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THE ANTI-MORMON FLANK.

IT was to be expected that the Chicago
Conventlon would make some refer-
eice to the “"Mormon' question, as
that wonid be in line with the policy
of the Repnblican Barty. We do not
think, bowever, that the amb:zvouns
spd erroncouns utterances in the plat-
form of "88 will prove satisfactery to
the radical znd fanztical element,
which fosters and feeds on ipflam-
meatory matter and the most extreme
aad rabld expressions.

The statement that the **Mormon'’
Church bas exerclised in the past any

polltical power which can be con-
strued a8 a menace to free insti-
totions, 18 ecotirely notrue, and
even it it were correct it
has no hearing ppon living issues.

Every voter, wheraver the **Moermon’? |

Chnrch has any infiuence, is perfectly
free in the exercise of the franchise, so
far as that Church is concerned, and
the longunage employed to convey a
different impression is8 nothing but
empty sound,

A3 to legislation “*asserting the sov -

erelgnty of the nation in all the Terri-
tories where the same Is questioned,?’
that is the wenkest kind or flabby ver-
blage. “The sovereignty of the na-

.tlon’! in all things national, as defined

in the.Constitution, s not questioned
clither in the States or the Territories,
and it requires no legislation to ‘‘as-
sert’’ it. Ut:ib recognizes that sover-
elgnty, s much as any other Territor ¥

' at lenst. 5

Legielation is not required anywhere
in this copntry that we know of, "to
divorce the political from the ecclesi-
astical power.”” There i8 no imarriape
between them, therefere there can be
no divorce. Buotif snch & union ex-
isted and it could be divorced by leg-
islation, which {8 by no meaxns cleat,
what effect that would have upon
polygamy 1s not apparent to the naked

eye.
Itis evident that the framers of this
plapk in the Chicazo platiorm did not
understand the tu:pber tbhey hendled
nor the shape it was required
to be put into. They were
not familiar with the matter, and their
manner af treating it exhlbits remark-
able lack of skill. However, except
for the erroneous references to the
Mormon Church in which they have
indulged, we have no dispesition or
reason to be displeased with them.
The fault-finding is wore likely to
come from tbhe antl-**Mormon®’ faction
—-the irrepressibie extermioators.

————rli— -
A PROPER CELERBRATION.

Tae City Conncll decided on Taoesday
night to contrlbute three hundred dol-
lars towards the expenses of a public
celebration of the anniversary of na-

walls of separation that promote clan- | mits itsell tothe policy that: “Pend-

nlstoess, and to foster that splendid
8pirit that inapired the Declarution of
Independence.

If there §8 a dav inthe yeur whan
citizens of the Unlted States of dif-
fering views and sentiments on
any question, should meet each
other bhalf-way znd be silemt on
subjects about which they have
not yet learned to aygree, It is the
annlversary of the birth ot the natjon
which is to be the evagyel to the world
of the doctrines of popular goveru-
ment, and the exemplar of the grand

truths that all men are borw politically
equzl and thut all rightful government
proceeds from those who are gov-
erned. Let us have a celebration that
wlill be worthy of the day and will
leave reither o reproach nor a reerel.

———— it f———son
IN GOOD COMPANY,

GovERNOR GRraY of Iudiapa lost the
nomioation which he coveted for Vice-
President of the United States. The
“0ld “Romnn’ and the red bandsnna
| were too mneh for bim. Sioce bls de-
| feat his enemies have continned to as-
sail him and give reasons why the 8t.

Lonis couvention did a8 wis2
thing in dropping his name.
Among them ja ®u  disclosure

superintendent of printlng of nis

and docnments snpposed to be Gov-
ernor Gray’s were written by the (lol-
one] for which the Governor puid him
in all $130.

If this is to be urged againgt the In-
diaon Executive, what promicent pub-
lic man will be free {rom reproach?
it is well known thit most of the writ-
ten speeches which burden the pages
of that Jively peariodical, the Congres-
sional Record, and of the brilliant 1ces-
sages with which Presidents and Gov-
ernors and other oilicials enlighten the
counntry, are the work of cowmparative-
ly obscore individuals and are paid for
bl}i the page when they are pald forag
a

Speeches on any public guestion can
be bonght at the seat ol government
at reasonahle rateg, 48 Sermons can in
the lacpe cities of the world, and many
a proud statesman and prauditoqueat

reacher bas gained popular applause,

ot the brajn-product of some poor
private secretary or unknown scribe
who writes fo: a bare livinge.

