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disposal to punlsh violators of the law.
Instead of proclaiming abroad their
knowledge of widespread lawlessness,
why have they not imparted their al-
leged Information In such a way that
the evil of which they complaln might
be checked? As It is, they are but re-
tallere of scandal, repeaters of
prurient stories that have been rolled
a8 sweet morsels under the tongues of
salaclous goasips, Out of two thousand
such cases as they descrihe, resulting
In at least * one thousand births since
January 4, 1896, they surely must have
been ablc to prove enough to glve some
color to thelr reckless assertion, But
perhaps they wlll fall hack om the fol-
lowing section of resolutions:

Fourth—That thls situation may be
perpetuated, and this. peculiar fnstitu-
tion fourlsh, that ubiguitous thing
known as '"Church Influence,’” so affects
men that those who could testify to
this lawlessness are silent, jurles refuse
to find Indictments, and officers make
no arrests. Hence religlous adultery
£Loes unpunished and the "kingdom™
£ZTows apace. From the heads of the
Church down. polygamy fiouristes,

What are we to understand from this
remarkable assertion, reflecting, as |t
‘does, not only upon the juries, but upon
the officers’of the law in thls State? Do
the Presbyterian minlsters wish usg to
understand that they are themselves so
nffected by what they eall “Church ln-
fluence’ that they have been “silent”
when they could have testifled against
the alleged lawlessness prevailing in

Utah? Is It possible that "Mormon'
Church jnfluence is s8n potent and
even Presbyterian

“uhll’q‘]itous“ that
preachers are afrald to testify, specifi-
cally, before jurles and officers of the
-law of that which they are not afrala
to allege, generally, by public resolu>
.lions? 1If what they say I8 true, they
-~are accessorles after the fact to the
offense of what they term “rellgious
«adultery.” They are wllling to act as
tale-bearers among the people, but not
to rlsk prosecutlon for perjury or llbel
'hy swearing out direct charges of that
which they impersonally proclaim upon
‘the housetops. They seem willlng to
'turn detectives that they may nose out
something which they can use for the
delection of readers whose llterary
palates dewire *spley™ pabulum, but
unwilling to do anything whioh would
ba of service in magnlfying the law.
A *very “Christian” position to take,
truly! Perhaps they will explain that
they do not pretend to "know' of those
cases of which they speak, hut they
have merely “come to thelr notlee.™
This wlll not help their cause in the
least. It will stamp them as wcandal-
.mangers, tattlers, valn bahblers, dls-
pensers of ldle stories, panderers to
-vlle tastes, prostitutors of the power of
-the pulpit. All this for the mallcious
- purpoag of injurlng a whole communi-
ty on rumors about the acts of “a ‘few
of its members.

But there is another ¢urn to this ter-
rible tale. *Polygamy flourishes,"” does
it? Can any of ¢hese prevaricabors
point to a slngle case of polygamy in
vhe “Mormon’ Church since the issu-
ance of the Manifesto of October 6,
18907 The term “polygamy” has a
well-defined legal and lingual meanlng.
"I is in law the offense of marrying
durlng the llfetime of a lawful and un-
divoreed wife or hushand. The offense
of pulygamy ls distinct and dlfferent
from that of "unlawful cohabltation.”
They understand that very wetl. 1r
they do not, they are densely lgnomant
of terms with which everybody of or-
dinary intelligence 1n Utah is famlllar.
In sending abroad the statement that
“From the heads of the Church down
polygamy flourishes,' they Intend <o

convey to the people of the Unlted

marriages are still solemnized In this
State, They also Know ¢hat such
i statemnent is utierly and atroclously
untrue. In the midst ¢f the peculiar
condltlons of society In Ubah. a polyga-
mous marrlage tould not possibly take
place without becoming known. There
are officers of the law who would only
be ton ready to pounce upon the par-
ties and bring them to justice. These
Presbyterian mlnlsters themselves, if
they only knew of such a case and
could prove it, would be eager to step
forward asx complainants, even If only
for {he purpose of proclaiming to the
nation the “perfidy of tha Mormans.”
The fact that there are no progecutions
for polygamy in Utah Is a potent and
ecaomplete denial of the slander emanat-
Ing from the Uitah Presbytery In thelr
meeting at Manti.

And now a word about the conditlon
of famlily affalrs among those wha, In
good falth, nvany years ago, contracted
plural marriages under Church regula-
tions and sacred covenants, hinding
upon them, @8 they consclentiously be-
lleva, both for time and eternity. When
TTtah was admitted a= a State in the
Unlon, It was with the understanding,
not to say contraot except by the State
Const®ution, that polygamous mar-
rlages Iln Utah would ceass. That un-
derstanding has heen strictly and re-
ligiously adhered to by the awthoritles

and members of +the “Mormon*
Church. It has not been victated In
any particular, At sthe same time
thera was a tacit understand-
Ing, not to s®ay contract, .that
the dead strife should be buried;

that family obligatians already entered
fnto and mgaintained for years should
not he disrupted; that men should he
permitted without legal Jjeopardy to
care for, support and recognize thelr
plural familles, educate thelr children,
and perform a manly and humane duty
to those thus dependent wupon them.
The proof of this understanding exists
In the cessatlon of wholesale prosecu-
tions for unlawful cohabitation, the
abandonment of the system of esplon-
age which once prevalled, and the
good feelings which have taken the
place of those animosities that separ-
ated ‘*‘Mormons™ and "Gentlles’’ on ac-
count of soclal conditions. Who does
not appreclate the change? Who is
there in Utah that desires to return to
the old conditions? No one, unless it
be these Preshyterlan prevaricators
and persons of thelr llk. Theare Is no
publie scandal, except what .they ralse
or promete.  Soclety 18 as serene and
pure and chaste In Utah as in any other
State of the Unlon.

