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-and resd generally by the Laftter-

EDITORFALS.
NOT KEPT IN THE DARK.

Tar Philadelphla Press, not to be
out of the fashion of speaking rashly |
about the ¢ Mormons,” says:

Mormon missionaries do mnot
preach polygamy, and as the mass
of their convertsbelong to the ciasses
who don’t read there is little reason
for the surprise expressed in many
guarters that the Edmunds bill had
no apparent effect in reducing Mor-
mon immigration.

the

impression that the people who join
the Chureh of Jesus Christ of Lat-

telegraph were undlsputed and un-
disputable facte, requiring no ex-

amination as
| yet there is no more unreliable news

to correctness, Awnd

circulated through ths Iland than

these same press dlspatcheg about
Utah. Often they are whele.cloth
falsehoods, frequently they coniain
just enough truth to save ihem
from that imfutatiun, and now and
again by telling part only of the
truth they succeed in misleading
the public mind without gettling
fairly within the line of lying.

A case in polnt is the dispatch
concerning the circular letier of the
First Presidency of the Church here,
on the political situation. By making
a partial quotation here and there

Saints abroad, and who
com the “Mormon Iimmigra-
tion,” are kept in the dark on the
sabject of ¢Mormon” plural imar-
riage until they reach Utah. This
has been frequently charged in
plainer language than that used by
the Press. Buf a great many jour-
nals: offer an opposite objection.
They deslare that the ‘“Mormon”
immigrants, who are arriving in
large numbers, come to the United
States for the special surposs of
breaking the laws of the land, that
is, of practising polygamy.

Which is the correct position;
that ‘““‘Mormon” missionaries con-
ceal “Mormon? polygamy and their
converts know nothing about I, or
that ‘“they scour the Euwropean

from the decument, sandwiched in
between the telegrapher’s own re-
mearks, & text has been furnished
for long discourses from the press,
We clip the annexed from & Boston
paper a9 & specimen paragraph:

The manifesto which the Mormon
leaders have lssued to their follow-
ers breathes a spirit of defiance and
resistance fo the exegution of the
Edmunds law. It describes the Iaw
a3 aimed at the repression and
destruction of a portion of the Mor-
mon relizgion; declares that -the

rinciple of celestial marriage is ““in-
Earwnvan with our dearest and
noliest hopes concecfed with eter-
nity;” affirms that the Mormons
have “no compromise -to make or
principles to barter away;” and ap-

harems?” - The statements cannot
bothibe true, And ye! each isin.
sisted upon with as much vigor as
the other. :

We will answer the question,
Neither asseriion iz correct. ‘‘Mor-
mon” missionaries do not generally
preach on the subjeect of plural mar-
riage. At the- game fims they do
not conceal it. They are not sent

abroad to promuigate ihe docirine; |

that is not thair busine:s. It isto
preach the Gospel of faitb, repent-
ance and baptism for the remission
of sins, with the promise of the gift
of the Holy Ghost by the laying on
of hands, and the exboriation for the
Baints fo gather out from the wick-
ed to the land of Zion. But they
are always ready, when requesied,
to explain and defend the doctrine
of plaral marriage as held and prae-
tised in Utah. So the people who
receive the Gospel are not kept
in the dark concerning poly-
‘gamy. Neither do they emigrate
for the purpose of gupporting
that system. If they think of it at
al, it is more in the way of assent {o
its principles in theory, than of any
expectation 'in regard to ils praclice,
Bat the Press Is greatly mistaken
a9 to the class of converis to the
“Normon Church,” If rarely in-
who cannot read.
The mest jpotent ‘“Mormon” mis-
sionary and one fhat is kept in the
fleld more then any other, is called
Tae HoLy BIBLE, and it is chiefly
the ple who believe in and read
that book—King James® franslaticn
—who receive the testimomy of the
“Mormon” Elders and come to Utah
in the “Mormon® immigration
companies, - Conversation with the
people who arrive at New York in|
oharge of our Elders will prove the
truth ¢f these assertions.
We also have works which are |
wldely read, and our ©Ohurech organ,
The Millennial Star, which is taken

dzy Baints in Europe, has been pub-

peals to the Mormonh people to guard
well their franchize, and in ons un-
broken phalasnx maintain and sus.
tain their political status, Mormon
resistance 1o, or evhsion of, the ¥d-
munds law, will oniy result in other
legislation which cannot be resisted
or evaded; and it is perhaps just as