It Col. Maynard fornished Governor
Gray with certain matter at a stipu-
lated price and recejved his, pay, wpat
has he to complain of? Ie should
think himself Iucky that he has re-
celved compensation and that the gray
matter of his brain has nat been
worked for nothing., The Governorof
IIndiana i3 in good company, and bis

enemies must be reduces! to small re
gources for missiles to fling ut blm if
they can do no better than this,

T e
SOMETHING TO REMEMBER.

Tre pletiorm of the Republican party
is 4 much more lengthy docament and
lattempts to deal with many more
questions than the Democratic plat-
form. It is a politic and cunniogly
dcvised appeal tothe prejudices and
desires of people Indiffereat localities,
and i8 o desperate eflort of o waning
party to obtain a new lease of life.
We do not intend to review it in de-
tafl. It i8 of course oulspoken ip

favor of protection and denunciatory
of the Administration. lndeed ft 15
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fng the preparations for State-
bhood, 21l officers thereof should
be selected from the lonu fide

1egidents of the Terrltory whereln
they arae to serve.’” This is quite re-
freshinyg comiog from that source and
wHl do o tay by for fnture reterence. |

Somewhzai contradictory of the doc
trine cootained in these utteraunces i9 |
the declaration that **bills in the Sen-

ate for acts to engble the people of
Washjagfon, North Dakota and  Mon-
tanw Territories to form Constitutions
and establish State governments
should be passed without unnecessury
deley.”
iright' 1u themselves to do)this, why
should scts of Congress be passed to
‘‘permit’ and ‘‘epable’ them to do jt?
‘bere 18 no sach  Territory
“*North Dakots," for which ap act
is recsmmended to ‘'enible it to
exercise “'an inherent right,’” nor js
‘there any such Tarritory us *‘Sonth
Dakota,'" which the platiorm declates
' should *‘of right be immediately ad-
mitted o5 a State in the Union,””  The
rarralgument, therefore, of. the Demo-
‘crats who have opposed thls division
|of Dakota is simply clap-trap. The
| speclal reference 1o Utah has already
i beent noticed in these columops.

There are many points in the plat-
form which will commend - themselves
‘ to voters who regard their local inter-
| @418 a8 of parameuat lmportance—au-
' perior to the welfare of the natiopn'as a

the Convention- stamps it with the an-

pncertain tones. We commend [ts
Territorial doctrine to the c¢onsldera-

{tion of all people in the political de-
pendencies which have heretoforebeen
viewed und treated ug the “'property!’
of the United States.

| WHY DAKOTA 1S NOT A STATE.

Tur recogaoition of Dakota’s ten delc-
| gates to the Chlcago Conveantion, as
though the Territory they represent
were admitted into the Usion, is sig-
nificant of what the Re?'nnllcansln-
tend to claim, during the presidential
campalan, as Dz2mocratic obstruction
to Statehood for Dakola,

No one, whatever may Le his poli-
tics, cisputes tha eligibility of the
larvzest of the Territorics to the dignity
and rights of a sovereign State. That
she has sufllcicnt population, wealth,
resources, lntelligence, provigions for
popilar education and capabilities for
expinsion Into a wagnificent common-
weslth, cannot be guestioned. What,
then, is the actual- reason why ehe is
not admitled into the Unloc wthout
delay?