It 18 true that men who contracted
plural marriages In the o0ld times re-
fuse now to repudlate the
whom it {s their duty to cherlsh and
support. As a rule, they do this as
closely as possible within the law.
may be,as was naturally expected. that
there are some few cages of the kind
mentioned by the religlous gentlemen
who wish to raise a rumpus, but that

thelr wild assertions are huge
exaggerations will not he de-
nied by any truthful and well-

informed resldent of the State. What
pood purpose can be served by these
oreasional  fulminations from pro-
fessed Christian ministers In Utah?
Polygamy stopped in 1380, how long
twill It take to entirely remove even
the appearance of plural family asso-
cintlons? Can any moral good result
from the storfes that proceed from
these rellglous cliques? Will anything
be accompliched for Chriskianity, for
good doctrine, for social order, by this
gtirring up of offensive matters? It may
repult.in bringing in dollars and dimes
to the Presbyterian collectlon hoxes

Atates the false idea that polyg'amous'outslde of Utah,

which appears t
the orly practical object tp b:n.tis
tainred; but how will that count ag
against the evil- effects, and how will
that balance in the great day of ae-
counts agalnst the faISEhoods, perver-
stons d exaggeratlons of the
Presbytery? . ’.Q ucs
It is related of "Christian®” mj -
ary work in heathendom that ass:’c;;_
gamous chief, converted to one of the

numerous modern religious [ects, was
instructed that he could not recejye
baptismy untll he had separated from

all his wivea but one. After g time he
returned to the minister ang announced
himself a monogamist, Being questfoneq
as to what he had done with hts
plural wives he promptly replied
‘Me eat 'em.” Do our Christlan friends
(?) expect the "Mormons” to gum-
marity dlspese of their plural fapp.
illes to please the Presbytery?
Are the wlves who entered fnto mar-
riage relations honestly, religiously and
devotedly to be cast off, to hecome g
public charge, to be exposed as a prey
to the libldinous and to be shut out
from the soclety ;of those whom they
hold most dear? 8hame on the pro-
fessedly plous perverters of the truth
who wish to barrass and destroy peo-
ple because they cannot convert them?
1f polygamous mATriages were being'
solemnized Iin Utah, and thus the pe.
vival and continuation of formper soclal
conditions were threatened, there might
be some reasonable pretext for an anti-
Mormon outery. But everyhody here
knows that such unions have ceased |n
this State, and can see that in the very
nature of things, If let alone, the in-
stitution will gradually and speedlly pe-
come obsolete. The better classes of all
faiths and parties recognize thijs and
have no deslrh to Btr up a confijet or
to return to the sirifes of the past
And it may be safely avowed that if
such a state of affalrs should pe brought
about, as certaln disappointed ang ma-
liclous sectarlans appear to desire, the
Mormon peopte will not be the grcatest

sufferers from the change.
marplots may write that down ip &Ofif-
djaries and embody It in thelr future

resolutions, If they choose. At any pate
they should "read, mark, learn and jp-
varlably digest™ It, and it may help
them to mind their own husiness I1# §t
falls to hinder them from perverting
the truth.

The next resolution reads ¢hus:

“Fifth—If a person has the temerity
to call publlc atbention to this state of
affalirs, he I8 roundly denounced as 'the
enemy of {he people,” and soon hecomes
aware of the unfortumate blunder he
has made. Want of employment, wan-
ing business, or a sultry state of the
atmosphere, elther ar all of these fn-

familles | newspapers that hope

struct him that a change of locality
will be convenient. Hence people and
to do husiness
here, and enjoy our salubrious climate
find ft advantageous to dlscuss other

It, than ‘the present sltwation in ‘Utah'®

The Insinuation In the foregolng par-
agraph Is that it is unsafe for persons
who speak agalnst the “Mormons" to
live in Utah. It Is but the old, explod-
ed and decayed slander, gaJvanlzed in-
to new farm ¢o serve the purpose of
reverend defamers in *“holy orders.”
For years and years it was fiashed on
the wires, printed In the dally papers,
copled by the religious press, and re-
peated In the pulpits of the churches.
The retutation of the falsshood was
made complete by the failure of fts
promulgers {0 adduce a 8ingle case of
actual injfury to a "Gentile” for telling
the truth ahout . the “Mormons.™
Preachers of different denominationsa
‘have lived by libelling the “Mormons™
amnd have never been melested hy the
people whom they {raduced. The Pres-
byterian preachers and teachers who

have scattered falsehoods about the



