isin order for the Amarican panple'

to glance al another side of a problem
by which for 40 years the nDation has
been vexed.

*The advent of & new religion has
ofien besn heratded by the war cry of
conquest, its Irack marked with ibe
hloody trail of persecution. No little
of the vutery raised againsc the Mor-
mons may be occasioned by the fact
that we are nn better than our prede-
cessors. Always ready to welcome
pensational news gatherers and to
listen te sensational lecturers, the
public palate has been sated at feasts
where recounial of Mormon atrociiies
but whetted the appetite for mors of
the same exciting diet. Is there an-
other side?

#Driven from the populated States
in [847, the foliowers of the new reve-
latiou flad across ths weary plains,
and selecting » spot they called Des-
eret—tihen a region briefly described
by ownitting .the third vowel in its
name—they camped in isvlation from
the buman race. The colonisiz eon-
fenided with hostile Indians, with dis-
sons&ion and lack of the bare necessi-
ties of life; olemnents gensrally fatal o
such enterprises utterly failed to crush
them; an uncient proverb proved a
trmsm; the flock of foolish sheep with
the lion—8righam—for 1ts leader, was
more powerful than Miny a stronger
colony lacking such a head. The
deserl litorally blossomed as the rose;
by the most suceessful systsm of irri-
gation ever devised, a rill of clear,
mountain spring water was brought
1n nature’s own channel—the earth—
not only to each man’s dour, but, after
the fashion which has made tlie valley
of the Nile a garden during thonsands
of vears. that i pid sireawn refreshed
and fortilized the soil.

“Mining was discouraged, gold was
accursed; yei. poor as they were, they
built no almshouse; immoral as rumor
made them, they bad uot a single
penal institution; polygamists, as thay
ware [ree to becomne, In no State of the
Union, then, and to this day, Is simple
housshold fidelity of one man and
one woman to each otuer of observ-
ance so universal. They prospered
most wonderfully. The commusaity
showed no inmances of individusal
wealth, whilst each mnember bad
neither poverty nor riclies.

“To the economist, the cause of such
prosperity was patens; it was plainly
delined in dbeir civie emblem, the
.bee-hive; the eagle 1nay search for
prey, the young Lion tnay roar and
suffor bunger, but the bee’s industry
results in food enough and to spare,
and Lhere were no droues in the Des-
eret hive. That toil, unremitting as it
was, enriched no vyraui, it fattened no
idler; forced to contribute to acom-
mon fund, the citizen kuew that the
‘most distant diversion of tLat fund
was t0 bring new laborers to the vine-
yard; Lhe practice was the reverse of
_ihat against which the me:ropolis of
the day contends. where men Inay be-
come ricn at the taxpayer’s expense.

“To the saint of Utah thrs prosperi-
ty was the smile of the Supreme
Ruler; be their faith celestial revela-
Ation or be it terrestrial delusion, it is
believed, carried into daily practice as
in few other of the rects of Chrisien-
-dom. Iteannot be ignored tliat the
Latier-day Saints are a Protestdht
sect. King James® version is the
Morinon Bible, the Book of Mormon
.ocoupyling a place analogous to that
_assigned by many people in other
lands to the wnrks of the Swedish
meer. Mormonism is Judaism modern-
.ized: its statutes are those of the Musa-
io law; ifa cusmoms and usages mod-
olled on the verses of the Pentateuch;
its domostic life nearer to that of the

| living isaues.
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sarly New England Commonwealth
than any other 1o be found on the
weslgrn continent; the hytns of
Watts, Weslay and others of their
kin constitite the sacred poetry of iis
worshtp.

What then isits criine? Why zhould
we still look with suspicion on the
organizalion? Wherain was it8 avowal
of polygamy a nalional insult? Of
this, little has been writien, despite
all 1he agitation. I'he real éanger from
the Mormon power was that it set
up the olaim to bo 8uperior to the
authority of the United States. This
was the sedition, and therein lay the
germ of rebellion; it was a govern-
ment within a government; the right
to openly take more than one wile,
was but an instance of nullikcation;
the fact of an occasionai ptural mar-
riage was of minor importance com
pared with the assutned authority to
enact a law whleh ould over-ride the
marriage la s of the Uniled Stalea.

