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The fact that plural marriage, or
rather misinformation, exaggeration
and wilful falsehood concerning
it, have been the chief topic of
that unprincipled sheet® for years,
and its unfailing resort when hard
up for a subject; and now that is
taken away. The fact that polyg-
amy has been the pretence under
which that organ of libel has clam-
ored for legislatiou that would turn
over this Perritory to the minority,
and.now that specious plea is re-
moved.

These any adozen more reasons are
ground for thinking that the mani-
festo is n source of chagrin and vex-
ation to the hounds of the press
who have been yelping “polygamy?
for years, and who have fed and
fattened on it until now.

Their insincerity is patent from
the fact that while canting about
morality, they have encouraged
those forms of vice which have
crept into Utah soclety and,bave ex-
.pregsed jny when Young Utab bas
dipped 1nto those sloughs of evil.

After rushing around the subject
and pretending to reason upon it
without touching it, the same
writer, in his accustomed dodging
and dishonest style, shifts the onus
of the question from the anti-
“Mormon”’ press to the broad shoul-
ders ot “‘Lhe American people.”? He
SAYE:

“The "Amerlcan people hesitate
more than any other peopie on earth
in attacking religious beliefs. They
do not care whay formof worship any
man or any class of men adopt, so
long as they keep their bands out of
whal concerns immedia_tel{ the per-
zonal or social or political affaira of
théir neighbors.”

We laid no charge at the door of
“the Amerlcan people.”” Lt wasthe
local double-tongued Mormon?’-
eating presa that we spoke of. And
all the ronndabout talk concerning
“‘the American people’’ is wide of
the mark, as he well understands.
It iaall of a piece with charging‘dis-
loyaity to the government,’” when
we expose the ambitious schemes
and lying reports of some Federa]
official, who tries to make capital
out of the “*“Mormon?®? question. No
“gervant of the people’’ is (heFeder-
al Government, no miserable writer
of falsehood is the American people.

We do not believe that the scribe
who has ahused the living, defamed

_the dead, vilifiel everybody- who
has asked for fair play forthe ““Mor-
mons,’? and even now wants to rob
the majority in this Territory of
every political right because they
will not vote as he wishes, desires
peace in this Territory, nor the har-
mony which is likely to be estnb-
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lishei! between them and the nation,
if it shall be of any benefii to the
%Mormon?’ people. And eversince
the declaration was promulged, he
has endeavored with all his littie
might to ridieule it, misinterpret it,
and explain its force away. These
are grounds enough for one day.

MORE COMMENTS OF THE PRESS.

FOLLOWING are a few more clip-
pings from the prominent papersof
the eountry on the sublect of the
Deslaration of President Woodruff
and {ts endorsement by the General
Uonference.

The Boston fraveller has been a
very spiteful rssailant of the Latter-
day Saiuts, apparently unable to see
any mfh"in “Mormonism,’’ or to
believe that any good could come
out of Utah. But on the 7th inst.
the following appeared in the Trav-
eller in an editorial:

“The most important step taken by
the Mormon Chureh in recent years
ia that involved in the official declara-
sion made yesterday at the general
eonference of that organization, for-
bidding in the future any marriage
which is in violaticn of the lawa of
vho land, a declaration which was
unanimeously accepted by the confer-
enee as authoritative and binding. This
astion settles Lhe fate of polygamy in
Umh_"

The Bostou Herald putsthese per-
biueut queries:

