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Tur press of the United Siates should,
in common justtez and common hon-
esty, investigute the Utah gquestions
pow before the Congress uund the
country. We have ofteu had to reflect
dpon tbe lick of understanding ex-
hibited in most of the editorial re-
-marks magde oga this subject. 1t is
truly deplorable. And there is little
excuse for it, Theibeans of informa-
tion are within ¢asy reach. Thore is no
nced to rest in ignoracce. if the *“Mor-
mon'’ qguestion is of eutlcient public
interest 1o require commnent, it is of
sufficient importance to demand in-
vestigatiun,  Yet influential journals
irequently dilate upon it in a manoer
thag proves to both “‘Marmon” and
. Y‘Gentije,’? that they have not taken
the trouble evern to muster the most
salient points relatiog to it. !

We avk of our contgmporaries toat
they will examine the principsl provi-
sious of the blil iatroduce by
Mre. Edmunds In  tbe Senate and
ulmost epntirely remodeled by Dbir.
Tucker fn tbe Hpuse, and see
how wrong it isin principle and how
thoroughly un-Amencan it would be
in practice. The comipon idea is thut
43 It proposces 10 snppress polygamy
it must be u good bill, and that with
-that end 1D view, some departure from
strictly constitutienal and even. bu-
mane principles may be considered al-
loswable.

But & coreful exanfination of the
measure wil! show that its main de-
sign i8 pot the suppression of polyg-
amy. This Tucker-Edmunds craft s
safling under false colors. The press
und the pubkc are deceived by the flag
flylng at the fore.
prive monogamists 1n Utah of the
vommonest poljtical Trights. It is
chietly a*political scheme.  And jn that
respect it does pot touch polygamy nor
deprive pol 'Eamisls of any power or
position, elr disfrapehisement was
effected by the Act oi March 22, 188,
No bigamlist, polygainist or Pperson

zullty "of anlawful cobubitation can | g

now ' vote or hold aoy office nnder the
UnitddStates oreitherof theTerritories.
No person who believes in the righiful-
ness of eftber of the offenses pumed in
thdt bill can ait on a jur$ lu a prosecn-
tion theretor. The present messure is
not aimed, politicsily, against any per-
sou ilving in polygrmous relations.

1t takes the franchise away from all
women voters without distinction.
Remember, only 1monogamons and un-
marrjed women now hoid the elective
tranthise 10 Quab. The new biil does
ot propose, then to take.dt away from
anyoue on the pretext that she isa
polygamist_or . the wife of a po!!y-
pamist.  Perhaps some of the
thoyghtless  endirsers the bili
witl' show ws bow polygamy
18 to be suppressed by the disfran-
chisemsut - of wmwonogamists, And
whether they believe in the propriely
of. woman suffrage or pot, perhaps
they wiil think a litle as to she justice
and political morality of forcibly de-
priviog & whole class of citizens -who
pave éxercised the franchise for sev-
euteen years, of LR18 vested right,with-
out pracess of 16 .

The bill further takes awgy from
monogamous and nnmarried male citiz
zeus af-the Territory, the rizht to vote
for suy territorizl, district, ¢ouniy znd

recinct ofiger, except menibers of the
ower House of ihe Leglslutonre and the
Delegnte 1o Congress. It veats in the
President of the United  States
aoul the Goverunor of the
Territory the right of :ppointment
of u]l 1e locel oflicers down t 4 con-

of

. siaille and a policeman. 'The people

who pay thelaxesare to have ng volce

in, she-manser of their collection ord
disbursement. The clitizens who ajyne

are affected by purely local arranie-

ments withiu thelr resﬁectlvc counties,

are Lo hive no hand whatever in thefr

management,

Kor directing the election of one
Dzlegate to Congress, and twenly-six
Represontatives to the local Legigu-
tare occurring only once intwo years—'
usclearly explained by the Delevate In
4 Jatter to the New York Post-=tive
¢ammisdioners appolnted by the Pre-
sident aud Senate are to be paid out of
the United Stutes Treasury, with their
agsistants, amounts azyreyatiug 63,000
ayear! Toelr oflfice was created by a
bitl which recoznized the election by
the people of alithe local officinls, but
the proposed bill does dway with near-
Iy atlthe Comumssioners’ duties and
con%!nues their office with its ¢por-
mous vuiolumenis. The Uweh Com-

mission was almost entirely useless|lor' some other reason for the extra-

from the firss, but under the new Bill
ita existence will be a burlesque on
free gpvernmcnt and a scandalous
squandering of public money, 8o ob-
vipus as to necd no denunciation
Qurs. .

