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by the people, the establishment of
a Legislative Commission in licu
of the electe 1 Legislature,are among
the infamies he has defended and
clamored for.

[f he wera elected to Congress
these are the kind of measures he
would champion. Would he not
be a ‘“Liberal’ delegate? BShould
oot the “Mormon” people rush to
the polls and vote for a man who
would use the power they coenfer
upon him to bind them with politic-
a) fetters and wreat from themn every
political right?

We do pot believe that conserva-
tive ““Geuntiles’® will vote for the
“Liberal’’ eandidate. Certalnly no
man conbected with the “*Mormon>’
community, or who desires the wel-
fare and progress of the law-abiding
f*Mormon®” citizens, could conscien-
tiously support so promounced an
enemy to the young men of Utah,
and such A malignant foe of the
men Who laid the foundations of
thie commonwealth, destired to be-
come a great and prosperous State.

The *Liberal”? eandidate cannot
be elected. He ought not to be
elected if his party were in the nu-
merical majority. For, every true
A merican, Republican or Democrat,
ahould refuse to vote for a man
whose powers are devoted fo the
destruction of popular rights and

the establishment of a hatefu! auto-
eracy.

THE “LIBERAL” CANDIDATE
CONFESSES.

THE “Liberal” canilidate for the
office of Delegate to Congress ac-
knowledges, as editor of the “Lib-
eral’’ organ, that the charges made
angainst him are trne. That is, he
has used hls talents and energies,
and would use thetn if elected, to
procure the disfranchisement of
every ©Mormon’? in OJtah. He says,
further, he would, if he couid,
“prevent any Mormon voting in
the United States, ora Mormon be-
coming paturalized in the United
Btates.? And he intimates his de-

®sire to push this assauit on the
*Mormons’> to the verge of civil
war and ‘““the destruction of the
fives and property of thousands of

people.?

It ie true that thesé intimgltlons of
the eandidate in regard t&saible
vlolence and bloodshed are putin
the way of warnings. But they io-
dicate the wish that was father to
the thought, and are only repeti-
tlons of his previously uttered san-
guinary predietions and deslres.

As to his advocacy of the disfran-
chisemeut of every *Mormon,’’ he
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makes no uncertain sound. He says,
“That it is a true count. That in
our judgment, is the right thiog to
do.”

The support of either ¢ Young
Utah?? or Old TUtab for such a eandi-
date is not likely to be even formid
able. A ‘Mormon’ vote for so
bitter an enemy fo freedom would
be conclusive proof of the lunacy of
the voter.

Now what is the alleged reason
for- this vindictive pursuit of the
““Mormon” people? It is the mem-
bers of the ‘*Mormon’’ Churech of
Utah who had broken oo law in the
past, who had taken an oath that they
would not violate the law in the
future, nor to aid, abet gr advise
anyone else to viclate the.law,?’
whose disfranchisement be openly
says he advocated and will advocate.
8o it is rot on account of any overt
act on their part that he wishes to
wrest {rom them every pelitical
right. Let him speak for himself as
to his pretended reason for reducing
law-abiding American citizens to
the condition of political serfs. He
says:

“‘The other and prominent evil was
the elaim of these [Mormon] ~hiefs to
hold it a divine right to order the rank
and file to vote as they decreed. That
too will have to be given up; that will
have to by given up peaCeabiy or ic
will have to be done in the amoke and
firea and death of a great war.”'

“Ifthey continue in the future as in
the past; if they give thoir blind al-
logiance to the priesthood of their
Church; if they vote as they are dir-
acted, it will cost them more sorrow

thau they have ever yet suffered be-
fore it is over.”

This is the cry om which the
“Liberal”” ¢andidate has heen ripg-
ing the changes—mere verbal varia-
tions, for several years. It is diffi-
cult, in view of the fucts, to believe
in his sanity, or conceding that, to
credit him with common honesty.
The chiefs of the Church do not

make aoy such claim, they
do pot , exercise nny such
coercion. ‘‘The divione right to

order ‘‘any mau to vote asthey
decree’” iz uot claimned by the Presi-
deut or other leader of the ¢ hurch,
nor believed in by the *‘rapk and
file’” or any one else in the Church,
80 far as we are aware. If there
is such a person he does wot un-
derstand the genius of his religion
or the authority of the ‘‘¢hiefs of
the Ghurch.”

How can ““Young [Jiah?’ or Old
Utah giveupsomething they never
posavssed or entertained? Not even
to avoid the “smoke and fire and
death”’ with which the *“Liberal”»
candidate threatens them, cao they
formally renounce something they
pever believed and npever claimed

a8 pact of their creed, or part of
their authority, or part of their
duty.

It will oot Jo to clip out isolated
passayges without the explanatory
context from the remarks of some
“Mormon’? writer or speaker, pa

to bis own theory of divige
goveroment, aod feist them,
with unwarranted iufe rences,

upon the whole ““Mormon® Churgh,
a8 its established docbrine. That ig
the style of his paper and of some
of his baser associates, but the
f“Liberal” candidate ought™ to be
above such tricks and subterfuges,
There is nothing in the *Mormgp?»
faith or in the -‘Mormon” practic,
which justifies a1 leader in claiming
the right to ovder any one to vote ag
be decrees, or places its devotees
under ocbligation to ‘‘give bling
allegiance to the priesthood,” o
to **vote as they are directed,??

It is, then, on his own surmise gy
allegation that “Mormons” vote pg
some one directs, that the *“Liberg]s»
candidate bases his deniand and
utters his bloodthirsty threats ang
proguosticativns.  There are g
words in the English Janguagze toq
strong to express our denial of hijg
charge, our contempt for his methogd
of wordy warfare and our scorp gf
his bombastic menaces. But we
will not get down fo the leve] ot hiy
paper to utter them and use invee.
tive for argument.

There is not a member of the
Church who ean trutbfully say he
has been ordered to vote for any
candidate for office.  There ia ot
a delegate to any of the ceny.
ventions recently held for municj.
pai, county or territoriul politics whe
can truthfully say that he has beep
ordered to nominate or oppose any
person, or tosupport or reject any
ticket or policy. We repeat whag
we have stated again and again,
that every member of the “Mgr-
mon’> Church is free, in theory sng
in practice, to vote as he chooges
without compulsion of any kind gor
nature. His creed accords him thig
liberty, bis leaders do not interfere
with it.

On the other hand, the party to
which the editor of the “*Liberg]>
organ belongs 1loes exercise us mueh
ocoercion a8 it ia possible to use, in
order to secure the unanimity it de-
mands from its members. it abuses
all who attempt to Freak from
its bonds and terrorism. [t nvailg
itself of every tmeans, including the
obligations of secret societies pressed-
into its service, to exact submission
to its dictates. Aud it employs the
paper which the ‘Liberal” candi-



