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MARRIAGE AS A TEST.
Soribner’s for August contains an
article entitled*Marriage as a Test,”
in which the vagaries of some oOf
the modern religieus *‘reformers”
in reference to social Jife are hand-

: the

ties of enlarged matzimony.
qualificaiicns pecessaly in the
head of asipgle family are required
in & greater degree in the head of a
plural family,  Therefore, the sys-
tem of a plurality of wives, winle,
adapted to all persops under like |
conditions, is noet of universal ap-

plication im the broadest seunse of | P®

led rather severely, The celibacy
of the Bhakers is thus attacked: -

“‘Shakerism is good for nothing if | is not a correct test to apply to it.

it is not good universally,—if it

: : . 2 i
ought not to be adepted uniyersally.| '<Of course we do not need to alr

But universal adoption would be
the suicide of a race, and a race has
no more right to commit suicide
than a m» Besides, the dam-
ming of one of the most powerful
streams in human nature only sets
the water back to cover the banks
it was intended to nourish and to

| marriage—revealed of eourse—are

|that he has no idea what are Lhe

the term, and consequetly, &s in

received a letter from Hi}uplulu,', [ formed it, or nntil released by the

reonal tax of $5 per anpum from
which, by law, ministers of vhe
q.t'

many ether things, uuiversality, as
laid@own by the writer in Scridner,

. He says:
lude to the Mormon.  His views

Hlmpl: bﬁ“tly'” : o
We have no hesitation insaying

s« Mormon views of marriage.” All
the eulogies = he ' pronounces
on the matrimonisl  state are

drain. It is too late to telk about
the superior sanctity of t
We have no

gizes in the mind the passion 1t is
intended, for nglritupl, reasons, to
suppress, and

gains nothing in holiness,
if he do not lose irretrievably, He
ic a victim of a shocking mistake, |
and be disgraces himself and his
own father and mother by his gross
views of an institution before whose
purity and beneficence he and his
whole system stand condemned.”’

Most of the above sentiments we
fully endorse. Celibagcy is contrary
to nature and revealed religioun.
The intercourse of the sexes under
marital relations and proper restric-
tions, is not only essential to the
perpetuation of the .race, but is
consonant with the highest degree
of purity, physical and spiritual.
To denounce marriage er defame
its relations as debasing, is to dis-
pute with Deity and call that vile |
which he has ordained and com-
manded fer the hﬂ?plﬂ_ﬂ_ﬂﬂ, ‘progress
and exaltation of his children,
What is called *“the vow of chasti-
ty’’ is a perversion of truth and a
violatien of mnatural aod divine
law. People are not necessarily
more chaste through remaining
unmarried or dissociated 1rom the
opposite sex, Sometimes they are
made mentally and spiritually im-
pure by their unnatuaral coundition,
and in consequence of the thoughts
whicn it suggests and makes prom-
ineut and continua'. And in man
cases this leads to practices which
render them bodily corrupt. A vow
of eelibacy, therefore, is not always
a vow of chastity. i |

But we cannot agree with the
wriver In Scribner that nothing can
be good which ought xot to be
adopted universally, There may
be cases in which celibacy might
be better than marriage. Not be-
cause of & vow to remain single,
but in consequence of disguali-
fications for the matrimonial state,
Many things may beneficial to
exceptional cases which would be
baieful to the multitude. . Univer-
sality of application is not always
a true test of a system, social, re-
ligioug or political. When the®on-
ditions &re precisely similar, the
rule of universality will hold good.
Thut i8, a system should be of uni-
vernﬂap£licatiuq when all are in
like conditions, , For instance, bap-
tism is & uuiversal requirement of
the Gospel. It is administered for
the remission of sias, and all have
sinued, therefore, it is universally
applicable. But its benefits can
only flow tothose who comply with
required conditions, . They must
believe and repent, or baptism will
be of no effezf. In one sense then,
baptism is a universal law of the
Gospel; . in another sense it is of
only partial application, But
where the conditions are ulike the
application is general.

