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LARGE AND SMALL.

BTATESMANSHIV I8 one of the
highest spberes in « hich the powers
of mancan beexercised. Mere poli-

ticinns exirt in great abundance, |

Statesmuen are few aml tar between.
Whenever one of the latler appears
hye naturally Jdraws upon hitm the
fire of smaller souls. They cunnot
understand him, because he is as far
out of the reach of the self-reeker as
the ripe scholar is beyond the com-
prebepsion of the novice. The
smaller fry arc as easily distinguish-
able. though numerous, from the
statesman, as near-sighted men are
distinguiahiable from those whose
visgion is of wider scope. Commoner
minde nre nlways engaged in scruti-
nizing obje ts in cluse proximity to
themsel ves, while the more compre-
hensive mentality sweeps the hori-
Zun.

Ho, men ealled to legislate exhibit
their calibre by thuir processes,mak-
iug it puteut that they copaider
themselves bouud to employ most of
their energles in turning every
bepeficent streany toward the par-
ticular sput of earth from which
they bappen to  hail, losing sight of
the fuet that thelr highest duty s to
operate fur Lthe benefit of the whole
and subordinately to protect the
proper interests of Lheir own see-
tion,

Heuce the upward gradntions of
statesinanship, The gernin of self-
jabness ia in the iudividual. His
operations—barring the limitatioas
prescrived by the sphere iu which
he moves-—wiil exhibit the extent
of his asympathies snd manifest
the size of the man. From the in-
dividual it may extend merely to
the family, if he have one; Lhence
to his apecial circle of friends, town,
counly, territory or state, nation and
flunliy the human mce.

The great mass of men are camped
a1l ulong the line,the num! er reach-
ing the terminus being but a cor-
poral’s gunrd.  Indeed. there are
hosts wiio practically vever leave
the threrhold of their own dours.

Simnli men bave lots of elbow-
reom, because they do nol occupy
much space. Latge men are jostlel
because of these ¢ nditions being
reveraed. A atatesman in the true
seuse of the term will stand by
what ig right and just. He meets
with abuge. He doer not recede
from his position, ne matier as
to the character of the obstacle.
Hia way may be impeded. He ane-
cepts of the inevituble, braces him-
self for a glay and wafta. Another
inevitable arises, if he Ils on the

I right track—the obstruction in time

will vanish and he will reaume his
mareh until ancther impediment,
for a while insurmountable appears,
and again he bides his opportunity,
which appears, and ouward he gous
toward the goal of his purpose,while
self-seekers and satellites linger on
the road, fluttering around a limited
area commendurate with their eon-
tracted dimensions. Phere are men
and Lhere are mice.

REGARDING THE TEST OATH
DECISION.

THE following account of auin-
terview with President George Q.
Cannou aud the apnexed biographi-
cal sketch nppenred in the 8t. Louis
(Hlobe-Democral of the 10th inst.:

Mr. George Q. Capnon, First Coun-
selor to the President, and oue of the
highest dignitaries of the Mormon
Chureh, talked freely and interestingly
today aboul the decision.

]t is very sweeping in its oonclu-
sjons,”” be said, ‘‘abd gives the framers
of the Idaho lest oath all they ask for
in their propositicn o disfranchize our
people. There is one point, however,
whielhh the Court ignored. Evidence
was presented when the case was tried
lo show that this man who took the
oath and voied was not a polygamist.
It was further set forth by tesumony
that the Mormon Chureh is not at
the present time teaching or encourag-
ing  polygamy. Bishop Budge, of
Idaho, lestifiad clearly on thai, But
his evidence was DOL given ANy con-
aideration 10 the lower court. The
fact that the Chureh had 1n the past
tuught and abetted polygamy was
takeu as sufficient. In the Supreme
Court's decizion the present altitude of
the Church upon the subiect1s Ignored,
although counsel ‘ere careful to
einphasize it in the arguments. The
Supreme Court, in 1ts decision, as-
sumes it as establishad that Mormon-
ism today means polygamy, and on
1hat wrong premisge declares that Mor-
mons can be disfranehised.”

“What will your people do aboul
it

T don"t know what we can do.”

