utuity. W hat more
could they do? Will the New York Post
or some of those eustern editura who
take similar grouod to that of the Post
anawer that simple question?

It must be ndmitted that the people
who have taken this work im hund
have dope all thut wuny reasunehle per-
son could ask. But the Post and otber
papers say ‘*the Mormon Church muost
repounce polyzamy.” What bus that
to ao with the action ot the legul vot-
ers of Utab Terrliory? Tne Constitc-
tionat Convention hud Do power over
the Chuich. The Congress of the
United States has noright or power to
dictate terins to the Church. This

is not a OChurch question. And
those edltors wbo attempt Lo
make 1t such, slmply try

to dodge the direct issupe. They can-
not 45k more ot the cltizens who have
freroed the Constitution, and 8e they
turn to another apd different question
apd assatl the **Mormos® Church
which is wot io the present contro-
versy.

Here are the majority ef the reg-
{stered voters of Utah, a8 citizeus of
the United States, asking for thelr pa-
litical rights and privileges and mak-
ing such arrungements as fully meut
the poblle demand that has been
made as a  8peclil condition
10 Statelood. That 1s the situation,

No one has the right to ask what

Church they belong to, and there is no
repson ju sprmising what any Chuarch
wiil or will not doin reference 10 the

atter, Copgress can only in reasan,
oun precedent, in fairness and con-
slstency determine whetber the Con-
stitution which has been framed I3 re-
publican in form and meets the af)uciul
political requirement that special con-
ditions have seemed to demand. It
canpot impose ' conditlons upon u
Churcl, nor raise objections ag to the
bellef or disbelief vt citizens usking
atmply for nolitical rights apd privi-
leges under the national Constitution

'%‘he Popst, attempting to reply to Mr.
Curtis, thusevades the qnestion:

“His Instance of a Territory full ot
Romsan Catholice who skhould not be
admitted to the Uniou unless their
church should first by some formal act
condemn the practice of privately con-
fessing sins to a priest, i3 strangely
out of line. Itatber should bhe sugpusv
a Territory full of Remun Catbolics
who adfirmed that they had ua Divine
law commandiug them to kill bervtics,
and who, in consctfucnce of beliat in
that Jaw, did freely murder I'rotest-
ants.” :

The argument of Mr. Curtis put
in the strong words and striking mun-
ner pecullar to his lezal nied
und cultared style, wus lu substunce
this:  Auriculat confession is de-
pounced by Protestucts us Immoral
and perpicious, If a Territory com-
posed chietly of Catholics wus dented
admission into ‘the Union antil con-
fessing To priests was abolished, there
would be ‘‘thunder in the politieal
sky.”' The Post Bees the pertinence of
the compurison und hastens to hide it
by substituting somethinl that bas ug

arallel with the main question.
R‘he argument of Mr. Curtis is not
-out of line.” Morpion polyvawy is
oblecled Lo 48 immoral, so is Cutbelic
s‘eonfession.”  Whether viewed as
doctrines or practices My, Curtis’
comparison of the two for the pur-
poses of the argument is com-

lete. IBnt there i3 no slm-
larity between polygamy and wurder.
(One produces and promotes life, the
other destroys it. One¢ invades no
natural or acquired rights, the other,
croghes ont both. Qne is not forbjd-
den by naturs! or divine luw, the other
is condemued by both. Qope is malum
prohibicsn in certain sections of human
sociaty, the other is melum in se uni-
versal and everlasting, It isthe rea-
soning of the Postihat is altogether
‘'out of line.”

The argument of the Post is disin-
zenjousness, too, 1o assuming & condi-
tion of affulrs that does not exisu. It
l¢nores the fact tbatthe voters of Utah
who ure agituting the Bustehood ques-
tien are luw-abiding citizens in every
gense of the word, and ressons on
the false basls that they are
palygamists who are to be judges of
tbelr own offences and exzculors of
the law agalinst themselves. This dis-
tortlon of the fucts i3 in itself sirong
witness of the weskness of the couse
which the Post Is valnly attempting
to hold up. .

