"EDITORIALS.

KOTHING IF NOT ILLOGICAL.

= ¢ Tho woman suffragists are noth-
ing if not illogical. Thelr bitlerest
ecorn in tho past has veen dealt oot
to tho:s women who voluntarily
went into polygamy and aided the
nésin perpetuating the pet in-
stitution of Utab. Now we find
them protesting in Congress sgalnst
a clause in an Antl-polygamy bili
which disfranchises the women
who now votein Utah, As these
women have always veted exaotly
81 the Church and their husbands
hava dictated, the idea Is absurd
that their disfcanchisement is any
‘blow to suflrage for the falr cex.
Tha fact that Mormon women 80
grossly caricatured the right fur-
niskad one of ihe best arguments of
the opponents of femalo cuffrage.”

We clip the above from the Ban

Frauclsco Chrontele. The opinicns
of thst paper on the gquestion In-
volved ara not of mach conteguence,
it is true, but the paragiaph echoea
the notions of quite o number of
petaons snd papers and therefore we
notice it. The gist of it is that the
sdvocates of women suffrage are il
loglcal beocaude they object fo the
disfranchiscinent of the women of
Utah. What reason is oftered for
this conelusion? It is alleged that
the women ot Utsh vote as the
Church and their husbands dictate,
and It is argued therefore that they
ghould be deprived of the right to
vote, and that woman suflrago ls
wrong. Thia ig “logle” with o ven-
geance.

It iz nlleged; and very geod evi-
dence of 1ta corzectness is futnished,
thst In mmany pserts of the
United 8Staice workmen vote
a8 thelr corporate or Individual
employers diotate, In fear of
dlecharge from eervice, and that
members of pariies “vote exaotly as
dictated’” by the bossez, Aocording
to the Chronicle logic they shouid
be deprived of the franchize, and
mals gufirage i3 wrong; ond any
boly of men objecting to sucha
sweeping measire and this sage
conclusion, ars “nething if not ilog-
foal.” What ia eRuse for the geeso
ought to ba kauce for Lhe ganders.
It’s a poor rule that won’t work
both ways.

Utah L:as o secret ballot. That s,
the ballots ars regunired to Lo em-
closed in unmarked envelopsa of
uniform color and size, furnished by
the iocal suthorities, and elections
ars g0 condncted that no human be-
ing but the person who bas depoait.
ed ths ballot can iell how or for
whom he or she bas voled. If a
womau wants to voto in accord with
her husbaud she can do 8o, 1 Dot
there 1a nothing to praveni her
from voling any ticket she hasa
mind to prepare, and there is no
way to ideatify ib. Sapposing
it were true that ithe Church or the
husbanda “dictated” how the wom-
en shouid vote and the women did
not chooee to follow the dlotation,
how aie the husuanda or the Church
to ascertaln the fact aud what could
they do about it, anyhow?

The anti-*Mormons” assume that
the Church dictates the voting. It
fs nothing Su¢ nssumption. Not a
patticle of proof bas been or can be
sdduced 1o support of it. But gup-
pose it is trae that the ‘'Mormon”
Cbucch declies who shallbe nom!-
nated and voled for at local elec-
tiong, Who compose}the *“Mormon™
Church?, Why ihese men and wo-
men who sra so dreadfolly *'dictat-
ed.” Then they dictate themselves, |
do they not? KEvery woman mem-
ber of the Church has an equal vole
in Church matters with the man
member,

But it may be urged Lhat it is the
Jeaders cf the Church who are
meent whon dclatlon is alleged.
Well- why do not these eticklera
for logle eay what they
mean and Jlay down their pro-
positions correcily? Buppose some
leading men in the Church, then,
salect the candidates and tell ‘the
men aad women whom to vote for,
If thosa people of thelr own volition
choose to accept those candidates
and vote for them at the polls,
ahould thoy not be allowed to do so
withont interference from thelr op-

ponents? We think so. And we
maintaio that there is fust as mach
freadom in voluntary union and wil-
ling aaceptance a3 ln factions oppo.
sltion aud wilful reJection.