Itisa bill te de-’

And
of | tbe;dapnger Is in the Churcii controlling
t,he state. If they ¢zamine this spec-

The bill furtber proposes to disln-l
corporate two corporations, organised
ior legltimate’business purposcs con-
pected  with' an  estublishmant of
religion, and open the way
for  robbery and spoliation up- |
der celor of law. The focerporation
of the Church of Jesus Christof Lat- |
ter-duy Safuts. was Elmpli'
give that religlous body a legal status,
for' the Arupsaction of its business, the
holcing und disposition of property
belonging to the soclety, aud the path-
ering of fts members from distant
laces. [ts disipcorporation by legig- |
atlve act is u yross violation of right |
&5 well ag of lony recogolzed priuciples
of jurisprudence. Every relivious es-l
tatlishment has the right tb incorpor-
ate ander the laws of this Territory,
angl Congress has no more legitimate
aathority to disjncorporate one Church

| than znother. If tbis is not lnterfering

with reiigious liberty, then the words
ré without meaning.

The bilt proposes to make the hose-
bapnd and wife compctent switnesses
azainst cach other In certain instances;
tu igive autbority for. the issuance ol
atichments for witnesses withouta
previous subpazna; to pive
States Marshuls and their deputies
powerto uct ns Sheriffs, constables,
£t0., and thus introde into theRmper
sphere of the locul officiaia.
Proposes, b,y 4 test oath, tq exclude
“Mormons’ who belleve in but.do not
practice plural imarrisge from voling
and jury service and oflice holdlng.
“I'ne words **Mormon' and “‘belie:”

word ed 48 Lo bave this effect without
suxing it indterms.

In short, the bill intends, und was
framed with the purpose, 1o estzblish
an oligercly io Otan, in such a way
that a small mipority, controlled by a
few cunnivg and greedy adventarers,
sball be put into the oflices which they
could never obtain by the republicun
means of choice at the polls; andto
ciear the way to the property of the
“plormon® Church, the valoe of which
ha.s been enormousfy exagygerated; and
all for place and piunder on the part ot
the local intrizuers snd for popularity

ud it -

are ot inserted in the oath, but it 13 8o |

ious plea aud eequire into the facts
they  find thut fm Utsn, political
affairs are mapaged as in  otber
parts  of the coupntry, with
the exceplions that among the
great majority the oflice secks the
win and pot the man the office, and
that rupi and rowdyism, inscparable

an act to’| with popular politicy, are entirely ox- {cause, Ifat no time are

ciuded from the Utlah orgunimtlonl

embodyluﬁ ejzhit-tenkhs of tue popu-
ia}tion-au kpnown &8 the lYeopiv's
Bt

M dricn e held, delegates to a
convention are there selected by the
cluzens, a ticket is formulated and

drscussed  uwd  settled upon by
the coovention, and on election
deys the legul voters - udl
polygumists  being ' excladed —go

to tue polls quictly and deposit
completely secret bullots in scaled,
unituris envelopes furmshed by the
election judges, und thus votefor those
wlow they desirg to Le placed in of-
fice, These facls beip:r beyond dis-
pote, the inquirles nunturslly want to
know why these people shoulg be dé-
prived of the right wehoose thelr own
lwcal otlicials to attend to their own

United {local business, and why all thig power,

belonging of right Lo the people,
showuld be vesied in one man wuo ls to
them wholly irresponsible.

They are told by thc conspirators
agsinst the peace of the Territory thay,
w tell the uutb'golygumy really cuts
pno fignre in lﬁ mnatier, but thede
‘‘Morinons’’ vote as they ure com-
manded by the heads of tne Church.
Iuvestigetion, if further pursned, dis-
closes tbe lact that this is simply an
upproved, and as far ascan be ascer~
tuined an cutirely groundless asser-

tion. 'The people who deposit the
ballots are npot uware of re-
cciving uny suach command, and
ell  they Eknow about 1t s
what they hear their e¢nerles

say on the subject. They can vote Jubt
as tney choose, they du vote us ibev
choose, and nobody can tell how they
votle or lur whom they vote unless they
clhivose to tell 1t, and, further, no ooe
usks then how they voted or mskes

on the part of the congresslonal tools
and manipulators.