{'of destroying the pulitical status of

no mesaning., The ¥dmunds bill
was framed for ths express purpose

the Mormon church, a8z the first
gstep toward securing an enforce.
ment of the law agaiust polygamy.
If the DMormons attempt to *main-
tain and sustain’ tiria political status
an issue will bejoined which may
force a gpeedier golution of the Mor-
meon problem than the advoecates of
this measure calculated upon.”

We clip the foregoinz from the
Boston Lerald. 1t i3 one wiore il

lustration of the slipshiod way in

r bers of the “Mormon Church” have

| friends and associates on all matters
| that

a political sfatus just as members of
any other church who are citizens
of the United BStates, And they
have the right to o ize for the
purpoge of preserving it, and to d>
fend theilr political liberties. The
authorities of that Church bhave|
not lost their political status by ac-
cession toececlesiastical dignity, but
have the right to speak to their

pertain to their welfare gocial- |
ly, morally and Fulitimlly, as well
as religiously, using the latter word
in its common, restricted eense.

which eastern papers handle the
“Mormon” question. They feel
called upon toesy something on
this subject because the public feel
gome interest in ii{; but they will
not take the trouble to inform thems-
gglves enough to #peak Intelligently
and correctly.
The Utah Commissioners have
meade a report to the Secretary ofthe
Interior, which has been published
all over the country, being circalat-
ed as a press digpatch. It contained
one error, made by the operator, but
was in the main correct, The mis-
fske was in crediting the ‘““Mor-
mons” instead of the non ‘Mor-
mons’’ with that application to the
Commissioners to exclude women
voters from the registry lists. This
attempt was made by the clique
called the “Liberals,” but it did not
succeed. The **Mormons®™ are in
favor of woman euffrage, as they are
of every movement calculated to
secure polltieal, social and religious
liberty to women equally with men,
In their report the Commissioners
make no charge of ob:truction on
the part of the “Mormons,’”” Neither
in the start nor at any other point
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perienced opposition from the

well that the Mormon spirit should
manifest itself now as Ister,

Now the ‘‘manifesto’ contains
not a syllable of “defiance’ nor
2 breath of “resistance” to the Ed-
munds Iaw or any other enaciment.
It is an ontzpoken declaration of the
sentiments of the ““Mor  lead-
ers on subjects upon which every
American citizen has theright to
speak, and so far from advising ‘re-
sistance’ or “*deflance,’” it counsels
the Latter-day Saints to submit not
only to that law in relation fo the
approaching election, but also to the
rules mads by the Commissioners,
although, in some respects, they are
in excess of the law and the power
it confers, It i3 a document thsat
has besn Iarzﬁlyﬁnmmendad for its
moderation and liberalify by persons
not in accord with the ‘‘AMormon”
Church in any way, and can only be
objected to in a epirit of unfairness
and bigoted animosity.

Bat the comments thatbave been
made upon it, like the above, have
' been provoked by the garbled report
of it In the press dispatch; and the
papers which have let themsel-
ves loose on the subject are
to bs blamed more for faking a one-
gided and unreliable report as the
ground for thelr attacks, than for
the rabld natore of thelr remarks,
We think that if the *“Mormon”
question is of sufficient importance
1o provoke frequent and gerious at-
tention, it is grave enough to de-
mand jnquiry into the facts before
wholesale and bitter denunciation is
indulged in.. And we suggest that
the ““manifesto” which has ealled
forth so many ediforials should at
least hiave been read, before leading

lHshed continuously for nearly forty-

five years, and keeps our scattered

~ pressed in

~ recommend inquiry

*ERRONEOUS DISPATCHES AND

. comment on press dispatches con-

people posted in regard to our Church
doctrines, the doings in Utah, the
laws of Congress that relate to the
‘““Mormon”™ question, and all things
about which the Saints sbroad are
supposed by some people to be kept
in ignorance.