#idoms pespls, however, cannot
conceive of liberty without strife,
nor of freedom In acquiescence.
With them,indepsndence is only to
be exalbited in pugnacity and liberty
to be expressed but in tumult or di.

vislon., If they cannot comprebend
union from cholce aad concesrion
from prineiple, who I8 to be blamed
for thelr lack of understanding?
The truth is that our women vot-
ers as well as our men volers
perceive the necessity of aveiding
the division which our opponents
vainly zeek {o introduce among us,
and fec]l theBabeelute need of a
united policy 1o the face of ihe hos-
tility of the world. They vote to-
gether becanze they choose to do so,
and the proof of this lies in the fact
stated abdve, that there ia no means
of discovering how they vote if they
wish to be in oppositi n to their
husbande or anybody elee.

But Jet us turn it over and
lock z1itin anoibher way. If the
s Mormon ”? women would vole
against the Church of which they
ate members and against their hues-
bands to whom they are uniied by,
to them, the most eacred of tles,
then, nccordlag to the Chronicle
logle, they ought not to be deprived
of the Iranchise, sod woman suf-
frage is right in principie. Farther.
If some of the “Mormon” women
vote according to the views of their
busbands snd the Church, and
others vote sgainst them, then the
former should be disfrapchized and
the latter not, and woman suffrage
is partly right~and partly wroong.
There is nothing like belng logical,
and the Chronicle ought to be
placed on an eminence &8 an g\e-
knowledged authority, by theside of
Locke and Bacon, Malsbranche and
Whateley, and other masters of the
Art or acience,

Common renss snd simple resson
would ray that the disfranchisement
of women in any part of this great
gountry, where equal rights are sup-
posed to be recogniz:d, i3 and must
be viewed as “a blow egalnst woman
suffrage,” and the ‘*‘abanrdity” 1s
with those who pretend that it ie
pot, especially under the flimsy pre-
fext that the women thus threaten-
ed with the dsprivation of rights
long exercized do not vote as thelr
opponents wish, but cast their bal-
lots in favor of thelr dearest friends,
Verily, it la the anti-*bdlormons”’
who are nothing if not illogleal ”
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“‘POLYGAMY AND WOMAN
SUFFRAGE.”

TaE Chicago Inter-Oozan of Febru-
ary ist has an edltorial with the
above bead.llne, Rtarting out with
the annexed rerolution passed by
the National Woman Buffrage As-
soclation, that paper considers the
wording of the zesolution “unfortu-
nate,” bocause it puts the Associa-
tlon In #an attitnde not unfriendly
to polygamy;*

' Rean.ved, That the
ohlsa Lhe women of Uia
soevar, {80 cryuel daplayof
in might &lone, and that ngresa bas no
more right 1o dlatraoehiso the womenof Ulah
than the mon of W geming,”

The Intcr-Ocean proceeds to state
that =

“The leading proposition belore
Congress {s to disfrauchise both the
men snd women of Utah who,in
deflance of law, practics polygamy.
As polygamy is defined as a crime,
the statement that any bill before
Congress proposze to dirfranchise
women for uo crime whalever ia not
true as to the main point, or the in-
ferential ones beariug on the prin-
BI}JIO under discussion, * * #
If it 1s right to dlsfraachise a man
who practices polygamy, the move-
ment which has for 1ta purpose the
weakening of the polygamist party
by disfranchising the women who
practice polygamy I8 not to be too
hastily condemned.”

The Woman Bofrage Aot of the
Utah Loglalation is then quoted in
this way:

“Every woman of the ags of 21
years wno has resided In this Terri-
tory Bix months nextpreceding any
general or epecial election, born or
naturalized in the United Btatea, or
who s the wife. widow, or ihe
daughter of a native.-born or natur-
allzed citizen of the United Btates,
ahall be eniitied to vote at any elec-
tion in this Territory,

That the period of minority ez-
tends inmales to the age of 21 years,
and in females tothat of 18 yearas,
but all minors obtain their majori-
ty by marriage.”

The supposed object of this meas.
uare i3 then described, and a great
desl of nonsense indulged in on the
suprositlon that ©a Mormon Eider
returnlng from Europe with two or
thres hundred Jgnorant converts,
could parcel his girls of 15 and up.