““Now that the leaders have dis-
owned the power to nullify national

alatutes, reform shouid be welgomed |.

by the brotherhood of States. It
ought to be assutned that the recom-
niendationhs of the hisrarchy are offi-
cially sincers; anything savoring of
religious persecuilion should be op-
posed by all fair-minded citizens.and il
those of the prevailing religion of Uwah
vield in all civic matters to the rule
of the United States government they
ahould bave the same rights Lo their
temples, their ritual, their ecclesiasti-
eal houses and common funds, and
the same protection in the enjoyment
of such as is granted to the Free
Masons, the Methodists, the Episco-
palians, or any othur corporate body

L~

THE LIVING PRESENT ISSUE.

IN every political ca'npalgn there
is more or leas of excitement, and
lntense partizans frquently run
over the boun ia of prapriety, some
of them transcending the limits ot
truth and eommon sense. ‘There is
uo need for the general puhblie to
foilow them in their acrobatbic vaudt.
ing, nor in their bad manners and
lack of ordinary courtesy. Clitizens
siwould preserve their equilibrium
and thetr imdependence, studyin.
their own and the publie interesis,
an ] using their good judgement in
the exerciso of the elective fran-
chise irrespective of the nonsens
utteredd by sensationanl persous or
papers vu either side.

The “Liberal” vrgan is badly rat.
tled. The drivel that filis up its
editorial eolumna js as stale anu
vapid as it is frothy and nervelesa.
The political agpirations and pere-

grinations of ite  editor have
beew induiged In at the ex-
pense of his  special  page,

and the ruffian left on the trl-
pod exhibits unmistakable symp-
toms of impotett malice and maud-
lin alecoholism. What i8 left of Lis
mind burrows in the misty past,
and his distorted imagination turns
garbled extracts from mouldy
records into present exponents of
It is all in vain. The
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quustion of today is what concerns
the people of Utah,and what tomor.
row will bring forth as jta conse-
quence also concerns thera and
notthe dead coneerns of the long ago.

[he chief present toplc is the
election of a Delegate to Congress.
['hat i3 i:nportant beciuse of the
principles alt stake. We will notb
say with the * Liberal’ candidate,
that *-men are nothing.’’? They are
mueh, as representatives of prined-
ples, an 1 ideas and iuterests. What
would prineiplesbe withont persons?
Mere abwtractinng, withont forge an:k
without effeet. B8Bo while the
principles at stake are of great mo
ment, the question of whos is the
man to represent therm ia ke quea-
tion of the hour.

Houn. John T. CUaine is the Peo-
ple’s eandidate, because he stands
fur the rights of the People. Aund
Lthis mean8 not only the rights of
his own party bul the liberties of
all, no matter what may be -their
party, their race or their creed. He
has demonstrated this in his offgial
career in Congress. No ‘‘Gentile’?
or Hehrew, any more than a “Mor-
moun’’ hes ever appealed te John T.
Calne for his official aid in valno.
He has worked for the intereste of
this Territory, faithfully and con-
tinuously. His bome i8 here. He
is identified with Utal’s welfare,
wholly and perruanently. He knows
the needs of the commonwealth
and understands how to labor to
supply them. He represents that
principle of the People’s Purty plat-
form which demands the greatest
possible frvedom for every individual
sompakible with the general wellare.
He is for the universal liberty of
law. He would deprive no citizen
of his vote, or of any right ot privi-
lege, on account of bis faith or his
politica.

The candidate of the ¢‘Liberal*?
party, C. €. Gond win, has no claim
1puon the puffrages of the puople ex-
cept a8 the paid literary advocate of
the silver interest, and of the dis-
franchisement of the ‘“Mormon’’
voters who have obeyed the laws
and have sworn that they will uot
violate them in future. His ener-
wies—if lte have any heyond those
that are literary—will be devoted
chiefly to the accomaplishment of
the last-named purpose, They will
thus be destruetive in thelr nature
and intent. He will suek, not to
aupport and extend the principles of
buman freedom, but to breik down
aud trample upon the rights of the
majority of the citizens. He will
not and cannot represent the pecple
of Uwih, but only a fraction.