As for polyzamy It simply re-enacts
the old pepuity that has bLeen pre-
scribed for twenty-five years, walle It
puit 2 preminm upon sdultery. The
old angeew imprisonment for palyg-
amy i89ke years, for adultery the new
bill prescribes three montha! It isa
very moral biii 1s it not? It creates a
new offense culled “polyzamous asso-
ciation,’ but o mortal can tell what
it means or how it wlli he cunstruoed
by the courts; but as it ig likely to b
wolked in Utab, 1t would put . man)
the, penitentiary for five years and
wuke bim forfelt flve hundred doliars
for sbaking hands with a plural wife
and the mother of Lis chlldren, even
if he Ifad ceesed to live with her, anu
puis the very extréme punisbment of
the vilest adnlterer ot .three mouths
imprisonment and one hupdred dellars

€

No wonder tiie promoters of the bill
forced it through the House under the
wag role of the previcus question. Let
it be opce critically exsmived aand the
nress will see why po almendmeuts

were  allowed or discussion of the
details ot the Eill permitted. 1t
will be wunderstood why It was

not inquired toto, section by section,
bnt bullabulloed into passuge, mob
fashion.

A scbeme that cennot bear ventila-
tion end calin deliberation i a Jeyislu-
tive-body onght to be viewed with
suspicion. i it had not becno alwed
avainst ihe unpopular *‘Mlorwons,”
the very inannger of its pressure would
nave causcd doubtas to its propriety.

Let the press .of this nation
logk lnto the  bill spd dis-
cover it infumies, and then

let those editors who have moral cour-
age enough Lo defend the rizht and ex-
puse the wrong 1o {aee of public fx-
norauce and®prejudice, comy wut jike
men and denounce the vilainous un-
Alerican, anti-repoblican, foti-dem-
ocrutic scheme {for place and plunder
with the rivorous condemnation that
it 80 richly deseives.

—_— o

THE PRIESTHOOD IN POLITICS.

Tin: ndvoeates of repressive and co-
ergive leglstation for Utab have two
special pleas, which they use alter-
nately» as occasjon requires. Ouels
that polyga must be put down at
any cost and that nnconstltational
»measures are justiflable with this end
in vlew. When it is shown that the
legisiation preposed glves vo assor-
apce of eccomplishiag,this purpose,but
is rather o political expedient for the |
disfrapohisement of the monogamous
majority, the other plea is brozght inte
use: it §s that polykamy is not the
chiref trouble in Utalh but'the influcnce
of the prevailibe religion In poiitics.

‘Chinking people who take the troubje
% inform themselves on the Utah
qnestlon instead of joining in the gen-
eru) clamor which precludes lavesti-
euation, very soon perceiva the fact thut
the polygamy cry s but popular
Lhumbag. It is raised to shnt off
digenssion and justify wrong. They
see that-a bill to disfranchise mon-
ogamists I8 u singular method of sup-
pressinyg polygainy, They look then

ordinary, and, at least, quest.im:l:mleI
metbods resorted to for the political
spbjugation of au entire community,
ey are gravely informed that

any {uss ubout {t except the {few mallg-
niats  who cunpot countrol aifali-
through the baliot and thereloze clamos
W bave 1t ubolished.

What  ground, then, remains
for the c¢omplaint that the preat,
overpowering aod radical grievance
that ealls for drastic remedies
is the dowinance of tue Charch in lo-
cul polttics? It is simply and ooly
this: Men who bave jufluence in
the Church, 1n some instances take an
active part in politics. It i3 natural
that if they are respected 1o one capu-
clty they wili be i1 the other, becuuse
the great mujority of voters are mem-
bers of the Church. And in the so-
called “*Mormon” Church rehglon is
viewed a8 gowething more than senti-
ment. 1t is Jooked npon as com-
Dining  faith with ractice. It
conlains ruies of hving as  wel
43 tenetd for - pelieving., And a true
Latter-day Sualnt considers that his
whbole life nnd 118 scts should be gov-
vroed and directed by the precepts wnd
influence of the relimoa which he pro-
tesses. Tnus, theéna man whose ex-
periehce, stability und standiong in the
Church entitle bis opinions to respect,
Js likely to huve considerable influence
with his npelghbors if ne is permitted
to take part 1n local politics,