The Edmunds bill does not affect
the “Mormon immigration’” one
way or another, Thers is o reason
why it should. The Ff‘surprice ex-

!

sult of rance of the whole
“Mormon” question, which the
Preas, we are eerry to see, shares in
copamon with ‘other ps and the
general public.. We . reapectfull
| ; and sincerely
advise sllence on the part of re-|
gpectable journals until they ean
gpeak with some understanding of
the subject.

J

—+--*—|—|—-——-

PRESS COMMENTS.

IT is the fashion of many promi-
nent newspapers in this country to

vy | THE

cerning Utah and the “Mormons,”
as though the tidings bormeby th l

Journals proceeded to load it down
with g0 many epithets.

“NMormons.,” If the Boston Herald
had paid proper attention to this
mafter befecre comwment, it would
have seen that the ‘‘opposition in
the start” eame from the non-**Mor-
mons,” who objec ed atrenuously
the election in November which

1o

We can assure the Beston Herald
and all the antl-**Mormon?”’ fanatics
in the land, that the “Mormons” as
citizena of the United Btates will
certalnly “‘attempt to maintain and
sustain their political status,”that is,
to exercise the elective franchise so
far as it is left to them,in sustaining,
for what few offices are yet in their
| gift, such men as appear to them the
best qualified to zerve them in a

{ moet of his time in ecringing w

e
e

just what we have contended, Noy
if there are any ‘‘rights” of whic
“Mormons” have been deprive
there fa a legal way to proceed 1,
their recovery. As to that we hay,
noneed of any advice from t,
truly Christian (7) Advocate ¢
““putting away,” a thing which
Bible says “God hateth,”

We are not surprised 2t the sey;
ment advanced and the step con
sélled by the editor of that paper |
is just such & course as we Wwou
expect him to teke if he weresiy
larly situated to some of the Latiel
day Baints. Oce who has sp

——

cadging, list or plate in han)
squeezing out contributions fr
‘‘Mormon” and *“Gentile,”” and %}
has travelled through the land lyi
againkt the Latter-day BSainis|
money, would be just the kindof]
thing to repudiate wilves, childy
and any sacred relation or tie iy
worldly gain or pogition, '

But let us see whether the scoy

public ca ty. Those whoare dis-

not attempt to vote or gstand for
office. Bat those who are not af-
fected thereby, we belleve, will ex-
ercise their undoubted legal and
constitutional rights sceord-
ing to their own judgment,
and if this is to force an issue guch
a8 the Herald hints at, then it fol-
lows {hat men and women are to be
hindered by force from exercising
| the common rights of citizens, sim-
ply beciuss they hold religicus
opinions diflerent from a sef of
howling bigots and unprincipled
sectarians.

Bat the Herald is ‘off” about the
whole maftter, as it is likely to be
because cf iis indlspozition to In-

of their proceedings have they ex-| vestigate a subject on which editors | American citizens” offered asab:

have less understanding than any
of the public questions of the
times, - s

The Herald need nol imagine
that the *“Mormons” are going to
offer resistance either to the m
to the Commissionere, unless toFte
the constitutionality of the provi-

the Commissioners came here to|sions of the former and the legisla-

supervise. The f'Mormons” were
in favor of the elzction, and their|

opponents were so0o mad over the

declaion of the Commissioners that

it should be held, that some c¢f the

baser sort commenced to abuse the _
Commissioners, and accused them [and everything is moving along as | And if ever they get back that fra:

of pandering to the“Mormons.””