Finally the Post meets the provision
that'the anti-polygawny section of the
Constitetion wshall not Le arnended
witnout the consent of Congress, with
the tremwendous objection, ‘-we do not
belleve umy snch bargain will stund.””
Proigious! What the Postinuy be-

leive or assume on that poiot
has mnothing to do with the
rightsa of the people, mnor the

duty of Cougress. The people may
place restrictions ¢n themselves, in

Lhat questiou.

And therg is no ‘'burgain’ in the
traossaction. The Post 8 begging the
question again, It takes at jeast two
purtles to make 8 “'barzain.?’ This I8
a simple provision made by the people
themselvey, and there is vo eqnivalent
offered or required by wayot 4 bur-
ruig. The Post elegantly cualls It a
“*fetch;’ wu do not think the argu-
ment, If such it may bhe called, will
tearry.?  Mr. Curtis has given the
Pyst inora tosu it exu bhold up under
and mueh more than it can cover wlth
its gophistical shadow.

‘
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CONVENTION DOINGS AND
SMORMON" PRUSELYTING.

Wi notice thata number of papers, in
discussiny the question of Utab's ad-
mission into the Unfonm as a State,
compure the action of the Constitn-
tional Convention oo the subjuet of
polysamy with the wissionaly work
now "geimr on 1 the Southern States
aud otier places. What refation these
totally ditterent things have to each
otber is not perceptible to the common
mind. It takes the warped lmagzina-
tion of an anil-*Mormon’ editor to
bring them juto any kind of copnec-

tion.

The Elders“of tze Church of Jesns
Christ of Latter-duy Salud duve o
mission to pertorm which reacuoes Lo
every part of the world., It §s W
preach iie Gospel of the kingdow as
u witness to all natiops’® befure ‘“the
end" comes. ‘Fuey expect w til the
obligations of this mission, no matter
what bappens. Aud they bave uulin-
disputatle rigot to proclaim the rrurb
a3 they pudersiand i1t wherever people
are willing to listen to them, Tuey do
uot propose 1o uss compnlsion 13 any
torm, nor will any degiee of {orce pre-
vent toew from dolug what \ey con-
celve to be toelr duty. .

The delegates to the Constitutiona
Couvention met in a political cupacity

Lo perform & politicul duty tor which
they had occu selected Ly the ditjzens.
Coeir celiglous views bud polbiug to
do with their work, It does not wat-
ter whether they were ‘‘Mormons,'
Methodists, Cutuolics, Episeopalians,
Quakers, Jutwwvs or lofidels. Netner
tut goverumeut nor the natiou bus any
right 10 1uls¢ yuestions as to their
fuith, It s po business of the press.
The Constitution they bave tramed
-must be criticised, it at ull, solely on
ity meris, h

But it wiill be said, the Convention
made provigions sgainst bigamy and
puiyrumy, und it will be asked, do not
SMorwou' wissiosnarles preach polyg-
amy? Toe siatement i3 correct, tne
question is based on a fallacy., The
Elders of Lthis Church sre not abroad
in the world preaching polygamy. They
are uot sent for that porposd, Asu
matter of luct they do not ativinpl te
muke prosclytes oo that ground.
“Mormobisi,’ lu the mind of the
average Dews paper wan, means polyy-
amy sud vice versa. This is 1 wark of
igonorauce on the subject s0 protound
| that it seeins useless L0 try to reach 1t
oy fuct or reason.

Let it be repeated, untit the idea pen-
étrates Lhe fog with woich the Jpress is
enveloped on the “'Mormon' ques-
tion, that the people of Uteh who nave
this Statelhgod mwovemeut in bund are
men who have not broken the laws ip
revard to polygamy, and bave all tuken
ihe oath to obey in future the luws
that they bave kept in the past,  They
gold the political power. The polypga

4y

mists are 21l disfrauchised, ‘e men

who I[rumed tbe Coustitutlon and
those who will vote _ upon
it are chizens of the TUnited

States who huve the right to struggle
for their 1ull liberties under the Con-
stitution uud the luws which they buve
ohserved, and they are endeaviring to
duv 8u in the way that has been potnted
out as their only path to Stetehood.