The question, then, and the only
reul question lefs te” be considered,
is tue rignt of jeading men in
the Church to take an active practical
Interest in the affalrs of Stace. ‘Che,
coercion part of 1he objection may be
dismissed ab once, a¥ undumonstrable
and contrary o the evidence; apd we
witl add, here, that jo 18 entirely un-
1rue, and simply absurd because im-
possible under the circums:tances. |

To declde on this matter tntelligent-
Iy, it wust be understood that the
““sormos Priesthood,’” ubout which
sonlany fvohsh thiogs dre sald, in-
cludes ™ uoearly el the adult
male members ot the Churcl.
The power of the Prlesthood, then,
actually mesvs tbe power of-the peo-
ple.. But of course there are presiding
wuthorities and mnen who ure lendiog
spirite in this body,of Churchmen.
LBut even they sre nsuplly gentlemen
who sre engaged 16 soras business or
occupation of a secular characier by
which they make their living, aud are
not -exclusively Clergymen llke the
pricsts andlgreuchem of most relizious
socfeties. They are of the people and
with the people, and their loterests are
as closely identitied with the public
laterest a8 those of 4ny lay member or
non-*Mormon."

On these grounds we. inaintzin that
the leading 1men in the Church of Jesus
Chirist of Latter-day Suints have {'ust
a8 mnch rignt to a voice in local politi-
cal affajrs »8 other men.§and if, with-
out using any unlawful or coercive
weasures, they cun induce others to
vote as they vote,to adopt thejr views,
to sustain ‘the ticket whbick they con-
sider best at any local elegtion, they
are justiy, fairly and lawfully entitled
to use that icfinence, and no one can
rationzlly deny their right to do
80. Why should a DMethodist
preacher be permitted 1o use
nis influence in politics, and a *“Mor-
mon’’ Elder be excluded? Why should
o Catholic priest re allowed 1o advise
Cazholics in regard to measnres and
candidates, and a **dlornion’’ priest be
muzzled? Why should religion be shut
out of politics and every citizen but
one who teuches the bighest truths be
wiven fnll liberty, while the lutter isto
be tongue-ted and manacled on mat-

hearers?
On this important subjet the Cath-

olic World says;

ters that vitally sffect him and his | bores longitudinally.

“If law sbould be based npon the
principles ot justice, the-uuthorized
exponents of these prfnciples must not
be denied a volce in legigiation. If the
civil code* i3 Intended pro *bono
publico in its constroction,
ou cannot ignore those whose
ived are dovoted to the dsame grand
as3ions Bo
turbulent 881ip the political cgmpaign,
the minister oi Him whe culmcd: the
winds and the waves must not be out-
lawed from the sceue. The civil stute,
like every other good gift, comes from
God. Iis principles are divive, and
though their application may be hn-
man, still Its exalted force mustnot be |
forgotten. It is, then, s fulse maxim
that shuts out the winister of religion-
presuming hls religion to be the trues
one—from the arena of politica.And the
fclergyman who resigns bis right toa
volce in the povernment ot bls country |
is false to his prolession.

gional ministers of religiot, how much
more pertinent is it to th
who live by other pursnits, bot are
leaders and preschers among their co-
religionists? We claim that a citizen
joses no politicil right by being or-
dained an Apostle, nor by an appoint-
ment to preside in any ecclesiustical
capacity. ke has just as much right
to vote and to gaio voies, tO €Xpress
his opinious and lufiuence others 10 see
48 he sees. a8 any lawyer, doctor, edl-
tor, or merchzant, and may be llstenedl
to und heeded on political questions,
almost, If not quite as closely, esa
bar-room bummer, & professional
stump-orator, a chrounie ofiice-hnnter
or g “Liberal' and infldel freedomn-
shrieker.

