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in tormer times some enthusiasts
among the Mormons believed (aod
some, perhaps, still believe) that the
Kingdom has already coime, and the
reign of the Saints has already be
gun in Zion; fulfilling the prophetic
oracles of the Book of Daniel and
the Revelations of 3t. John; aud it
will be seen upon what theory the
Mormons ate charged with dis
loyalty to the civil authority,
especially as it is ctaimed that they
are bound to obey the head of their
church, just as it has been main-
tained that the Catholics are bound
to vbey the Pope of Rome.
Accordingly, at an early day io
Missouri, about the time Govern:r
Boggs issued his Herald-like procia-
mation that all the Mormons should
be exterminated, when one of the

Saints was on trial before a Dogberry.

justice of the peace on a charge of
“‘treagon,” the prisoner was asked
the question, **Do yeu helieve in the
Book of Dauiei?”? 'Che prisoner an-
awered in the affirmative. *Put
that down,’? said the justice to his
clerk, that is evidence of freason.”

However, the leadiug Mormuna of
this day hold with other demnomi-
nations that the “Kingdom*’ is yet
to #come.”?

Again, there were troublous times
in Utah between thirty and forty
years ago, growing out of a conflict
in the jurisdiction of the courts. An
army was pent out by President
Buchapan in 1857. In this ““Mor-
mon war,”* [ believe, nobody was
hurt—and Brigham Young sent out
his hosts to meet the irvaders with
the extraordinary order that ‘‘no
blood be shed.” Under the excite-
ment many intemperate speeches
and threats were made by Brigham
and others.

The “Mormons’ avow their fealty
to the government under che con-
stitution, which they say isof divine
origin; and during my seven years
sojourn in Ulab there was no at-
tempt,and there did not appear to be
the slightest disposition, to raise an
insurrection or oppose the execution
of the laws by force.

But it is true that from time to
lime they criticised the judges of the
courts and other Federal officers,
charging them with violating the
law, and crueity and injustice in its
adipinistration. For example:

The Federal judges in Utah a few
years ago made ar extrandinary
decision in the application of what
was - called “Begregation.’’ The
third section of the so-called Ed-
munds act of 1882 makes it an in-
dictable offense for any male
person to cohabit with more
than one woman,and fixes the maxi-
mum punishment at a fine of $300
and imprisonment for six months.
But the judges invented a new doc-
trine and ealled it **Segregation,”’

the gist of which is that, if 2 map |

had been living with 'twe or more
wives for three years, the period of
the statute of limitations, the grand
jury might “segregate,” that is,
divide up the three years into
periods of a year, a mouth, a week
or a day each, and bring in a separ

ate indictment for each of these
tigpgregated’” periods; so that the
three years being ‘‘segregated”” into
periodsof one day each,tite offender,
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for three years’ contionuvus cohabi-
tatinn, might be indicted 1095 tiines,
with cumulative finesand imprison-
ments amountiong to $328,590 fines
and 547 years apd six mooths im-
prisonment.

This doctrine was applied in niany
cages. The Mormons criticised it as
contrary to law, apnd against the
whole course of judicial decisions,
in similar cases, both in LEngland
anod A merica, and that by a sort of
judicial legislation, the judges
sought to punish & man an indefi-
nite number of times for uvie of-
fense in viciation of the Coustitu-
tion. But the judges gave no heed
to thege *‘disloyal’’ complaints and
went on ‘‘segregiating’’ antil the
Supreme Court of the United States
reversed the cases and decided that
the Moriuons were ri_ht, and the
Utah judges were wrong. In
gn4ow, 120, U. 8. 8. C. Rep., page
74,

Another c¢nse of Mormon dis~
loyalty?® occurred in the autumn of
1882. A majority of the Utah com-
mission decided that a man was not
entitled to be registered us a voter
who had married a plural wife sub-
sequent to July 1, 1862 (the date of
the passage of the Hrst act concern-
ing polygamy) although all his
Wives, ot all but one, had died from
ten to twenty years before.

The Mormouns were so disioyal
that they criticised this ruling as ab-
surd, unreagopable and covtrary to
law. ¢How,”’ they asked, *‘can a
man be a4 polygamist who has oo
wife ut all?”