What the Elders of the Church of
Jesus Christ of Lalter-day Sainis are
doiug ebrozd or in the States hus noth-
ing 10 do with this movement. It bas
uo relutionship to it. But if any con-
nection could e made out, the truth is
that the Klders nre not, eugaged in any
such work as is allered, butare preacn-
ing fatth in Christ, repentunce ot evil,
vaptism for the reruission of sims, the
laying on of hands to impart the Holy
Ghost, and the gathering ot the saints
preparatory to the second advent of
the Savior.

And it may aswell be understood,
{flrst a8 last,Lhat no watter waat politi-
cal,social or religlous changes may take
place in Utal or elsewhere, the warn-
ing voice of the Elders of 1his Church
will be raiged until all nations have
heard it and all people have had an
opportunityof learnlsg the glad tidings
oPthe latter-day gospel revealed from
beaven spew, DBut tho questionthat
is now agltating the couutry, couse-
quens upan the action vf the Constitn-
tional Couvention of Utah, has no es-
sentin] bearing gpon that missionary
work and will not affect it one way of
another, Oze is & political, the other
a religions movement, and neither will
ufiect the other in the least degree.

Those editors who bave beeu charg-
Ing the “Mormons’’ with miogling re-
Hgion and politics till they could not
be distinguistied, are iuvolving them-
gelves in their own muddle, and doing
thatof which they bave continually
sccused their neighbors. A great
many **beams'’ will have to be taken
irom the uyes of some members of the

the ‘*Mormons.**

THE I'IANKS OF THE
KERALS.”

Tie prrmancot repidents of Utsh who
have resldgd bere for anmy lenoth of
lime, must be highly amused ut .the
prauks played by the motley crowd
yelept the" Linerals.' Never was u title
30 grotesquely and jnaptly adopted by
any organization under the sun. The
object of 1ts members 18 the oppres-
sion and political destruction of the
large majority of their fellow citlzens.
Bogus Democrats und oleomargarine

Republicans mwiogle in an attempt to
crush out pott democeratic xnd repub-

“LlB-

lican principles anhd  {nstitutions
in the locality wxhere they live,
for po other reason hap  that

they ure in the minority and thereiore
canuot role.

Every person who, though part of
that miverity und desirous of 4 ehapge
in loeal mapagement, dOes not bow L0
the dictates wif *‘Liberal’® leaders,
jumnp loto line at the crack of the
**Liberal” wbip, and premptly baod
out cash at the “'Liberzl" demang, is
booted and spit upon, aud cursed wnd
derided, unttl coerced tuto abject sub-
migsfon or cast out for “Libetul’? as-
sault under the feurful title of **Jack
Mormoe.” Oopeof whe chief *'Libey-
ul" charves apsinst the majority is
tuat they nre mnited o poiitics, and
yet aoythiug that savors of juule-
pendence in *Lineral’ maks, or tends
to  the sligzntest division, is
howled down wath jnsensate 1unry, and
the most viruleut sbuse {x heaped upon
those wlio supgest anything ecunter to
ihe pluos of the dominant members. it
workimnen refuse to pay up toe half-g-
dollur monthly 1ux hoposed by the
‘'Liberal” Leaigue, schemes are de-
vised 1o prevent thelr ermnployment and
deprive ihem and thelr fuinllies of
darty bread. Lt iv & very Liberal”
orgunlzation indecd. p
. Sowe time zgo a coaxing call was
isswed to the youny mep of Utah to
come out from 1he mujority and bein
dependent, form a party of their own
and ‘**ussett Lheir manhood.”” This
ook effect lu a swmall degree, und
801né persons calling tkemselves (Ahe
“Youpg Democracy” foolishly im-
agined that the “Liberal” inducemesnt
rmeant what it sald. ‘Fhey have found
out, to thelr chagrin that i1t really
meaut repodintion of the advice of the
People’s Party and the decisions of tts
majorities, fur the grinding tyranoy
and absoidie dominion of professed
“Liberal™ leaders,snd the compulsary
endorsement by Dewocrats of the uni—
terauces of a radical Republican organ.
They dropped the substunce of liverty
and bit at the shadow, with ihe usto-
ral resnlt, Theyare now out aud in-
jured apd disgusied both with their
vretended daliverers aud thelr own
fatnity.