But the infemous theory is unblusls
ingly advanced that gll tbe local polit-
fcal power wwuit be wrested from the
huands of the **Mormons,”’ because they

are supgosed to tollow the udvice of
men whom they believe to be their
best friends apnd are compe-
tent to guide them i an
emcrgency, in preference to the
cunspirators against their liberties
whom tuey ntterly despise, In other

words, the mipority, including the
wolst elewents of society, the hablitues
of the prisons and jails, the frequent-

bubituel law-breakers and the non-
taxpaylog invelghers against taxation,
capuot paiu control of the Territory
nor agy part of it because of pau-
city of npumbers,. god so they
are working with all their might
to deprive the mafjority of
all political power whatsoever- And
clergymen and congressmen are faliing
into their trup and aidiog them im
bringing about this infamy.

This I3 1he situation exactly; this is
the present **Mormon'’ question in a
nutshell. Let the falr and candid press
and people of the country consider and
tben decide, and let thélr vplce be
heard on the slde of reason cud right,
no matter how much the mob may de-
claim aguinst the infiuence of religion
1m politics.

THE “TEREDO NAVATIS."?

SaX FraNoisco is unqnestionablythe
most magnltlcent city of the Pacific
Coast, whuse bankers wod mercbant
princes, clad {n purple snd fuoe liven,
fare sumptuously every day, &nd vie
with cach other in the Bplendor of
their establishments, while throngh
her Golden Gate pours the wealth of
two hemtsphercs. Yet she Jis pot
bappy. There i3 & worm grawing at
her vitals which defies all jthe efforts
of lher pgreat medicine men. (Sbhe
has been persecuted at various
times with Chinese cheap labor, with
sand-Jotters, hoodlums. strikers and
simiar afflictions, and pow she I8
troubled with worms. It would seem
time enough under ordinary clream-
stances to wait untfl her demise before

age and ihe wofflk are taking time by
the forelock. T ame of the partic-
ular worm referres to is the ‘l'eredo.
It i8 & welt known fact that consider-
abie of the property of San Franclsco,
inclnding the wasrves, is bulit on plles
driven into the mud oi the harbor. It
seeins that these zre pelng gradually,
yet surely caten away by the Teredo,
involving u loss estimated'at $2,000,000.
Every conceivable device hus been em-
ployed in order to. prevenl these rav-
ares. Plles have been coated with
asphatlt and agbestos, Portlandcement
impregoated with poisonous chemj-
cals, retined naptha, covered with ger-
micide painot, etc.; and still the Teredo
cobtinues to bore tbem 80 fuli of holes
that they can be kpnocked to pieces
with an ordinary boat hook.
This formidable  destrover is
described by Marden Manseh, engineer
of the State hartor commission of Ssn
Francisco, as a headless mollusk
with a nearly cyijndrical body ranging
from a few inches to thirty-six inches
in lengthy and from omne quarter to
three quarters of an inchb_in diameter.
The body s nearly gelatinons and
travereed by severul tubes serving as
an intestinal canal for tramsmitiing
the excavated wood, for Introdoncing
tvater and perhaps air. The anterior
end is encasedin a pair of calcareous
serui-spheroidal cutters, which are
hipged snd firmly connected and ope-
rated by a tough reddish-brown mus-
cle. It attacks across the grain but
It enters just
above the mud apd works up to above

4 low wetér mark. In color itis a dingy:

white and in smell ntteriy revolting.

¢rs of the lowest and vilest haunts, the-

mnaking the ntmﬁbut this 13 a fast|{ 8

DESPOTISM IN A REPUBLIC.

Tug Boston Hergld commenting edi-
torially on *‘The Mormon BIll,"” calis
it **an exceedipgly siringent measure,
admits that jt may®! be said to deprive
the peuple of the Territory of those
personal rights which all American
citizens are supposed to possegs,"”
but adds:**There seems to be nb means
b¥ which an pndesirable social and
religlous Bystem jcan be eradicated by
government cxcept by despotic methods

and the “Mormon’? bill ungnestiosably
comes under such ciassitication.’ And
the only jastilication the Herald can
offer jor this “despolic,’” stringent,
“special lecislation against an' unde-
sirable socizl and religious systewn, 18
that the Qonstitution *expressly re-
serves republican  government o the