Neither have the *high officlals of
the Church,” by “manifesto’™ or
otherwize, appealed for resistanceto
the authority of the United States,
And the quotaticn made by the
Boston Herald does not convey an
such impression. If to guard well
our franchise, sustain our political
statas and defend our liberties, is
resiatance to the authority of the
Unifed States, then it follows that
tbe United States sre engaged in an
attempt to destrov the franchize,
political etatus and eivil lihertiex of
a portion of the people, which the
Government was corganized to pro-
tect. Buaf we do notcharge this and
the Boston Jterald should have
gense encugh to perceive. the folly
of such an accusation, And if the
iwurda uﬁtgd mnvsy t!;luch 8 mean-
ng a3 that imputed, then every po-
litlcal manifesto, Democratic, E—
publican or “Independent,”” can be
congirued in the same manner. The
Herald needs a pinch of the snuff
of common sense to clear iis editori-
al head.

The Herald is rash and foolish
sgain in stating that “the Edmunds
bill was framed for the express pur-

|

However, one good thing will

pose of destroying the ‘political

come oul of this injustice, If the|status’ of the Mormion Church,”

edifors will not investigate befors| We are afraid that the Herald has |

condemning, other people will, and | not read the Edmunds bill, 1t says
the very fierceness of the attacks|nothingabout the*Mermon”Church
made upon everything that is con-|nor ils “*political statud.” If it did
nected with ““Mormonism” will di-|that would have stamped it with

rect the attle
ple, who will read, think, see and
act upon their own agency and rez-
poneibility. . And thelr conclusions

quariers’ is the re«| will be of value net only to them. |

selves, but to the system and 1
who are 59 unfairly assailed i

S

“MORMON” POLITICAL
STATUS.

“The Utah Commission- has en-

countered the opposition of the
Mormons at the very startof its
ugeratinna. The high officials of the
church have issued a manifeste to
their followers, bidding them

pareto “guard well cur franchise

and in one unbroken phalanx main.
tain and sustain our political status
and as patriots and freemen operate

together in defense of what faw lib.
erdes are leff ue.” If thisis not an

re- |

4 statue; does it; Mr. Heralda?

atlention of inguiring peo-|an additional mark of uncenstitu-

tionality. Congress has no right to
pass laws to destroy the pelitical or
other status of any church in the
land, The “Mormon’ Church has
just as much right to a ““political
status’ as the Methodist Church,
or the Catholie Chureh,’or any other
church. The only allusion to the
“Mormons™ as & religious body, in
the Edmunds Act; is in the Seventh
Section which is favorable rather
than antagonistic. It legitimates all
the issue of bigamouns o;a‘}mlygam-
ous marriages “golemni accord-
ing to the cecremonies of the Mor-
mon seect,” born befere the first day
of Jan 1883. This does not aim
at the destruction of any political

- Buft the term political status at-
tached to the “Mormon” Chureh is
sheer 'nonsense, It has no such
status to destroy. As an ecclesias.
tical organization it does notfigure in

| cense. And what is the reward to
ce of suech |

| holds nnythini:gninat them for the

tion of ‘the latter, by the means
provided in the laws of the Jand,
can be consfrued into offering
resistance. We =gre submitting,
as gracefully as possible for any one,
to the exigencies of the situalicn

calmly as a summer’s morning
when all the elements sre harmoni-
ous and at peace. We are not at all
distarbed, and we do net think such
threats as the Herald hurlz at us
will raise a, ripple upon the siream
of our gteady couree, or make the

|slightest difference to our “'political
status.”

&>

A VILLAINOUS PROPOSITION.

““A wealthy oil merchant in China has
en practical proof of his- eonversion

vy pubting away his concudblnes and of-
fering one of his houses for a free chapel,
besides paying all the expenses of the ser
Eﬁf: he desires the Migeicn to conduet

A gocd example for-the Laiter-
Day Salnts of Utah to follow., A
gimilar eourse, on their part, would
remove the Commissioners, and re-
store to them the rights of Ameri-
can citizenship.’’ |

~ The above i from the editorial
columns of the Christian Advocate

course here pointed out for men to
pursue who have married plural
wives under the crdinance and doe-

tarn them away, in
and of ths clalms upon them as
husbands and fathers. This is truly
a “Christian” piece of advice, using
that term in iis modern perverted

be obtained as the l’iﬂ
“Christian’ villainy? The removal
of the Commissioners and restora-
tion to “the rights of American
citizenship.”