“Why doesn' the bead of
Church—the First Presidency and the
Twelve Apostles-—issue an officiul dec-
laration upon the subject. Why don’t
you say, as a Church, that polygamy
18 no longer taught and is not encour-
aged by the Church? Wouldn' that
meel the decision of the Supreme
Court and enable your peopls to take
the test oath "’

“Some think 1t would and advire
such a step be taken. But a declara-
tion of that kind is open 1o objectiona,
We have aiready declared and shown
our intention tv obey the laws. We
ure trying to live in conformity with
the legislation enacted on the subject
of polygamy. Suppose the prineipal
officers of Lhe Church putforth the
official asserition. It has been repeat-
adly charged that our people blindly
follow a few leaders. Will not such a
declaration be an admmission on our
part that the charge is true; that the
few men control the lives and cun-
sciences of the mass of believers? It
sepms to mo we are in danger of stultiy
ing ourselves if we go further than we
bave. We bow 1o the law, Wae obey
it outwardly. Surely we ought not Lo
be ohliged o declure what we believe

our
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or do not believe as the price of suf-

frage, Qur consciencesare at least our
own. You must rememher thatthe
doctrine of polygainy was accepted
ANy years ago as a revelation from
God. hat revelation stands. We can-
not wipe it out by a declaration of
man. e can submiit to the lawas of

our country and that we are doing. It
seemns Lo me that is a8 much as can be
asked.!

“Do you think, Mr. Cannon, that
Mormons can take the test oath hon-
estly without committing perjury?”

“Most of them can doit withont
violation of consc.ence. Only the
small minority of our people have
lived in polygamy. Those who haVe
plural wives living are disfranchised.
The others, in the present attitude of
the Church, can truthfully suhscribe
o the oath.”’

“*Aud say that they do not belong 1o
an orgabizatlon which teaches or ad-
vises polygamy??

*Yes. There is no question in m?:
mind that we can take this test ot
bonestly. I say ‘we! | mean our
people.” I do not include myself, for 1
am oue of the uliras. There are two
views of this question of polygamy
1aken hy our people. Some of us he-
lieve Lhat the revelalion is a command
from God to take plural wives. I so
consider it. I went intoe the Churech
when I was very young, It hasal-
ways heen my belief that the revela-
tion commanded Eolygnmy. Others,
and they are in the majority, do not
regard thie revelation as making poly-
gamy obligatory. They consider it as
permissive. I ohey the law, butI do
not acknowledge that I did any wrong
in entering inlo polygamy before Lhe
law was passed. | provide for all of
my children, and treat them precisul{
alitke. Simece [ came vut of prisun
have provided for my wives. but ]
have not lived with any of them. I
am living the life of a bachelor, and
sometimes it is pretty hard on an old’
man like me, for I have hada good
deal of sickness, and there are times
when I need home care and attention.”

W hai 'will the ITdaho Mormons do?
Will the ake the oath and try to
vote? Can they get this question of
the present positivh of the Church be-
fore the Supreme Court?"

o] don't know what they will do,
They can take the oiulh conscleniious-
ty, but they will probably be prose.
nuted for psrjuryif they do. Whether'
the Idaho courts will coutinue tostand
on the po-ition takeu in the Davis case
I can’t tell. If itis assume. by 1he
conrts that to be n Mormoaon is Lo he—
long ter an urganization that encour-
agen polygamy, then all of our peopte .
who iake the ocath will render them-.
selvek liable to punishment by the
Territorial courts on the charge of per-
jury. Ideon't kmow what our paople
in {daho witl do, but 1 don’t think
thoy will give up the fight. They witl
keep Lrying for their rights. It 1s not
characieristic of the Mormons Lo give
ur. They will ight on—in the courta,
of course."

“Will the admission of Idabo ful-
low the decision sustaining the test
oath?"

“I can't tell, but it looks probable,
There seetns to be a general feeling in
Congress favorable 1o vhe admission of
new Staies. !

‘Any other Territory or any Siate
ean, by the adoption of a similar oath,
disfrancbise the Mormons?"

“Yes, The decision ia sweeplng
enough for any of them (o stand
upon.’!

“Do you thiuk the Idabo precadent
will he adopted elsew here?" .

“#No. Itis not probable. Therc are

some Mormons in Wyoming, Colo-