1f this is true fo regard to profes- | States, Bud givesdo Congress a rigt—

u right that it bus hitherto cautiously

e easa of wen| exercised—io govern the Territories in

s0ch & manner as it sees fUt.'*

It is strange that the sbsurdity in-
volved in the last sentence guoted
from the Heruld shouid receive any
coontenance from thijuking men. To
beginiwith, it is not true. The Con-
stitution confers ne such power wpon
Congress, elther in terms or by impli-
cation. It says nothing about Terri-
tories. No such form of guverthment
is alluded to fn that instrument for
the perpeiuztion :of republican
insthutions, It bes be Ttw
peatedly shown that the : clause
respecting  ‘‘the territory  and
other property of the United States
for the disposal of .which Congress ls
nugxorizeu to “*muke all peedful rules
und regulattons,’ means United Btates
land. "It contains not the Bligitest
allusfon to political covernment, It
relutes to the disposition of the pubiic
domain. It bears upon that *‘property

be located. Thbat includes the publie
lands in the Swutes us well a8 outside
their boundarles. The powerd grunted
iu that clanse, then, are no diferent
a8 regards ‘‘the territory and other
property of tbe United States” in sn
organized State ot the Unpion, ihan
their “territory and otber property,’’

ized, whether that territory is inhabit-
cd or uninhabited. It relates to land
and not 10 people, lor the citlzens of
the United States are not the *‘proper-
ty*’ of tbhe United States. i

If, then, under the clause of the Con-
stitution so0 often queted as conferring
the extrgordinary powels clalined for
Congress, that body is authorized
to - legisiate directly for the
People a3 well 43 the land, it can legs-
late directly for the inmbabitants ol a
State wbo dwell on the public lands,
and that would be in direct violatien
of many express provisions of the
Constitutiou and would <esiroy oneof
its chief ends and designs., 1o The
clause cited there is notblng more pro-
vided in regarded to the cliizens out-
slde of a1 Statz than to those inside of
a State, nor to land in u Stute, a Terri-
tory, or the publi¢ demain wlthout an
organlzed gavernment.

T'o seek for those absolute powers
over human beings assumed by Con.
gresg, we must look to.some other
part of the Constitution than the

despotism and apologize for tyrunny.
The only grant to Congress of the
right to “exclusive legislation’ in all
cases whatsoever,'” Is in pegard to
tue District of Columbia and the ar-
sepaly, dockyards snd similar public
works belonging to the Government.
There is nothing else of the kind in
the whole document defining and
Limiting tiie suthority of Congress.
Mr. Tucker, in defénding tbre Injam-
ous measgre wbich bears *his nume,
quoted tbhe Constitution as conferring
these wonderful powers 1o a repubiic,
in the clause which gives Congress the
right *'to take all laws which sball be
necessary and proper for carrying into
execution the foregoing powers, and
il other powers vested by this Covnsti-
tution in the Government of the United

tutes  or in any depariment
thereol.”” He thea  proceeded
to argoe that ‘sbhe power of

Couﬁresa to govern the ‘Werritories
clearly spriogs from these clauses of
uiu: Conpstitution by irresistible deduc-
tion. '

What low, and what logic! Examine
‘this-ianguuge microscopically und ana-
Iyticully und see if you can discover
4 single sddition of power in it except
to pass laws to carry 'into effect au-
thority previously specifted, "The Con-
stituilon, having detined the powers of
the General Govérnment and declared
that they were to be couflned to the
lHmits marked out, simply authorizes
the paosssge of laws or the
execution of those powers. If, then,
there .Js no soch authority a8 that
claimed tn'the body of She instrument,
there certainly is none in this ciause.
It the advocateés of absolutismm have
tc rush to this execntive proviston for
support to their couge, they have to
rest UpOn VACANCY:

But suppuse thit by 1 species of de-
duction violating all rules of reason~
ing, and by assuming somethibg that
does notexiston the ground ipat 1t

ought to be ithere, it is estab-
hgned in practice than Con-~
gress  has the right  under

the Constituiion to legislate directly
tfor the Territories, Is there anything
in that icstrument uwtborizing Con-
gress to govern them **in such manner
u$s it sees ft?'? 1f 0, where is it? The
Herald says tbe Constitution “‘ex-
Pressly reserves repnblican govern-
ment to the States.” Wecan tind no
such reservation, express or lmplied.
It says *“‘the United States ashall guare

of the United states” wherever it may -

where no Btale goveroment id orgun- -

cluuse so otten reiied upou to justify -