Youngmen of “*AMormon®® pareatage
who were deluded by the iuvﬁ:utious of
this Logus *‘Liberai’’ concern, and
who expected toat vncoursgement and

referment which were held out as

its for their deceptiou, have learned
te their sorrow that they have been
canght Jile pudgeons upon ‘*Liberaj®’
hooks, znd their defection from the
stream of the principles of their futh-
¢rs bas peen taken advantage of to
ubuse and deride them. *“Younyg
Utak," so ofteu appested to by these
“Liberal" cupning wpa cruel avglers
and betiayers, onght to juomp at their
balts und be blind 1o iheir spures,
should they not?

Of course this **Liberal" cabual is
opposed 10 Utah's adwission juto the

mon as & State. Iolitical frecdom is
the Jast thing that thkey would ap-
prove. Tbeir ldea of liperty Is tbe
complate ensinvement of the majority
by tbe minority--because they are the|
minority. I1 Utali could go 1nto the
Union with their contro}l of the affairs
of Slate, with thelr hunds ready to dip
into the treasury, witn,their benchmeu

10 occupy the oflices, no Territory

woula have snch powerful claims on
the Cougress for favorable considera-
tlon. Hut pow, Statchood under the
ters proposed would slgnit{) the rule
of the majority which would ba the de-
featof their kind of **Liberalism.”
What the Btate would ba ander their
control wus foreshudowed oy the fate
of Tooele County, whbich once was un-
fortnnate enough to succumb to their:
domimon, Plander and corruptien
rode rampant over the people, zond
traud permeated the local government.
The connty scrip which was st par

- when the Liberals gained pwossession,
wus refused at fifteen cents.on the doi- |

Jar when they were ousted by a deter-
mined and united popular uprising.
One tasie of " ELiberal” medicipe 18
cautlon encugh for the whole Terri-
tory for a Litetlme. " Only by chicangry
and fraud was Toocle geaptnred; dnly
by stmilsr **Eiberal’” methods can Ueh
pe overtirown. ‘They know that; but
thank heaven, so do the peaple.

Yor years these ‘‘Libera]ls’? have in-
vited the monogamous portion of the
“Mormon’ people to tuke a stand
similar to that which bas been taken
by the Constitutiona]l Conventioan.
Now they are yehemently opposed to
it. Why? Because their invitatton
was u sbam sod & pretepce, and their
cry agalust polygawy was a4 mockery.
1% was thelr great bobby, Withonr it
they wonld Luve nothing upon which
to predicate their howlings for piuce
and power. Let it once be seen and
known that the “Motmons' are not

ugver vioiated the law, gain the politi
cal rights to which they ure cntitled
amt he occnpuation of thelr defumers
will be gone. i
“Liberal’™ oppositlun to Statehood
means A lust degperate grasp at rule
{67 the minority und 4 viciors spurt 1o
preveutl rale by the majority. It is 1o
vc conducted ubroad ou woe **Liberal®
actics of falsebood and vitoperstiou,
By press aud telegraph and hircliogs
at the scat of goveraoment. AG
tome all ‘*‘Liberulsa™ ure to
be  ordered npot to  vote lor
or agaiost the Coostitetion. Every
Democrat wko claiws the pight 10 act
flke 4 Democrat, aud every Iepubli—
cib who wanis to stand 85 1 Repuhbl]-
eaty, is to bu whipped into line or
blackguarded out of the runks. Ie
must be 2 Lineral” with the Most
ultra illibersl motives, designs and
deeds, or he 15 to betreated a3 a
‘ traltor and an oatcast.
i The effect of this will be, we bave
0o ¢doubl, that many who would have
voted the so-culled |**Liberal” ticket
{will refrain from doing 80 beciuse
of *“Liberal” tyrappy wod aouse,
aud if they do not vote for the Pep-
ple’s canajdates will at leust support
the Constitnuou, a8 u meaas for ob-
tuinipg thut political {iberty for Utah’s
citizens which they ought of right to
enjoy, and which it 13 the aim of thepe
| Cocrcive, vindictive, fulze aud iyran-
neal *Libera!s” if possivleto prevent.
At by rawe the musses of the voters
will sue what they ouxpt Lo do by
learning what 1hese preciousa **Lib-
ersis'* are 8o terribly airaid of. **Lib-
erat* hostility should be a sign to ,the
People.
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A BRIGUHT MORNING LUMI-
NARY.

