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and turn it over for the education of
thechildren of the parents who have
been robbed by the Chureh.!

The property iu question wag not
upjustly obtained, baving Dbeen
Jonated by members of the Church
for benevolent purposes, including
the support of the poor. For this
reason there has been practically no
pauperista among the Saints in the
ordinary acceptation of the term.
There has been no applicatiou of the
means of the Church to pervert or
defeat the laws of the couubry.

Those who donated the means
have not been robbed of it by the
Chutch; but suppose it should be
admitted that such lins been the case,
in what position would it place the
Gentiles of this community, shiouid
thhe proposal carry to devote the
esclieated property of the Latter-day
Saints to the use and benefit of the
common schicels?

There is in Utah, especially in
Salt Lake City and Ogden, a large
aud increasing Gentile proportion of
population. Tt is made a matter of
constant boast thiat that element is
rwelling numerically  with more
rapidity than are the *“Mormons?’ in
the particular towns named. These
two cities weuld necessarily receive
a large share of the contiscated
property for educational purposes.
Uougequently the Gentile children
in Utalh would, according to tbe
logic of the anti-**Mormon® organ,
be largely indebted for their educa-
tion tu a fund which that paper
says was obfaived from those wheo
donated it by a proeess of robbery,
and seized from those who thus pro-
cured it by a similar method.

We hope there js no person on the
earth professing to be a Latter-day
Saint who would willingly suffer
himself or his children to he placed
in a situation 8o ulterly base and
humiliating as would be the case
with the Gentiles and their chil-
dren in Utah in the event
of the hard earniogs of the
Mormons being devoted to a public
school fund. Yet here is a public
journal, and probably many of the
people whose views it claims to rep-
resent, ready and eager for the con-
gummation of this fearful self-de-
gradation.

Perhaps it may be well, after all,
that such a climax of self-abasement
should be reached. 1f it shall be,

Utah be educated by a process of
theft with means which has been
earned by the Baints. then whatever
success in life i3 attained by
the Gentile beneficiaries through
the educational facilities thus

furnished can only be
fuliy attributed, so far a3 the confis-
cated property shall go, to the poor,
peeled and abused ‘“Mormons®
That will be the situation. Therc
is no evadicg it. Lel every Gentile
hug the fact to his bosom that wishes
to, but when the full force of it
comes home to some of them, we
imagine they will recoil finm it.
Otherwise they are unworthy the
name of mein.

The Edmunds bill in relation to
the disposal of the coufiscated prop-
erty of the Church now pending in
Congress does not provide toat it
ghall he used for the educational
benfit of the children of the people
who earned the means and to whom
it belongs. It proposes to use it for
the educavion of the childrenof the
nen-‘Mormon®’ population as well,
and the latter have no proprietary
rights in the premises, but muet ac-
cept, should the sclieme carry, a
charity gt the hands of theoriginal
donors, although it reaches them
indirectly. The fact that the fund
is seized under color of law against
the protest of Ite real proprietors
only makes the pauperistic position
of a certain clags of the beneficiaries
all the'more contemptible.

People who would descend to such
a depth ol abject dependency vught
to cortinue to shout about the spirit
of American independence and
thus ¢‘assume a virtue,” though
they *‘have it not.*?

—

UTAH AFFAIRS.

Tug Bloomington, Iils., Bullelin
of July 7tht contains an interestiug
communication from Salt Lake City
and signed Will Condon. It staris
out with sonie remarks about affairs
with which the writer could not be
familiar, as he claims to have re-
gsided only a year in the Territory,
and in these he makes some mis-
takes, having gained his Infoima-
tion (?) from °‘Liberal” sources.
But in the main he shows himszelf a
man of observation and sound judg-
ment. We clip the following ex-
tracts from his letter:

Touching on the everlasting poly-
gamy question he says:

WNothing can be charged to the
present daily practice of the church,
except mere belief—abstract convie-
tion—uuless indeed there should be