T'his doctrine, however, continued
to be enforced by the commission
for over two years, and mnany of the
leading citizens were denied the
right to vote or hold oitice (among
them Wm. Jennings, the mayor),
although they had had npo more
than one wife for many years. Fin-
ally, after the ctstomary “law’s
delay,” the Supreme Court of the
United States decided that this rul-
ing of the comn:ission was errone-
ous. Murphy vs. Ramaey et al. 115,
Bupreme Court Rep, page 15.

Another rare spccimen, @ Dew
variety of the scarabeus segrega-
tionis of Ulah, was examiped, dis-
sected and immelated by the Unit-
ed Mtates Supreme Court in the
case of Hans Neilsen, 181 United
mStates Supreme Court Rep., page
176. ‘

Ervor No. 4. There is a general
misapprebension in the public mind
in regard to the extent to which
polygamy is practiced, und also as
to its present status.

Of the whole Mormou populaiion
in Utah only a very smali per cent
ate in polygamy; and of the adnlt
maleg,  froin 85 o 95 por cent
are oot hving iua polygsmous rela-
tion.

But, before proceeding further in
relation to the present conditivn
io regard to polyzamy, I will give
my splution of the very natural and
reazonable query: **How did it come
to pags that a people so intensely
devotional and religlous and pos-
aesged of 80 many good qualities
should have accepted the creed apnd
practices of polygamy, so repug-
nant to European and American
civilization ???
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For a right understanding of this
question it is necessary to consider
the Mormun doctrine of “‘continu-
ous 1evejation,”’

They believe, a8 before stated, in
the revelations of Muses and the
I'rophets, as recorded in Lthe Oid
Tesiament, and also in the “gift of
prophesy,?” as promised in the
New Testurnent, “to them who bi-
lieve,??

They say that from the daye of
the Patriarchs of Isrsel down to the
revelations of Johp on the Isle of
Patmos, after the death of Christ,
there was a long line of prophets,

at different ages and through many
centuries, auch as Danpiel. Israel,
Jeremiah, Habakuk, Nahum,and so
vn. They declare that it is not
consiatent with the divine wisdom,
after centuries of communication
from the Celestial Kingdom through
the prophetic oracls, mankind

apd enclosed as with a canopy of

,above.

Accordingly, when Juseph Smith
appeared and was accepted as a
“‘prophet, seer and revelator’® in
‘these latter days,”’ and proclaimed
the *dispensation of the fulness of
times,’’ the revelations claimed to
have been received by him were ae-
cepted by his followers as emana-
tions from his diviue will. These
‘‘revelations? are printed io a book
entitled the “Book of Doctrine and
Covenants,” and among thent is
one sauctioning a plurality of
wives. This is the reai origin of
polygamy among the Mormons; al-
though the example ol Abraham,
Isaac and Jacob, David and Sole-
mon amd other noted personages
among the chosen people made it
easier for the Mormons to accept
the modern ‘‘revelation;’’ and yet
when the doetrine was first publicly
promulgated in Salt Lake City in
1852, it wag received by many of
the “Baints’’ with reluctance or
aversion. However, the power and
influence ¢f Brigham Yonng were
so potential, and the confidence of
the people in him, asa wise law-
giver and 2 Prophet, was so great,
that polygamy was nccepted asa
part of the creed.

Mormons have long fereseen that
the practice of polygamy must
eventuaily be abandoned, and since
the death of Brighamw Young in
1877 there has been a coustantly ip-
creasing digposition among the peo-
pleto unload this incubus fromtheir
shoulders. The difficulties in the
way of an imnmediale change in
this respect can be readlly imag-
ined.

Three years ago, however, impor-
tant eteps in this direction were
takken by a great majority of the
Mormun people. Anact of Congress,
which took effect on March 3, 1887,
required of every voter, a8 a cun-
dition precedent to registration, that
he should mske au affidavit. declar-
ing, among other thiogs, that he
would oot enter the polygamous re-
lation nor commit formication or
adultery, and that he would oot aid
or abet, counsel or advise others to
commit any of such offenses,

seerg and ievelators, who appeared

should have been suddenly culb off, -

brass from all further light from

But sagacious men amnong the



