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THE DESERET INEWS.

May 16

EDITO RIALS

THE DESERT LAND ACT!

ACCORDING to reports from Califor.
nia, the new Desert Land law has

been used already for the purpose |

of making some enormous land
grabs in that State, and it is sug-
gested that the passage of the bill
was a job, which may have been
the case, as many laws are pushed
through Congress on the strength
of the jobbery they may be made
to cover. |

The necessity for the passage of

the new law is not very apparent,
The ruling principle of the sale of

government lands, excepting the
railway grants, which are now re-
gretted by many citizens, has been

to,provide citizens,who are not cap-
italists, with homes and farms. On
this principle the pre-emption and
homestead acts were distinctly
founded, and in this view the
amount of land that could be pre-
empted or homesteaded by any one
citizen was prudently limited to a
maximmum of a quarter section of
160 acres, or half a mile square.
The Desert Land bill provides that
‘lunds requiring irrigation to pro-
duce a crop may be bought of the
government in parcels of one sec-
tion of 640 acres,or one mile square,

any person entering such land be- |

ing required to conduct water upon
his ¢laim for irrigation and reclam-
ation within three years, and he
must bave the right to I-Elﬂ walter
previously to the entericg of the
land. Before securing the title to

is known, to irrigate and reclaim
more than a small portion thereof.

The late law therefore, if not re-
pealed,might be modified conside:-
ably to the advantage of a greal
number of pioneering citizens in
the various States and Territories
to which the law applies.

—_—— - — — —
IF THE MORMON PEOPLE HAD
TAKEN OUR ADVICE.

THE Omaha Herald of May lst
say8— I .G

**The Mormon people are blind
people to insist upon polygameus

ractices in this ceuntry. If they

ad taken Omaha Herald advice
years ago, and put the obnoxious,
un-American, un-Christian insti-
tution in abeyance, Utah had been
| a State now, and the people thereof
would bave been at peace with all
the world.”

We do not think the “Mormon’
people are so blind as some other
people tbink they are. On the con-
| trary, we think the ““Mormons” see
clearly many things to which the
mass of munkind are oblivious.

The “Mormon? people simply
insist upon polygamous marriage
for themselves, leaving all ether
people to enjoy the same liberty to
insist upon their own particular
kinds of marriage, or non-marriage,
if they choose, fer themselves.
The ““Mormons” thus take no lib-
erty that they are not perfectly
willing all other citizens should
enjoy, which is fair, and in the line

the land, he must satisfy the regis- | ot eivil and religious equality.

ter and receiver of the reclamation
“of the land claimed.

The bill was rather locsely put
together. It is not stated what
shall be considered reclamation
sufficient to entitle the enterer to a
title. If sufficient water must be
conducted upon the land to irrigate
the whole section so as to produce
an agricultural erep, and the whole
section must be so irrigated and
cultivated within three years, then
it is a serious matter, involving a
large amount of expense, and few
persons would have spare capital
that they ecould employ in that
way. Heuce this bill could be con-
«<idered as of advauntage to capital-
ists amd speculators only, aud
would rather tend to operate to the
disadvantage of poorer citizens
seeking howes and farius, as itis
reported 1o be doing in California.

t would probably be a good
thing if that Jate law were repealed
next session sf Congress, or at least
‘mordified so as to be more definite
in its provisions, and made more
hkely to benefit the hardy pioneer
farmers, seeking homes, than capi-
talists and speculators, Meantime
thhe General Land Oflice at Wash-
ington might perhaps do some-
thing towards checking Lhe opera-
tions of the land speculators, by
publishing the construction which
the Land Office would put upon

the law, so tuat the public might |

be better informed as to what

would be held as the precise au-

: ha
thoritative meaning of the nawlin%u

law. .
A quarter section of land that

The Omaha Herald’s advice is

| good enough for those people who

approve of it. But if it does not

commend itself to the consciences
of the ‘““Mormon’? people, they will
not be justified in#aking it. And
of such are the facts in the case.

We do pot see why polygamous
marriage should be cousiGgered ob-
noxious to honorable people. No-
body is ecompelled to take more
than one wife. Nobody is compel-
led to take even one. It is a mat-
ter of individual choice, of con-
science, of religious scruples, and
the religious scruples ufia polygam-
ist should be held as sacred as
those of a monogamistor a celibate.
Why not? SBome of the best men
that ever lived have been in their
time celibates, monogamists, and
polygamists, have lived in all three
conditions, and all with the express
favor of heaven. Then why ob-
noxious to man?

