Bettle for ever the agitations which
have deterred its more extensive in-
Vestment. Statehood is the great
tasentinl to this settlement and that
assuranee, and Utah can never ex-
pand into the proper measure of its
Power and dignity while hampered
with the swa,gdling clothes of Terri-
torial infancy.

The claims of Utah te the rights
and privileges of statehood are indis-
Putable, and have never been de-
nied except for two rensons. When
Beeking admission on former occa-
Hlong her delegntes have received
for answer from gentlemen of both
parties: ‘I’rovide in your constitu-
tion agninst the practice of poly[f-
amy, and there can be no possible
objeetion to your application’ This
demand has been complied with.?

The speaker then related the his-

tory of the Constitutional Conven-

tion, and rend the provisions of the
Utuh Constitution relative to polyg-
amy and the ratification thereof,

¢ read the path taken by the mem-
bers of the Convention and the peo-

le who voted for the Constitutlon.

© showed that they were not
Polypamists nor persons who in-
inded to become such. He also
read the marringe law passed at the
Inst session of the Utah Legislature,
and said:

“President Cleveland has In-
formed the Congress and the coun-
try, in his recent Imessage, that
Molygamy is practically a thing of
the pnst in Utah. Alithe evidences
£0 to establish this. There have

‘n no convictions for pelycamy
Jor p long time. The Federnl judges
and other officials admit thisto be a
fact. The cases that are being prose-
cuted,and have been heralded fo the
Country for two or three years past,
Are not for mewly contracted polyg-
4mous marriages, but for ‘unlawful
Cohabitation;’ that is, the associn-
tion of men with plural wives whom
they marrjed many years nge. Un-
der the peculiar construction of the
statute by the Utah courts, associn-
tion that would be fectly inno-
cent if the partles did not claim the
marrisge relationship is deemed a
Violation of the law, although there
may be no actual eohabitation or
living together.

It is this specles of prosecution
which keeps up the appearsnce of o
Perpetuation of polygamy in Utah.
The relation between a “Mormon®
and his wife, or wives, is vlewed by
the parties as eternal,  Even if the
man does not live with his plural
Wife, he s in duty bound to support
her and her children, ns the bond

tween them is of a religious char-
&cter. \What can these men do with

he women whom they couscien-
tiously regard before heaven as their
Wives for time and cternity? They
cannot eat them, like the New Zea-
lnnd eonvert to Christianity. They
tannot promise to ‘obey the law?
Under i{s present remarkable con-
Bruction. “Yet it is these cases—in
Which the partics are chiefl ¥ elderly
Persons and hove in many instances
Contracted their polygamous rela-
tions bofore there was 8 lnw of the
land’ forbidding pelygnmy—that are
10y eited by the opponents of
Statehood for Utah as proofs that
bolggamy is still a Yiving issue.
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Recently thers has heen & more
rational and humane policy in the
punishment of this offense than pre-
vniled formerly in the courts of
Utali. The unprecedented construce-
fion of the law remains, however,
having been established by the SBu-
preme Court of the Territory. Polyg-
amy, then, that is, the marrying of
more wives, eannot be shown to
have n present existence in Utah,
not to be now even as frequent as
bignmous cnses in otber parts of the
country. There is positively no
proof whutever of newly contracted
polygamous marriages. This state-
meat is confirmed by the testimony
of Judge Carlton and Gen. McCler-
nand of the Utah Commiasion, and
?m‘;‘ éecent.ly been endorsed by Judge

udd.

The special report of the Attoraey
Genernl tw Congress shows that
there have been only ten convic-
tions for polygamy since the passnye
of the Kdmunds Act of March ?5,
1882, and for unlawful cohabitation
500. When it is remembered that,
in additlon to the ordinary facilitics
for criminal prosecution,the govern-
ment possesses the extraordinary
powers conferred by acte of Con-
gress to exclude from the jury every
person shown to have any bellef in
go ganly or symguthy with the