““Who tells Lhe truth about the prac-
tice of polygamy in Utah? Governor
Fhomas asserts that the conflict today
with Mormconism is a3 elearly defined
as ever, anu that, whatever the Mor-
mon authorities may bave to say, no
earthly power can exact from the
Church any declarationa opposed io
polygamy. On the other hand, Presi-
dent Woedruff has announced that he
intenda to submit to the recent de-
¢ision of the Supreme Court of the
United States, which forbids plural
marriages, and to use all bis influence
with the members of the Chureh uver
which he presides Lo induce them to
do likewise. Today the contentiom is
transferred from the Gentile to Lhe
Mormon community. It is the gues-
tion of ohedience to law, In the orig-
inal plan of the Mormon Church
polygamy was not regarded as a ne-
cessity, and it can be sat aside when-
ever the Mormon leaders say so,
without iuterfering with their ecclesi-
astical system. While the Feople oy
look with favor upon plural marriages
it would seem as if tha leaders ha
already decided to yield tothe govern-
ment and to abaudon polygamy.’*

The Boston Host devotes gon-
aiderable spare to the subject. We
eatt give only a few extructs
from au able article:

“When President

Woodruff, the

head of the Mormon Church of Lat- |

ter-day Salnts, proclaimed his ravel-
ation against the further practice of
polygamy, two weeks ago, the an-
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doubt which has existed as to the
formal surrender on this long-con-
tested point."’

It is impossible Lo question the
sincerity of an act which is thus sua-
tained by the authority of every form
known to the organization from which
it ?roceeds; al least, until condueg
ahall be ohserved proving its insin.
garity. As it now stands, polygam
igat an end and the Mormon (:,‘{bure
itself will be required to deal with tha
perplexing gquestion yet remaining aa
to the status of the slural wives of
unions contracted under the former
‘revelations.’ M

“Whal remaina to he done for the
regeneration of this community may
ba lofi to be-accomplished by the
ordinary forces of civilization—schoolg
and commerce and the increasing in-
toreourse with the restof the world, !t

The Boston Globe treats the matter
in this way:

‘*¥he Mormon Qhureh has formally
forbidden polygamy in future, aj
least while the laws of the land arg
what they are. The president of the
Ohurch hus issued this decree by and
with tho advise and consent of thg
Elders.

It will be noticed that polygamy ig
not condemned on moral or religiong
but only on political grounds. Thg
gongtibution of the Church enjoing
upon all Mormons to be good eitizensg
aDd obey Lhe laws. On this groung
onéy is polygamy forhidden.

avertheless the decree is the mogg”
radical change that has ever beap
made in the Mormon Church., If it ig
observed in good faith it will not be
long belore the wealthy and populoys
Territory of Utabh must be admitteq
a8 8 Miate,?’

The snnexed is from the Noew
Haven Regisier, alsu a strong op-
poneut of the ‘*Mormons?”:

“The Mormon conference voted
nnanjmously to susiain  Presideng
Woodrufl in his action in abolishin
polygamy. The articles of faith
adopted contuln nothing that can pe
congtrued as supporiing hostility te
the laws of the gountry, and the attj-
tude of the leaders is one of submig.
sion. As Mr. CaDoon remarked
“'there is no use kicking against sixty
millions of people.” We are glad that
she churebh has taken this importapg
step and 8ee no reascn Lo doubt that
polygamy is about at an end. The
power of the ehurch is sufficient tg
ecompel all believers to abide by the
decision of the conference.!

The S8yracuse, New York, Journg!
says:

*“The most important atep taken by
the Mormon Church in recent yeara
is that involved in the official declara.-
tion at the general conference of thag
organization, forbidding in the future
any marriage which is in violation of
the laws of the land, a declaration
whieh was llnanimousfy accepted by
the conference as aumboritative ang
binding. This action settlestbe fatg of

polygamy in Utab, whieh has bad the
support of the Mormon Chyrch unti]
it beeame evident that both Mormon-
ism and its polygamous practices
would together bhave to go.’

The New Haven (Conn.} Register
has a two-column editorial on Lhe

S-Mormions,?? in which it treats the

nouncement was received with ip-|aubject exhaustively. We make g

sredulity.”?
“The-action of the comference of the

few extracts. After giving the his-

Mormon Chureh al Salt Lake City on | 10Ty of the poiygamy question, the
Monday, however, sols at rest any ' views of its opporentsaud the decla-