The obstructlon is whoily political.
Thet is to eay it §8 a pariy dispute.
ftis far-rezching in {18 consequences:
u#ni relates to natioral more thao local
affuirs. It is certain tbat Dakots is
Republicsn in politles. The vote of
the whole people there, if taken to-
day, would undoubtediy prove this.
Thé admiesion of Dakota, then, would
ad !two Republicau Menators to the
upper honge of Congress,. It s popu-
larly supposed that the l)emocrats,
mr tals reagon, are opposed to the ad-
mission ef Dakota, and that it is by
thelr obstruction that that Territory is
| kept In political bondage. PBnt this is
not trae. An enabling act for the ad-
misston of Nakota has been introduced
hy Senator Butler, a Democrat 0f the
| Democrats, It is tone Republicans
who oppose this, and therefore they
ale the real obstructionisis, while
they lay the blame, for politlcal efiect,
upen thelr eppcoents. The object in
this can be readily explained.

The Repupblicans havg'a bare ma-

tlonal Independesce. We belleve infchiefiy composen of,diatribes against |jority in the United States Senate.

these gatherings ol the people, a3 a
means of promoting patriotism and of
edncatioy the magses in the doctrines
of frce government. We will endorse
any fraternal movement that has for
its object a Fourth of July cel-
ebration which shall unite all
clusses in honor of the day that
brought llberty to tbe netioa, if sec-
tlonal feelings and expressions are to
be entlrely excluded. [

While we have very declded opinions
ob certaing matters religlous and polit-
ical, we desire to recognize the fact
thut other people may honestly enter-
lain views ontlrely opposite from
those we cherish, aud that they have
ah equal right with us to the holding
We have no
wist to muzzle free speech, nor to
force gur convictions upon others In
uny way. But we think thut on & day
like the 'Glorious Fourth,”’ sll lovers
ofi{heir country and admirers of its in-
stitutlons can afford to sk individual
dissensions and stand tozether on the
brosd platform of buman rights, po-
litical equality and universa: love of
liberty. i

1f there i3 to be a popular and not 2

cleas celebration, there should be hol

invldious distinctions in the forma-
tion of commitices, the
speakers or any of the arrangements
for the dﬂf' No man’s religion or pol-
itics shounld betaken into daccoumt io
the preliminaries, but only bis fltness
for the post to be illled. And in sonnd-
ing the praises of our repuhbiic and
glving honor to itg chief founders, snp-
porters and defenders, no references
ooght to be wmade to toplcs and fncl-
dents calculated to wounnd, insuilt or
disparage any class or any citizen.
The object should be to amalgamate,

- not divide;to fraternize, not offend ; to

soften asperities, to break down the

the party in power #nd extreme criti-
cisme of Democratic deings aud policy.
It offers u sop 0 placate many fac-
tions and spreads many springes to
caten political woodcocka.
There-are some expressions in it
whleh are mew to Republican utter-
ances. It speaks of devotion to *‘the
persoaal rights and liberties of citi-
zens in all the States and Territories of
the Unilon, and*espegially in the su-
reme and sovereign right of every
awinl citizen, rich or poor, native or
foreign born, white or black, to cast
| one iree ballot in public electiens, and
to have that ballot counted.' Bow
Idoes this comport with the doctrine
advocated by mouy Republicans and
made ?racnicnl in special leglslatlon
agzainst Utah, that every political right
in a Territory 18 conferred by Congress
and mav be taken away by that body
at will? Let it be remembercd that
the Republictn party now announces,
|88 one of the princlples to which it
,Pledges “unswerving devotion,' the
‘suprewe and soverelgn right of every
{lawiul cltizeh (in the Territories as
weil ag the States) to cast one free
| bullot in public elections and to have
that ballot counted.!?
Faorther, let it be noted-that the Ra-
publican party declares that: *The
government ot-the Territories by Con-

end thatthey may become States in the
Unios,” ard that *'the people of ‘such
Territories {(those haying the neces-
sary conditions) should be permitted
as @ vight inhevent in them to form for
themselves constitutions and State
governments and be admitted into the
Union.” These inherent and supreme
and sovereign rightstaus belong to the
people in the Territories and are not
conferred by Congress or any other
national authority,

Also the Repnblican party, contrary
to its practices heretofore, now com-

2

his, however, gives them the control
| in appointments requiring the 'consent
of tbe Senate to presidential nomioa-
tions, and enables thew to block lezis-
lation by the Democratic Honse of
Representatives. The addition of two
Republican Senators through the ad-
misslon of Dakots. could be easily
offset by the admission of another
State of opposite politics. It s sot
probable that apy single Territory will
be endowed with the powers of State-
hood. Those dependencies of the na-
tion will most likely be redeemed in

airs, a Republican Territory with a

emocratic Territory. So the Repub-
licans have determined that Dakota
shall be divided foto two States, which
will give them four Senators and per-
haps five Representatives, and thes
continte their hold on the Senate and
reduce the Democratic toujority in the
House.