':'l‘xm people of the Juuction Cily are to
be congriatnlated upon the publication

in thelr interests of a live, vigorous
apd well conducted morning mews-
paper. The Ogden llerald has forsome
time past expibited considerable talen -
in f1s edliiprlia! columns and genera
meke up, and now that it bas walked
up tu **the top o' the morning” it is
still fnrther lmproved in ite appear-
agce aud contents. The forcible and
pungeut articles which have Jately
appeated in it8 columns, aud which
lose vone of iheir brishtness by com-
izg out in the morning instead of tho
evenlug, it appeuts are from the pen of
Frapk J. Cannon, whose name now
up&esra a3 editor,

ery wisely and consistently the
Ogden Herald devotes its mata strength
znd ability wo matters of locul inter-
cat, piving them the precedence while
wot uveglveung gencral uvews. We
notice tuat tne husincss men of the
city, of ull classes, are uveiling them-
selves 0f the opportuunities aforded
them of advertisiuyz their cluims to
public patrooage, thus suslzining a
joursal which can do tnem incaleulu-
ble good whije they place thomseives
before the public in the best possible
mapner. ‘They are wige in thelr geuer-
ustion. ltissound commmercisl policy
10 build up and encoursxze bowe jour-
oy listo.

We wish onr Ogden contemporary
increased msetulvess and prosperity.
L the pecople of Weber County do not
fully sustuip a puper devoted to their
iaterests which shiows 50 much tajent
and eaterprige, they wili oot exbibit a
very high regard jor their own wel-
farg or apprecistion of native tujent
and energy. -

Success to yon, frigend Heragld, snd
a8 vou ure of pecessity vhe advocate of
the mwateriul interests of all sections of
vhe¢ community Where your lizht chief-
Iy shines, may they ull unite, in mutyal
forpeacance of mivor differences, to
supply the o1l which is pecessary to
rour permanept and increasing il
luminstion!

s et~ s
DISGRACEYUL DOINGS.

BeEcausk the Unitcd States obtained
its common law, its crimigel proced-
are &nd its parliamentary tactics from
Hngland, it can scarcely be said that it
borrowed o~ne feature of iegis-
lative conduct from the mother
| country—-the practice of resorting to
blackgoardism and the most Jow-
lived behavior over personal disputes
in public positions. The upper
braach of the lecislative department
of almost any nation is measurably
free from such exhibitions, thdy tind-
ing {avor among those who are nesrest
the people and freshest from them; so
| that the British §louse of Lords and
our Senasle are nearly always
pretty resfectnbln bodjes;  but
tne llouse of Commons it times spems
desirous of throwinglan Anarchist pic-
nic very moch io the shade. In our
House of Representatives there are
| occasioually personal tilts and debates
mory or less flavored with acrimony;
but there is 4 line beyond which these
are nol permitted 10 be carrled, and
when that is crossed the offeuder is
bustled bagk to where be belougs ac-
compenicd by 8 very sharp rebike
fromn the chair, sometimes a formal
cepsure when it is too ageravated, and
tiis ends it; but the Commons—well,
such things as huve been gald and sach
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