Marriage may be viewed in the
same maopner. Itis an institution
suited to all nations in sall ages. But
there are rules applying to it which
must vary in different conditions.
In some countries where physical
development is more forward than
in others, very youthful persons
may mate to adyantage, while in
other places their union should be
postponed for several years. And,
as we have previously shown, there
are cases in which marriage ought
‘not to be ung:fed_ in or permitted.
Plural marriage, as practised
by the Latter-day Baints, is a case
in point. It is of universal appli-
cation under like conditions. But |
some men are not qualified to en-
gage in its practice. Indeed there

and home

_—

| ﬁﬂﬁﬂ%fﬁ“ﬂ- There is bus. this difference Iin
aith in it whatever. | them and curs. While-he would
The vow of chastity simply empha- | confine the benefits which arise

fixes the attention |exiend them to the utmost pussible
upon it, Tne Bhaker in denying | imits, Itis a graud mistake of
love to himselfand all the hallowed | the op

influences that grow out of family | 1o imuagine that thissysten destroys

| conducted

+ does not bear out hia u.nn.um.-g.l;iun.,

J |different to

| And it is the want of something

really “Mormon?’  utterances,

from the family and the home
within a limited cirgle, we would

ponents of plural marriage

the home and breaks up the family.
On the contrary it makes more
homes and esiablishes . more
families, using thoss terms in their
fullest and best sense, To
quote a scriptural blessing on the
polygamist, ‘**God giveth him fam-
ilies like a flock.” Allthe good in-
fluenees surrounding a well arrang-
é¢d monogamic family are mulu-
plied and extended in & properly
Jygamic family.

The Scribner writer makes what
he calls **Christian marriage’” his
test of all new schemes or systems

of religion or philosophy. He says, |

“[f it tampers with that it isal-
ways bad, and can by ne posibility
be good.”” A little investigation
will show that he assumes a great
deal too much, and dogmatizes
with more positiveness than au-
thority or reason. - His ' idea
of “Christian marriage” is' the
union 'of one man with one
woman and no more, But it is im-
possible for him orany one to prove
that this is “‘Christian marriage,”’
that is, the marriage system estab-
lished by Christ. No such mono-
gamie syetem is found 1o the Chris-
tian record. The New Testament

Modern Christianity is esseutially
primitive Christiauity.
Lf the old form and spirit'should .b&h
revived or restored, it would cer
tainly “tamper” with the existing
system in all its bearinge, marriage
included.. And it is possible, not-
withstanding his dogmatism, that
such.  “tampering” ~might = be
good. ‘Looking . at ‘the soclal
condition of so-¢alléd Christendom,
it might be reasonebly considered
that *‘a more cxcellent way'’ could
be adopted,one which would preveut
muoh of the crime, bestiality ana
corruption which prevail and are|
increasing in the civilized world.

better which is coming to be recog-
nized by many of the best miuds of

the age, that eauses most “reform-

ers” to attempt the introduction of [l
| imprisonment is for Jife, inasmuch

some change which thsy imagine
would < be the better for society.
If they make mistakes, |
and run ianto error, that is mo rea-
son why the true and.corregct me- |
thod should miot’ be brought forth.
We “Mormouns” claim to have it.
Wisdom would dictale the poliey
of investigating it and its actual
workiogs before pronounciog judg-
ment upon it, and of giving it time
to work out its evil or good results
to a positive demonstration. And
we can assure those who look upon
it as “*beastly’ that they do il a

groes  injustice, either . through
ignorance or malice, and
that were we inelined to

retorf, we could expose the beastli-
ness of the common manner of
praetising énforced monogamy till
its upnolders would blush with
shame;j if they have any.,

It Christian or Biblical marriage is
to be the test ofa religious sysrem,
we are perfectly willing that it
should beapplied to ours, and then
we shall take great pleasure in ap-
plying it to the popular forms, ill
their advocates are only willing to
abide the issue. Let us have the
marriagetest by all means,

—__*-‘-—P—-i-—-———

A JUST JUDGMENT.

A FEw days sgo Elder Henry P.

are men who are not fit to be en-

Richards, lately returned from his

pel are exem
menft the
that they were
‘'Christian ministers,’”’ as the term

and it was ultimately
Court, who thoroughly investigated
the sabject
and con and
tion of our doctrines, .

‘Before a decision was reached

in the hands of the attorney who
had conducted his ‘case in courl.
The ruling has now been delivered,
and henceforth eur miesionaries on
the Islands will be exempt from
the tax, and be legally recoguized
as ministers of the gospel, with the

same rights and privileges under

terested, had Dbeen decided in
his fayor. The particulars ale
Lhese: .

Ae attempt !had.been made to|ih
collect from the Utah KElders the|of the punishment.

was underetood in the law. To our

was of considerable importance. So
Elder Richards contested the case
carried up
before a Judge of the BSupreme

heard testimony pro
listened to an exposi- |

Elder Richards was released and |
returned home, leaving the matter

of cormmitmert,” (Compiled Laws,
sec. 1692 )

There are two points to be con-
sidered in this sectionj first the
power of the offender to perform
e act required; second, theextent