efendant—to attnch witnesswes with-
out a previous subpoens, nnd com-
pel thelr immmedinte attendance; to
permit the legal wife to testify
agalnst her husband; to compel the
attendance and testimony of the al-
legred plural wife, the children and
neighbors of the defendant; to em-
ploy a horde of 1narshais possessing
all the powers of peacc officers to
deteet, obtnin evideiee ngainst, and
arrest violators of the antl-polygamy
laws; and backed by a strong but
uninformed publie sentiment which
Justifies any extremes against n
polygamous suspect-—is it not con-
clugively evident that thuse statis-
tics are u full showing of the propor-
tions of the polygamous conditions
now existing in Utah? Is it net
almoest impossible, under these ex-
troordinary. provisions and powers
thatan offender should eacape? A nd
with these figures as the result of
six years® diligent and relentless
prosecutions, how can the reckless
statements of our opg)onents that are
made coneerning the prevalence of
poly y in Utnh be considered
anything less than monsirous exay-
gerations or wilful perversions of
the truth?

The other ohjection isthat in Utah
the Church and the state are united,
or that a “hicrarchy” dominates
civil affairs,. No cvidence is offered
in support of this objection, except
that the ‘Mormon?®’ people usunﬁ)y
vote the same tickef, and that the
efforts of the opposition to break this
political unity are 1pru.cti('u]]y futile.

The weakness of the inference that
this union is the result of priestly
cocreion is exhibited in the fact that
the minority who make the com-
plaint are nlso compnctly unifed
agninst the majority. They sink
the common differences of 11nu'ty
politics to join in n eoncerted attack |
on a majority they wish to divide.
But, failing tobreak the ranksof the
enenly, vhey resort to misrepresenta-

*Church, and
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tion, and strive to destroy the very
liberty of which they are the pre-
tended champions. They would
have Utah governed by a Legisla-
tive Commission and strike the bal-
lot from the hands which will not
support their measures and their
candidates.

The next point tnken up was the
Governor’s report to the Becretary of
the Int.erior,in which he declared
that the ‘“Mormon’’ Church was
absolutie in political and civil af-
fairs, and in proof asserted that the
m'ticies of incorporntion of Z. C. M. 1.

rovided that no person not a mem-

r of the Church could become a

stockbolder. Mr. Richardseflectual-
ly disposed of this by produeing an
aflidavit from the Superintendent of
the Institution that no such pro-
vision existed, citing the namesa or
Gentiles holding stock, with the
amount held by cach, and produc-
ing the orlginal articles of incorpora-
tion with subscquent amendments.
He also presented “the stntement of
the Buperintendent of Halt Lake
Gag Worke, in proof thiat the Gov-
crnor’s statemeut was false that the
“Mormon*? Church ‘*bullt and oper-
ated gos works.”” The Governor’s
ruch snd untruthful remarks about
the absolutism and despotism of the
Chureh wore finely handled, and it
was shown that the Governor was
present avowedly to increase hisown
absolutism In Utnh by working for
“a Loegislative Commission associ-
ated with the Governor,* to appoint
nll the local officers now electjve by
the ‘E)eotf‘".
The tithing system of the Church,
the election laws of the Territory,
and other similar matters were ex-
plained, and then the foliowing re-
mntks of the Governor were read
from hig officin! report, to show how
he contradicted himself:

“With polysamy out, 1 make the
statemnent, and challenge successful
contradiction, that there is no tenet,
no ceremony, practice, obsurvance,
or rite inculeated or taught of a re-
ligious nature by the ‘Mormon’
Church that the law has beon or 18
invoked against. The ‘Mormon’
Church asareligious factor is, under
the law, upon the same footing as
every other religious body or de-
nownination in the land, with equal
rights and privileges, no more ner
less, and it should iw left so without
interference, I shail not nrraign the
‘Mormon’ people ns wanting in eom-
parison with other peopie in reli-
gious devotion, virtue, honesty, so-
briety, industry, and the groees and
qualitics that adorn, beautify and
bless life.>?

Mr. Richards then remarked:
The whole Mormon theory of ro- .
ligion Is based upon the free ageney
of man and his accountability to the
Supreme Being because of that
freedom to act for himself. Coercion -
is positively forbidden in the revela-
tions piven for & guide to the
individual -levelo
ment and intelligence are thercin
made the basisol man’s future glory.
The *“‘abéolutism’’ so glibly charged
by its opponents i contrary to its
genius, and obnoxious to the letter of
its liscipline. It declaves that the
Constitution of this land was ingpired
ot God, and commands obedience to