: tine solemuization of polyg-
and the non-*Mormeon’! children of .clandes i

amous marriages, a eondition which
some Gentiles suepect. Al any rate
very few Mormons have been arrested
for enterlng the polygamous state dur-
ing the past year, This fact is fre-

nently cited by the Mormons, and
the eourt records corroborate their
gtatement. - We canmet take from the
Mormons the common presumpiion

truth-
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which the courts give to murderers,
uatnely, that unfil found guilty they
are to be considered as innocent. Can
not a Mormon teach and believe in
polygamy as an ahsiract article of
faith {not to be practiced) just as free-
Iy ns cau the Iowa ‘saloonkeeper
preach against the prohibitiou lawand
clamor for ils repeal?

*1 ask this question meraly to show
how upjustand unwise in precedent
was the bill offered by Senator Cullom
in the Senate for {be r.urpose of taking
fromn the Mormons the right to vote,
mierely becaure 1hey belong to an or-
ganization which teaches polvgamy,
formerly as a practice but now asa
mere doctrinal tenet. * *

““I'ne Cullom bill has beeu roperly
rejecled in colminittee. but several
substitutes for it, on largely the saine
plan, are pending. If any bill dis-
franchising the Mormons indiserimin-
alely is passed, such u bill as a law
would be disastrous {o the comimercial
interestg of Utaly, as in this Territory
there are many mercantile and publie
enterprises in which bollh Mormons
and Genliles eo-operaie harmonious-
ly, but which will be injured
and hampered by a disfranchise-
ment bill  which  reduces the
Mormons t0 a political degrada-
tion on a level with that of the sivage
red man {not taxed) and the leprous,
opinm-smoking Chinese. The Mor-
tons will not associate in conimercial
unton with 1nen who will try to so de-
grade them. A trampled worm will
turn upon its tormentor in the spirit
of reseniment. Many of the Morinons
are intelligent. progressive, and (I
think) sufficiently patriotic t0 make
ag good ecitizens as the anarchisis of.
Chicago and the vena! dogs that sell
thieir votes for money, not only iu the
great cities of our land, but’even in
Bloomington—that hub of calture—
the Boston of 1liinois. The Mormons
are industrious, honest, law-abiding
as a rule and some of them would
grace the {inest parlors of New York
or Bostoun. When a strangcr ar-
rives hsre he sees npothing to dis-
tingnish Mormons from Gentiles—all
seeln to hustle along and contribute
their share in_ building up in these
valieys a new Denver—a city that will
glisten like the ngw Jerusalem—en-
circled round about by limitless
fields of grain and golcondas of pre-
ciows ore. Against the proerasteau
device of Culloni—mmaking all the
same, I would quote the famous re-.
tnark of Edmund Burke: <You cau-
not indict a whole people.” The Mor- -
monsare notag good in many respects
as they pretend to be, nor are Lhey ag
bad in many respects as the rest of the
world believes, and for Lhis very
reason they are pretty much like
olber people. Christendom poiuts-
with horror at the polygamous life of
the Mohammiedan, and the followers
of the crescent point back at the
drunkenness, the marital infidelity
and the polyandry of Cbristendom.» *

*This is a free country, but our free-
dom will be taken away gradually,
first frotn one denomination and ihen
from anothier, according to Lhe caprice
and clamnor of the hour, unless we
adbere closely Lo the traditions here-
tofore considared the bulwarks of the
republic, no matter what the supreme
court said of the Idaho test cath, Ex-
Govermor West, ex-confederate sgl-
dier, sent here as governor from Ken-
tucky by Grover Cleveland, is a demo-
erat 1n favor of disfranchisement, and
yet he says Utah has made marvelous
?rogress during the past three years.

f g0, why not let good enough alono
under tho present working of the Ed-
munds-Teeker law ? Why try to
aveng: old wronga? . . .