That js the Hepublican scheme; that
is the barrier in the way Of Dakota’s
statehood. The Democrats are will-
lnlg to aamit Daketa as a- whole, as
witness the enabling act in the Senate,
and the omnibos blll in the House
which leads with the name of 1dakota;
the Republicans are not willing to ac-
cept this, but Insist on making two
States out of the Territory. Between
the two party stools Dakota sits npon

choice of | pressis based upon necessity only,to the | the ground, where she is likcly to stay,

for the present at least.
| Perhaps the controversy would
sooh be declded if Dakotz poli-
ticians were united among them-
selves on this question. But they
arc not. One faction js8 in {avor
of division, another is for unity.
Each have held conventions and both
have sent delegates to present theilr
views to Cougress, Internal discus-
slon thus works with Congressional
opposition, and ihe result isthe ex-
clusion from the Union of & large and
prosperous commonwealth, baving all

If thev possess the “‘nherent |

the essential qualifications for {ree and
constitutional wevernment.
Arguments, nodoubt, can be made on
either side of this questign. Dakota
covers a very lerge ures, amply saofli- |
cient for two separate States. But 80|
does Texas. And the plan adopted in|
the admissjon of that State counld be |
followerd in referesce to Dakota. It
wag stipulated tn her enabllog act that
Texas should be divided !ipio four
States, whenever Congressy and
the people ot the BState should
80 determine. Dakota could be

Ing. Statehood is not & questlon of
srea.- There I8 no rule as to acreace
a3 u qualification. Rhode Island can-
not be compared with Pennosylvania,
nor New Jersey with Kanshs. Slze s

Duriog the campaign, thes, We may
expect Lo hear Bakela shoute each
other by opgoslng orators, aml to see
her play shottlec-ck between the
Hepuobllcan and Democra'ic battle-
dores. But it ia8 very clear that if it
wele not for tbe Republican oppoxsi-
tion to the admission of Dakota a8 one
Siate ot the Union, the way would
have been opened for her admission

48 | not a tenahle obhjection.

soon after the presldentini elec-
tlon.  Neither parcy desired to
chunge ihe- present pumber of

States before that event, becanse of
the effect it would have upon the
electoral college, in which each State
hag the seme number of votes as of

made by 'Col. Maynard, the former | whole, and f1s unanimous edoption by | Representstives in Congross.

This will explain the situation to

State,with whom he hayg had v qnsrrel, | tborily of the great organmlation the [1hose who have not examined the
to the effect thuta number of addresses | séntiments of which it speaks’ with no | mutter closely, znd will show how

much truoth there is in the Republican

Icharge, that Pakota i8 kept put of the
Unloa by tactious and party opposl-
tiob on the part of Democrats in the
Nationa) [egislature,

—»——?-‘-’-— —_—

{THE ERRORS OF INGERSOLL-

Tt eloquent and witty Pagan, Robert
@G. Ingersoll, has a characieristic reply
to the Christian statesman, W. E.
QGiadstone, Inthe June number of the
Nowth American Beview. While it may
afidrd some satisfactiov and forther
objectlons to carping critics of the
Blble, it is not likely to remove con-
-¥iction from the mind of oy true be-
llever in God or wveaken devotionin any
really religious soul. To persons halt-
ing between two oplnions it will fur-
nish quibbles and catch-queries which
will puzele theologians and give ex-
cuse to skeptics, At the sametime, the
tolilng blows almed at what Ingersoll
calls Christianity and what he asserts
to be relizion, will do good in break-
Ing down systems that meo have made
and dubbed®iivine, and in destroying
creeds which bave nothing Christian

about them but the name.