Ero}xnlunn to disfran-
1 $0T DO erime whats-
wor which lles

ward out among & number of Mor-

moas, marry them by wholesale and
make them votems,” Various move-
menfs against the Mormons are then
related and tbhe conclueion {a arrived
al that,

“Tlhe law a8 it stands must Le an-
nolled in its entirety as a matter of
courze. Waria not made upon it
because it eonfers suffrage on wo-
men, but because it disoriminat:s
against law-abiding men and wo-
men, snd in favor of men and wo-
men who take pride in defying the
lawa. This is o plain that it is diffi-
cnlt to wunderstand how the leaders
of the woman suffruge movement
could have made such 2 mistake as
the adopiion of this resolation
seems to convict them of.”

The article clozes with the asser-
tion thal,

¢ However well 1t may have been
intended it is plain that on this one
point the Woman Saffrage Associa-
tion blundered.””

A propet understanding of this
matter will show that it ls the Inter-
COoean not the Assoclatlun which
haa Y'blondered,” We wizh we conld
credit that paper with' good inten-
tione In 1ts mistake, but from ite rea-
diness to copy anything unfavorable
to the “*Mormon.’ and disincllna-
tion to Jook for the facts of credit
them when presented, we are led
to belleve that its intentiong are not
well meant. -

Now in the firat place the - propo-
sition before Congress against which
the Woman 8uttraze Association
proteata, is not to disfranchiee elther
signen or women who in deflance of
Jaw practice polygamy.” Does not
the inter-Ocean kuow that the Ed.
munde law provided for that, and
that at the Iatest election ia Utsh
nejther men nor women who were
or even had been identified with the
practice of polygamy were permitted
to vote? If not, ita memory must
be sadly defective. By scarching
the files of his paper the wdifcr will
find accounts of the doings of the
Commiesioners under the Edmunds
law, and that the disfranchizement
of women as well 88 men in the
polygamio relation has siready been
affected. How tken can the mea,
sure now before Congress to repeal
the Woman Suffrage Act of Utah
be ¢a proposition to disfranchise
men and women who praciice poly-
gamy?” The Inier Ocean has thus
made one big blunder. Now for an-
other.

The Utah Woman Buffrage Act
contalns no suoch clapse as that
printed by the Jnter-Occan and
which we have printed in italice.
We do not sappose that the editor
attached it with knowledge that he
was grossly misrepresenting the
case. He elmply blundered. He
doubtlees took the word of the un.
scrupulous attorney for the unfortu-
nate holder of the Murray frandu-

lent certificate of election, us
Delegate, as {he clause al.
Inded to was first stiached

to the Woman Buffrage Aect by thai
untruthful person, in a collecticn of
glandera published to aid his client
but which accomplished a solemn
nothing. We ask the JInier-Ocean
editor {0 look up .the Siatutes of
Utah and see if he can find an
puch elauce ns thet which he has
publizhed as part of the Woman
Sufirage Act, and when he fnds
that hie has made blunder number
two, ¥1li hie be fair enough to ac.
knowledge it and apologize for
wrongly blaming the women?

That there may be no misunder-
standing of this matter we wiil give
the exact facts, The clauze we
have prinied In Italics 1ia
not and never was sny parfof the
Women Boflrsge Act or any elec-
tion law of Utah. Bot it 15 to be
found in an act deflnlng at what age
majority shall be reached, for the
purpose of being able to make legal
contracts by which the Individuals,
male or female, may be legally
bound, This was passed Febrnary
6th, 1852. The Woman Buffrage Act
was passed February 12th, 1870,
about efghleen years after, and pro-
vides that o woman must i)a2l years
of age Lo be entitled to vote, There
are other qualifications apecified,
such as rezidencs for a certain time,
and she must be either a citizen in
her own tight or tho wife, widow or
danghter of & citizen. There ia an-
other law conpected with this
which the JImler-Ocean did not
quote. It is the registration law, and
under its provisions a woman can-
not vote until she has first aworn,
among cther things, that she ia
twenty-cne years of age. And, un-
der the rules eatablished by the Ed-
munds law Commisslonere, she can-
not vote until she has sworn that
she i3 not and never hes been the
wife of a polygamist or bigamist,