If polygamous marriage is un-
American, what does that matte:?
America does not yet monopolize
every good thing in the world, and
will not at present.
many good things which are not
American, but ought to be, and
will be before Americans become
perfect models for the imitation and
emulstion of the rest of mankind.
But ““Mermon” polygamy is Ame-
rican, essentially American. It
originated in America, and per-
could mnot have -originated
rope, nor is it practised the. e,

Polygamy certainly is not un-
Christian. It came to the ‘“‘Mor-

needs irrigation seems to be a tract
large enough of government land
to be sold to one p~rson for a farm
and homestead. If instead of en-
larging the extent of government
land purchasable by a citizen on
reclamation, the terms of obtaining
a title had been made easier where
such land was desert land needing
irrigation, the bill would have
been a more sensible oneand would
have been far more coonduecive to

the public good than the|
present one. KEither the ulti-
inate purchasing price might

have been lowered on evidence of
reclamation of the whole 160 acres,
or title might have been conveyed
to the claimant for the whole quar-
ter section,on his actually convey-
ing upon the quarter section, with-
in a certain time, water to irrigate,
and on his using it npon and culti-
vating, a portion of the quarter sec-
tion, say Len, twenty, or forty acres
of it, according to circumstances.
This would bhave been anencour-
agement to many people to pre-
empf, homestead, and reclaim
deseri Jands, who cannot take ad-
‘vantage of the present law allowing
640 acres to be entered in one body
aud purchased by ene person on his
conducting wateron it and reclaim-
ing it. Besides, on vast guantities
of desert Jands there is not water

mons’’ as an integral portion ef the
Gospel of Christ. Tliere is no ree-
ord that Jesus Christ'éver said one
word in condemnpation of it. He
was of polygamous lineage. He
was born in a polygamous pation,
whose polygamy was established
by divine revelation through their
ancient prophets and the founders
of their nation and tribes. Their very
tribe names were those of a polyga-
mous family. Their great prototy-
pal father was a polygamist. The
idea that polygamy is un-Christian
is an egregious mistake. On the
eontrary, it is a pre-eminently
Christian and BSeriptural kind of
marriage.

It is not quite so certain that
Utah would have been a State ere
this, had polygamy been put in
abeyance by the *Mormons.”’
Many of their worst enemies have
expressly declared that polygamy
is one cf the least ohjections urged
against the “Mormon’ people, and
is really set up and dwelt upon
more as 8 bug-bear to prejudice, ex-
cite, and frighten people.

Polygamy is no real objection to
Utah being a State. No one has
the right to make or consider it as
an objection. If Utah presents an
approved republican form of gov-
ernment, with sufficient population
desiring to havea State government

available at any expense, so far as|and competent tosupport the same,

®

Lo

There are

that is all the constitution and le-
gal precedent require..

““Mormon’ poiygamy is a part
of the religion of the “Mormon”
people, with which Congress has
nothing to do, and therefore that
body cannot consistently make
that form of marriage a bar to ad-
mission into the Union.

If the**Mormons'” were to abolish
polygamy, the probability is that
they would be leas respected than
they now are. Who would consider
a people entitled to respect if they
gave up one of the principles of
their retigion, and violated the
couvictions of their own conscien-
ces, for the earthly honor of having
a State governmeni? What is there
in a State form of government wor-
thy to be put in the scale against a
conseience void of oflence towards
God and mau? Utah will have

a BState gcvernment perhaps
as soon @as her ple ' are
thoroughly ready for it. She will

probably enter theUupion as a State
as soon as the Unsion is thorougbly
fit for her to enter it. What need
then for any undue hurry in the
matter? XEspecially what need for
such hurry as will necessitate the
abandonment of fundamental re-
ligious prineciples in order to secure
a Staita guovernment? We see none
at all. :

The people of Utah are at peace
with all the world. Peace on earth,
good will to man, is their special
mission. If all the world is not at
peace with them, then let all the

-world see to it, and seek the ways

of peace more diligently, pursue
them more assiduously, and learn
practise them more perfeclly.
The *“Mormons’ will cot quarrel
with the world, if the world does
not quarre! with them.

In conclusion we may thank our
Omaha contemporary for its ad-
vice, well meant and kindly given,
though we be constrained to decline
taking it.,  Advice is always admis-
sible and often acceptable, yet it is
not always incumbent on the re-
ceiver to adoptit,and neverso when
hiia conscience tells him todo other-
wise.

— - - - — - —

THE “CHRISTIAN ADVO-

CATE'S” “PARITY OF
REASONING."”