Herein iv both the weakness and the
strength of logersoll’'s aurguments, 11
such they may be called. T'o & large
degree they are but ¢lever interroga-
ilons, sometimes \hey are mery asser-
tfons, eften they are palpable errors.
But wherein they are stroag in ridi-
cule or refatation of sectarian dog-
mas, they are weak as io, their appli-
cation to the relizion of Christ. For
the doctrines of the sects are the in-
ventions or deductions of men, while
the principles tapght by Cbrlst bear
Lhe stamp of divinity and have exer-
cised an influence of more than human
power.

He sreaks of ''vicarious virtue’ and
‘vicarious vice," of '‘natural depravi-
ty,! everiasting torment tor nnbelief,
the salvation of a few and the eternal
loas of the many, the indissolubllity of
marriage . and . other comparatlively
modern notidns as though these were
?{rinczple& of the Christien faith.

¢ alludes to the torture of Leretics,
‘“the violence of mobs and the whirl-
winda of war,’ the hatred of wit and
of ,laughter, the phpishment of men
for opiniong, and other atrocities of
vicious, brutal or mistaken men as
Christian doings, the result of Christ-
{aD teachingzs.

All this, and much mere In the samé
strain, show that what Ingersoll at-
tacks, afier all, {8 oot the religion of
Chrigt, but the perversions of it which
have been made by those who have de-
parted from the faith, and bave in-
trodnced homan theories, doctrines of
devils und practices condemned by the
very word ard gplrit of the founder of
eenuine Christianity. And it is against
these that most of the taking argo-
menis of infldels generally are dl-
rected, whlle they have no bearing
opon that which the Bible declarss to
be the word of the Lord. Thus whlle
Ingersoll and such a8 he saccessiully
attack the abenrdities and cruelties of
ecciesiasts and thelr institutions, they
do not tonch the pure and unc{eﬂled
religlon ef Chrlst which they vainly
imagine they are demollshing.

Another error of fngersoll §s i=m
jumplng to the conclnsion that every
nct of some Biblical personage or peo-
plé, not specially "disapproved In the
text, was. directed of Jehovsh and
chargeable to Deity. For instance the
sacrifice of Jepthah's daughter, the
slaylng of the Prophets ot Basl, the
hewing to pieces of Agag, etc., there is
nothing In thé account of these acts
to  ptove that they were elther com.
manded or approved by the Almighty.
He i8 also reckless In his asgertion,
such as that, in ‘‘the poveroment of
Jehovah'’ **death wus the fena.lty for
bupdreds of offenses,’’ Includirg *the
expression of an hopest thought.?’

Only about & dozen crlmes Were made

June 27
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capital lu the Mosalc code, and thef
is notbing 1o the Qld Teptainent or the,
New thut pnnisbes with'ewher spiritubd,
or temporal death the bellef o or ut-
terance of an houest opinion. ]

makes Jehovah the author of a religla.
*“In which every temple was a slaugh.

ter house and every pries};
a butcher,” when the facts aré
that the typical rites  alrected