oot has cohabited with a man who

-

ia or has been cobabiting with more
than one woman ia the marriage
relation.,

Thus the whole foundation of the
Inter-Occan’s srgument 18 swept
away, with jta super.structgre of
ridicnle and blame. Its entire arti-
cle is composed of blunders, and to
use its own language, “it is difficult
to understand’ how the editors
¢gould have made such mistakes.”
It appears then that the Woman
Buflrage Assoclation is right in de-
clarlng that, “*the proposition todis.
franchise the women of Utah for no
crime whalever 1s a croel diaplay of
power which lles in might alone.”
For it is not almed sgalpnat the poly-
gamists who are already defran-
chized, but entirely and whoily
agalnst the non-polygamist women,
Jfor no crime whatever. What then
is the object of the bill? Blmply to
reduce the number of *‘‘AMormon”
votes,to play into the hande of their
local enemies, the men who mislead
the Infer-Ocean and other influen-
tial papers with their falsehoodz.
This needs no argument. It is piain
ou its face. The polygamists, both
men and women, are disfranchized
by the Edmunds law, and still fur-
ther by the Commissjoners’ rales,
and this propuied legialation is not
against polygamy but against mono-
gamlo * Mormons™ in the Interest of
a ¢llque seeking for political suprem-
egy and consequent plunder.

It the Jnigr-Ucean chooses longer
to be tha cats-paw, or echo, or advo-
cate of A handful of adventurers
tusting for opportunities of pillage,
we have no gbjection, but we take
this opportunity of informing it of
the facts, and hope that its editora
will taks our exposure of iis errora
as cheerfully as they expected the
woman to swallow its strictures as
to thelr supposed “blunder.”
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FRIENDLY NON-*MORION"
CORRESPONDENCE.

THE Asbton Reporier, an English
Junzual which circulates extznsively
in Lancashire and Cheshire, con.
taina lengthy Jetters from ita
American correspondent over the

owns the houss he lives in. The I
Mormons care for thelr own poor,

and their women Lave the euffrage.

Education is well supported, and

in Utah all rellgious sects are toler-

ated. About one-tenth of the in-

babltants are @Gentiles, worshipplrg

God in their own way. Always a

loyal people, the Mormons, on be.

ing told they were expected to fur-

nish a battalion of solciera for Lhe

Mexlcan war, did eo, although the

yoang colony could ill epare the 500

able-bodled men required at that

lime; but they went,.#hlle on the
wiven and children of msny devols.
ed the heavy labors of the farm

while {tbe head of the farm was
abzent.

Apa reward for the moderation
and Joyalty of the Mormons, the
Gentllen ere preferred before them
and eppointed to all offices of emol-
ument and trast, such &3 secretar-
les, marehals, judges, prosecuting
attorneys, land registrars, record-
ere, surveyor: general, cletks of Lhe
ecurts, commissioners, post-office
mail contractors, postal sgents, rev-
enae asgeszors and collectore,superin-
tendent of Indian afiaire, Indian
agencies, Indian supplies, srmy con-
tractors, and a governor, wilh abec-
lute veto power; ia fact, all offices ig
the power of the United States Gov-
ernment to bestow are filled by (en-
tiles from the pmal) minority of one.
tenth.

Surely such treetment ansthe Mor-
mons have been enbjected to must
be promounced by all thinking, rea-
sonmg people to be anjusl; yel more
of the pame yet remains behind. By
the provisione of the Ednaunde bill,
five commiasicners of the United
Btates, appointed by President Ar-
thur, and with the udvice of the
Benate, have been sent to Utah to
crush ont tce plurali marriage sys.
tem, whioh i8 to be done by disfran-
ch\aing all polygamists. What a
subterfoge aud a sham on the part
of the President, the Senate, and all
concerned in carrying out of tke
Edmunds Bill—crush out polygamy,
yel make it legal by the easy com-

llance of the American Divorce

urt. What a plece of doplicity is
this thin eloak of a moral conviction
and eeverely virtnous rentiment,
when such stems as the Onoida com-

signature of *B,” and entitled “1T'wo
Notable Religious Seots o the
United Btates.” The smbject of
#Mormonism’ ja discuesed in tho k-

sne before us, from which we will
make an extract or two, becaure the
correspondence shows how the eub-
Ject Is viewed by many intelligent
persons who neither believe in our
taith nor endorse the cruende againet
us. The letter opens with the an-
nexed paragraph:

$‘Surely we may searcgh in the an-
nals of time In vain for anything
that will bear comparison with the
gudden rice and progress of Mor-
monism in the Unlted Btates; and
thia new religion hzs epread and
flourished abundantly In spite of
persecution the most cruel and
flerce, which began at its birth and
is yet continued in & certain form.”