e

franchised by the Edmundes law will | benefit

drelism he pro wonld be of iy
in the direction
the arrangemen
made for the approa elect)
not only acfusl polygamists, njul
those who have long ago ceased {4
practice plural marriage, are exclijd
ed from registration and the puje
The term ““polygamist™ is constru
to mean a person who has practis
Polygamy at any time, whether ids
ore there was a law against i
since, whether he is gtill 1ualnta
ing the relalion or was freed fron [ '.
before if was made an offence it
|law. Thus those who by the desjd
of their plural wives, or by volud.
tary separaiion, have become mas
ogamista or widowers or widov
are deprived of those ‘‘rights ¢

dicated.

for repudiation, just as much as tiy

present praetical polygamistﬂ.
There are some individuals, pus
inz ucder the name of “‘Libersls
who, - on feceding from the *“Mg
on” Church “werse . un:crupul
and cowardly enough to put aw:
their plural wives without the |3
ter’s consent, in the expectation
gaining the applause of the muli§
tudeand other earthly rewards. Ar
they are to-day, as els:
shorn of the franchise as if they b
been true to their vows, their may
hood and ftheir eocial obligations

——r

chise it will be a8 pardoned erins
nals who have sued and bent:.
plead {or mercy.

Perhaps the peripaletic dinx
gatherer who recommends fam:§
repudiation for earthly gain wox
iike the “Mormons™ to dispose
their pluralwives in the same we)»
adopted by the heathen chief. ¥
|ing ‘‘converted” to the GJIGI‘FEII 1

Christianity promulgated by ft
| Methodists, in hopes of the mate:
benefits which those who ““com;:
gea and land” kXnow so well how
hold out to the ““benighted,” he
sented himse1f with his seven wi
to join the church., But he was §
formed that he could not be a Ch
tian until he had disposed of all
wives but one. He turned av
sorrowful. But after a' considera
time he returned with hisone w
the youngest of the séven. “WH
have you done with the others?”
was asked. “Oh,” replied the ref
ly converted “Chris tian,” “me
!Em.ﬂ - '
If the “Chrlstlans” of this

l

published in thiseity. What is the}

trine of the Church to which the |
belong? It i8 to forsalre their wives: | 1o m

| villainy and folly

and hatred of our causge hgve stir
up £o much trouble in the lag
imagine that those ‘“Mormons” w
have teken more wivez than «
families by them
tions of divinely

u

violation - - t
of all obligations moral and religious g:rigﬂgl:;rhge, are going fo

pudiate them and (u
their vacated and desclated hom:
into Methodist conventicles, af'
the fashion advised by the Ohrict:
&?}Aﬁm#&tﬂ,thay must have been
ulging in epiritual hasheesh. W)
we get down to the level of suj
y a: as that, we si
be deserving no! only of being
prived of ““the rights of Ameri¢
citizens™ but of the loss of divine

Indeed. Well, we do net know of
any one who is anxious for the re-
moval of the Commissioners, They
are very pleasant gentlemen, and
are perfec welcome to stay in
Utah altogether, 20 far as we are
concerned. The “Mormons” have
no quarrel with them. It is true
we think they have gome further
than the law required or authorized,
but no one that we are aware of

discharge of what they have deem-
ed to be their dauty. So their remov-
al is no consideration at sllL

The other promise 1§ the ¢fres-
toration of rights,” Oh! yon

appeal for resistance to the author.
ity of

the United States, then it has |

such a position, Itisa Ch not
a State nor a political party, Mem-

admit that *rights” have been
That is!

faken away, do you?

—

vor, social recognition and
respect.
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THE FIGHT FOR THE OFFICI

WHERE THE MONEY’S TO ooy
FROM,

Liberal Assessment Number ©
WE are able to present fo the put

coples of two very interesting dc

ments. We commend them to &
consideration of the people of Uts
They are being sent to all the bou

officials, It sppears that a gub