Tue R, M, Christian Advocate has
the following — |

“The Church Organ of this city,
in its issue of April 26th, replying
to the New York Herald en *The
Mormon Question,” says—‘The
polygamy of the Mormons is an in-
tegral part of their 1eligion, a por-
tiom of their religious worship,

| which Congress says shall be lert

euntirely free; there shall be no pro-
hibition of the free exercise thereof.
And if the practice of polygamy is
a part of his religion, then he is
constitutionally entitled to the free
exercise of that part of his religion
as much as any other part.”’ By
parity eof reasoning, Blood Atone-
ment, the murder of Gentiles, and
other like rites of this church, must
not be interfered with by Congress
or the courts,”

There isneither parity of reason-
ing, logic, common sense, nor com-
mon honesty in the above quoted
comment of the Advocate, “Chris-
tian” theugh it professes to be.

The Constitution guarantees free-
dom of religious. exercise, not free-
dom of religious faith alone, and
it also guarantees that no person
shall be deprived of life, liberty, or
property witheut due process of

law.

Marriage is considered by the
“Meormons,”” in common with
many other religionists, as a striet-
ly religious exercise, act, ceremony,
or ordinance, and therefore as com-
ing under those things which Con-
gress is constitutionally forbidden
to prohibit freedom in. For this
very suflicient reason, then, it is
rightly contended that Congress
has no authority to enact laws pro-
hibiting the free exercise of mar-
riage in Utah, whether it be mono-
gamous or polygamous,

But in their blind zeal, shallow-
minded persons, like the editor of
the Christian Advocate, straight-
way jump to the silly conclusion
that any act which may be called

a religious exercise, or a religious |

rite or ceremony, may, ‘““by parity
of reasoning,’”” be claimed to be be-
yend the constitutional prohibitory
purview of Congress. These hasty
persons forget that Congress is ex-
pressly permitted by the constitu
tion to make laws prohibiting and

| spected,

people of life, liberty, or property
without due process of Jaw, whether
‘such deprivation be termed a reli-
gious act or not; yea, that the Con-
stitution itself expressly prohibits
those things.

If a man commils murder, and
calls it a religious act, he deprives
his victim of life without due pro-
cess of Jaw, which the Constitution
expressly forbids.

If a man deprives anolher man
of libeity withcut due process of
law, and calls that a religious aet,
the former does that which the
Constitution expresssaly forbids.

If a man robs another man of
money or property, and calls it a
religious act, the former does that
whieh the Constitution expressly
forbids him to do.

But if a man marries a woman,
and does it &s a religious act, he
thereby deprives no one of life,
liberty, or property, and the Con-
setitution prohibits Congress from
making any law prohibiting his
freedom inm that religious act.

If that man marriesanother wife,

prives no person of life, liberty, or
property, either lawfully or unlaw-
fully, and the Constitution ex-
pressly prohibits Congress from
assing any law prohibiting his
reedom in such religious exereise.

Though Congress is thus forbid-
den to make any law prohibiting
marriage as a religious exercise,
whether monogamous or polyga-
mous, Congress is perfectly com-
petent to pass a Jaw sustain-
ing marriage, whether monoga-
mous or polygamous, and the
issue thereof, unless the provision
prohibiting Congress from making
any law respecting an establish-
ment of religion should be held to
be prohibitory in this present con-
nection. ~ Yet, if that provision
should not be =o held, a supportive
Act of Congress could be of little if
any positive value, for that which
| the Constitution expressly allows
hardly needs further supporting by
an Act of Congress, the constitu-
tional prevision, where properly re-
being an aill-sufficient
guarantee of the lilerty of the
citizen.

It is to be hoped the subject is a
little plainer now to the editor of
the Christian Advocale.

« A BUDDHIST MISSIONARY:

THE New York Ierald of April
30 notices the arrival in that city
of Woo ChLing Foo, a Chinese of
rank and education, as a sort of
Buddhist missienary, though nota
Buddhist priest. He c¢laims that
the Chinese are not heathen in
any sense of the word; that their
religion is the same in all essential
points as that of the Christians;

that the principles Christ tanght
are most excellent and should be
followed; that the Chinese peeple
feel very grateful to the Americans
for sending them missionaries, and
wish to send some here in return,
80 that the American ple can
learn the true principles of Budd-
hism; that God prepares religions
to suit diflerent nations; that man
can be saved by sincerity of works;
that the Almighty does not intend
to take care ef a few persons and
leave ceuntless millions to perish;
that the missionaries in China do
great injusice to that nation in the
reports they send nome; that they
come in contact with the lower
classes and judge the whole ple
by them; that few of the maission-
aries understand Buddhism; that
Buddhism is the only religion of
the Chinese nation; that the Bud-
dhist religion bad all the Ten
Commandments of Moses long be-
fore Moses existed; that the gold-
en rule of Jesus was taught by the
moral philosopher Confucius 550
years before Jesus was born. \Wong
Ching Foo, in reply to a question
concerning Chinese morals, said,
““] challenge any man to say that
he ever heard a Chivese man, wo-
man, or child take the name of Al-
mighty God in vain, unless it was
in the Epglish language after he
had become demoralized.”