Then comes & sucoinet ralation of
the rise, travels snd persecutions of

¥ | the Church from Qhio to Missourl,

thence to Illinois andon to the val-
leys of the RockyMouataing,occupy-
ing too much spzce for reproduction
iz thege columns, The letter con-
cludes as follows:

Bshold now tae desert of 35 years
ago. Blooming orchards and gar.
dens greet thecyeeverywhere, com-
fortable cottag.m and farmstesds as
well, Fuarthe:, Utah has a ity un-
rivalled for it: sudden growth. This
ity of the Mormons has a taberna-
cle which will comfortably hold 12,
000 people, or 3,000 more when
slanding room is taken mp; and the
great temple when finlshed will pro-
bably be the moat stupendous eccle-
siastlcal edifice on the whole contl-
nent.

Nature has been the steady friend
of the Mormon slnce his entrance
fnto [tah., HBhe hos given him
mineral wealth, as well as lavishly
repaying the agriculturist, who has
added unwearied industry and ener-
getlc enterprise on his side. The re-
gult of all ia summed up by a reli-
able Gentile when bearing testi-
mony for the Mormons on
& special geeaslon: “Except for the
good counsel prevailisg among the
Mormons, snd the control of Brig-
ham Young over them, the 70,000,
000 worth ot property (petscnal and
real), the sccomulation of 22 years
might to-day have been ashes and &
desert, and the suppositious wealth
in this territory would bave lain
pidden in the mountain ores for over
half-a-centnry.” Bo =aid Q, A,
Townsend in 1870.

Every ninth Mormon, it is sald

munity and other branches of the
eame exist, where omnigamy has
for yeara been winked at, unchecked
by the laws of the United States
Government.

The real object of the Unlted
Btates Government in thus inter-
fereing with the polygamistie an in-
aatiable desire for plunder. Ring
robbing is the order of the day in
this grest country, and ringsters are
openly allowed to acoomplirh thelr
ends without Jet or hinderance. The
evil grows and grows; apd Utah ia
wealthy, therefore a fair matk for
the law.protected swindler. Utah
ie too tempting a balt to be resisted,
and depriving the Mormons of the
righta of cltizenship — oullawing
them, in fact—is the means toan
end which gives a fair open feld to
the legalized robbers.

But a day of reckoning ia yet to
come, Wealth is power; the Mor-
mon is wealthy. Numbters glve
weight to pnwer, and Utah had in
1880 120,283 Mormons, snd their
numbers have largely incressed
since then; yet, for all this, she may
be obliged to bend to the power of
Persecution for a while. But for how
ong?

Mormonism {3 a power in the
United States. Catholiclam 1s a
Power In the United Btates. The
ast have thriven by ‘fostering; the
first has grown and spread uader
persecntion. Thia seema paradoxi-
ca}, yet it is a liviag fact; and both
theee religlous sects are destined ere
long to become independent powers
in the great Republic of America,
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THE OGDEN CITY ELECTION.

THE Ogden municipa! election is to
take place on Monday next, Feb,
12th. It will be a lively affalr, Two
tickets are ptesented to the cltizens
for tbeir suffrages. One is called
the “People’s Tickel” and the other
the **Liberal Ticket.” The firat con-
tains the names of gentlemen, most
of them representative men, noml.
nated at & regularly called conven-
tion of delegates chiosen in the pri-
maries by the great body of the
people, after full, free and animat-
ed discussion over the merits of a
number of candidates whose names
were preiented, The other bears
the names of severa! cltirens of Og-
den who have been known for a
long time in business cireles, and
who have a good reputation, Which

ticket 15 likely to prevail?