under Moscs were modidcations ol the:
sacrificlal practices of ail the co

temporary nations, aud were steppiog,
stones to 4 still wore advanced byss,

| admitted with o slmilar noderstand- | temn which the Hebrews, just.bronght,

out of Egyptian bondage, were uouoly:
ty grasp and which they bad practic-
ally rv})ected *‘pDecauve ol their ne;
bellef.’ ;
He makes much of the death penally
for idolatry under the law, jgnorisg.
the fact that under a thcocracy. thay
offence wag treason, and that it com.’
prehended at that time and &ith the
tben surroundiogs, practices both res
volting to purity and destructive of
virtue and the socia] ilfeof the Hebrew
nation. A f{air and reasonable 1::11:1,4:;,E
wutld take ioto consideration the age
and the cooditions when laws wer
given for the governmen! of & people,
and not attempt to criticize theps A
though they were for a mation havipy!
the advantages of the growth and pry
gress of the nineteenth century.
Ingersoll thinks it contrary to reacoi
tthat an infinjtely good and loving G -4
would drown 8 world thal he bad takei
no means to civilize — to whom he
had given no Bible, ne gospel.” * Heore
agalo is evidence of his recklesss
ness a0d inaccuracy, faults which alle
his critice have had occasien to poigt:
out. The fiood destroyed people tul
the most debasing corrupuons, ag il
that after they had been preached
for a huodred abd twenty years. Nmui
was ‘'a preacher of rightcousness;’”
and Col. Ingersoll's agsertion is bavsed:
either upon ignorance or misrepresen;
tation. So with other of his equally!
inaccurate statements and conclesioss:
Hisdiscosslon of the yeesjon whether
Shekespeare was inlwliectuslly thg
greatest of the haman race and whethug:
Eplcurus or Aristotle wus the greatér
Greek, has no application to thesuperiy,
ority of the Christian relizien or t
question of the lnspiration of Chrisf
And it does not follow that if Jesys!
wus jnspired, Shukespeare, Moham-
med, Conluc{us. Buddhz and othe
reat minds be mestions were mofl
ivine light may flow to any numbef
of minds sccording to their capacity o]
recelve it, and their inflaence for good;
upon the worlé may be In proportiogi
to their power to reflect it. God may!

bave moved through all of them
and yet have been mapifestéth
more folly In Cbrist than !

&D0y. And It §s not true thgu
Christianity asserts, as Ipgersh]
states, either that all other relizion

are entirely false, that the prophets:
snd priests of all others were igppos

tors, or that the Bible is the only in-
spired book and record of the word df
God. Some men calilng themselves.
Christian teachers may bave claimeds
this, but peither Carist nor the Bible
bave sald anything of the kiod, Oa,
the contrary, they both proclaim tus
great truth that Gud enlightens‘‘every:
man that cometh into the world,”! and
that *‘every good and perfect glft!s:
proceeds from Him who {8 the Fathe;
of all. "
. {ngersoll says: ‘*The idea that beli 1
i8 essential to salvation—this Ignor :t
and merclless dogma—aceéonnts fofihé
etrocities of the church.” In the numg.
of common sense, which he affects o))
worship 1nstead of Deity, how cay

any systei or principle have any:
saving  power witahonu belief g,
it? He says: “Inptelilgence, thi

development of the mind, the dls
coveries of science, the lnventlons ol
genius, the cultivation «f the Imagina:
tion through art and music, and the
practice of vittue will redeem the nu’
man race. These are the saviors of,
mankind.” Supposing this to be trad.”
of what good are they to anyone whaq
does not bélieve in them? ¥aith is the
moving power that leads to intellls
gencé, that precedes all the discoverier
of science, that stimulates the mind ip’
every effort. Who will practice vir',
ture, Or anything else, that does moi
first beltevein it7All those that he cails
the "'saviors of mankind,” are com:
&rehended in and congenial to the
hristianity he opposes and are trom
the Divine Belng, faith in whom muss
of necessity be essential to salvation?
It ia not a ‘‘merciless’ nor an “*{gno
rant'’ dogma, and has no prore to d
with the cruelties of men pretending t
be Christians thah have the “dlscuv
eries of sclence'’ or the ‘{nventions of
genius,’ all of which have had enthus.
1sstic aod bigoted opponents as wel
as devoled and persecuried bellevera.
He asserts witn hls usaal reckless
ness that: *‘If the Old Testament
proves anythiog it js that death ends
gll. And the New Testament hy bas-
ing immortality on the reaurrection of
the body, but ‘keeps the . word .o
promise to our ear and break
it in  ovur heart.'” ;Here agal
is evidence that he is but & sn
perfictal reader of the books he at-
tempts to explamn. The doctrlne o
the resurrection is plainly taoght i
the Old Testament, sod it 'j8 not mad
the basls of ‘immortaiity in the New
1n both, the life of sthe spirit atter th
death of the body is procialmed, an
It 18 vniy the immortality ot the [)ody
not -of the Bpirit of man, that i
"pased ou the resarrection of th
body.” |

The ULrilllant’ adept in- the wuse-of
words takes up conslderable space 1 E
establlsh the irresponsibflity of ma
for his opinlons. His srghments ar

very ingerlous, and some of his takin