Wong Ching Foo mastered the
English language at school in
Washington, D. C., in 1868, and is
now lecturing in New York.

_+-l"-"""-h

The Sacramento Reeord-
Union of May 1 says that ex-Sena-
tor W. G. Brownlow (‘““Parson
Brownlow”) died, April 30, sudden-
ly at Knoxville, Tennessee, his old
home, at the age of seventy-two.

punishing acts which deprive other

as a religious act, he thereby de-|

EDITORIAL NOTES.

——It is stated that the patenton
the ““feed “motion” in sewing ma-
chines expires forever on the 8th of
this May, :

-—Frem her experience in Flor-
ida, Mrs, H. B. Stowe is convinced
that the worst of Indians may be
civilized, and that they readily
learn commercial ways.,

——-The HelenaZndependent says,
“As Cannon received 21,514 voles
and Baskin but 3,842, it would
seem that the present quarrel is
purely factious.”” 1 3

——A Btales paper says a few
ladies of fashion, and of sense, are
having their walking suits made
| with a single skirt, short enough to
escape the ground, and with the
Breton jacket.

——The New York Hera’d has
the following — “It is said that
Turkish baths and the drinking of
milk in whieh figs have been
stewed will cure cancer. The mash
of figs has been applied' as a poul-
tice in some cases.’ | ea

——Here is one way of manifest-
ing outrageous rascality — “Four
men rode inte Trio, Texas, a few
morniugs ago, saturated everything
in the Court-house with coil-oil,
fired it, and rode quietly away. The
records were all destroy ed.” =3

~—The London Egaminer says
that the right to vote has made the
English masses more manly and
has caused a desire for general edu-
cation, In this country the right
to vote seems to have made many
of the people more wicked.

——The Toledo Blade says, “It
sounds like hollow mockery for
Moody to be warning Beston young
ladies against marrying unbelievers
when there are 70,000 women in
Massachusetts who cannot get any
husbands at all.” -

——The Oakland (Cal,) Trans-
cript, speaking of a recent divorce
and alimony case in this ¢city, says
that the decisions that have allowed
her (plaintiff) alimony, heretofore,
have been oppesed to the law as it
€xists’ in every State, and Lhey
seem to have been rendered on the
ground that the defendant had no
legal rights any way. e

——The Washington Star says,
“‘Poor little Mrs. Gaines is not out
of the woods yet. The decision of
Judge Billings is not final,’ An ap-
peal will be taken to the Supreme
Court of the United States, and the
New Orleans Democrat thinks that,
owing to the encumbered condition
of the docket, it ean hardly be reach-
ed before three years or more, "’

At the Walnut Street Thea-
tre, Philadelphia, five actresses of
Aimee’s.troupe were assigned one
dressing room, divided into five
sections, and each Jlady was in-
structed not to encroach on thesec-
tions of her fellows. But eneroach-
ment ensued and Mlles. Brianciart
and Omont quarrelled and fought,
the latter being knocked down

kicked, and left minus her .plﬂnci
whigz. The epurls Were to settle
the maltter. | .

——Professor Swing, of Chicago,
says, ‘‘An English writer,who may
be pardoned his national pride, be=
cause he has good reason for being
proud, has just said, ‘The English
have certainly won their proud
eminence in Evrope, and indeed
all over the world, by their national
integrity and truthfulness. The
innate loyally to duty, to right-
eouspess, and fo fidelity of word
and deed is a mational gquality.
Hence it was that the English race
was the first to make efforts for the
crushing of the slave trade, the first
to recognize the rights of free en-
quiry and free speech, the first to
emancipate from political disabili-
ties the Nonconformist, the Catho-
lie, the Jew.’ ™’ -

| ——The San Francisco Chronicle
of May 1 says, concerning desert
land grabs, **An agent of certain
large capitalists, having secured
the signatures of his friends to a
considerable number of applica-
tions, started on Friday last for a
remote section of the State, for the
purpose of filing claims covering a
iarge area of land. But the nmext
day (Saturday), the aid of the tele-
graph was called inte requisition to
stop the filingef the applications,
the chief manipulators having be-
come demoralized at the prospect
of seeing their names in print in
conneclion with so iniquitous a
project. Public opinion has al-
ready pronounced the Desert Land
law a swindle, and the next Cen-
gress will probably be constrained
by an irresistible popular sentiment
to repeal it.”