As to the first, the Executors

&08- | were required to turn over te the

On resisting pay- | Receivers
KElders were informed

not considered

by the

appointed
Court, the property
of the estate of the late Brigham
Young. They complied with the

order of the Court so far asthey

missionaries the 1Inoney WaB|were able. That is, they turnea
but  a emall  censideration; | pyer all the residue of the property
but  the principle invelved|remaining in their. hands. But

the Probate Court, as
by law, and bad received the full

legatees,

in the case,
takes to compel them to do that
which they have shown to be im-
poesible. But the section of the
statute which we have quoted, and
[from which the Court derives
lits. power to  imprison in
this case, provides that the
act required must be ‘*‘yet in

they had distributed the estate ac-
| cording to the provisions of the will |
under the direction and sanction of

court, aud, in that ca=e, the act
shall be specified in the warraut

and eflfects

suls in those countries, without
delay, to assist them in gaining ia-
formation a8 to the manner in
which the ranks of the Mormon
church are recruited and to forward
ieformation as speedily as possible
to Washington.” : ,

The whole thing has the appear.
ance of a sensational dispateh,fab
cated by ap iugenious correspen-
dant hard up fer an item of general
interest, Journalism in these times
is not remarkable for reliability,
and New York Herald correspons
dents are particularly famous for
the maopufacture of news when ex»
eiting facts happen to be searce. If
the Hera/d Bohemian who stabbed
his vest and suspender buckle on
the table of a botel in this ecity,
and wrote long letters to his paper

provided for

and legal releases of the heirs and |

of his narrow escape frem the aag-
ger of a “Mormon”? assassin, is now

the Washiogton correspondent of

tbat joarnal, it will be easy to un-
derstand bow such an extravagant

It was, therefore, impos-
|sible for them to comply further
with the order of the Court. This
was set forth in their sworn answer
The Court now under-

the lﬂ-W Qs thﬂ Iﬁlﬂi&tﬂl‘ﬂ of H.HJ? the puwﬁr n.f thﬂ person to pﬂf'ﬂrm.”

Christian denomiaation.

The imprisonment of the IExeen-

We cﬂngratulate Elder Richards tors, themfurﬂ‘ is not enly wrong

on the success of his suit, and com-

mend the action of the Judge ﬁ]

sensible, equitable and right.
would be a blessed thing 1if all

Judges would throw away prejudice
and decidein righteousness without

fear or favor.
e

TORS.

e

August 8th, 1879.

Edilors Deseret News:

In reading the order of Associate
Justice Boreman, wherein he or-
ders that the defendants, the exec-
utors of the estate of B. Young,and
John Taylor, I'rustee-in-Truast, ete.,
be imprisoned until such times as
they comply with the order of sald

Court, an important question
arises.

Ly e nantly vaade bnawmn
to the Court by the aforesaid de-

bat is unlawful,

funishment. It is evident from

| orders of the Court, which can be
and of right should be obeyed. 11
deoes not contemplate the continual

Now as to the perpetuation of the
the wording of the statute that its

object is, not to deprive men of
their liberty for life, but to enforee

THE POSITION OF THE EXECU- | confinement of any person, and we

believe it has been decided in this
same Court, on moere than one oc-

casion,
for contempt cannot be continually
held in custody.

that a person imprisoneqd

The cases to

which we refer were brought up

the
with the order of Court, he eould
not be imprisoned for life for such
an offence, and that a law
ing such a penalty would be uncon-
stitutionsl,

The Eight Amendment ta the
Constitution provides that *‘cruel

from Justices Courts. The princi-
ple laid down was thatalthough the
law provided for imprisenment until
person in eontempt complied

provid-

fendants that it was not in their |2nd unusual punisbments shall not

powet to turn over the property

mentioned except to the amount

they had already
as they bad dispo :
portions of said property which was
then beyoud their control.

It was made kEnown to the court
by defendants’ counsel that bonds
might be offered ‘the court in lieu

done, inasmueb

of property not in their power to

regtore; it was then answered by

the court, it would accept no bond:;

if the defendants bad previously

disposed of this property, it was

their lookout, nét the court’s,

The guestion I would ssk is this:
Is it right of any court 1o imprison
any person for the period of his na-
tural life for contempt? It seems
that the court must know that such

as they are made aware it is out of
the executors’ power to comply

with said order.
TRAVELER,

In answer fo the question pro-
pounded by
that it certainly is not ““right*’ for
any court to punish a case of con-

tempt by 1 | |
But the Judge who made the order
of commitment of the Executors
was never known t¢o show any
strong disposition to do right, in a
case wherein a8 prominent ‘‘Mor-
mon” was & party. His object has
been, to use a ‘term in use among
the clique with whom he frater-
nises and; who pull the strings
which move the jumping Jacob,
to “‘cinche” them whenever an op-
portunity offered. | | i
The offense of contempt is defin-
ed in our Territorial Statutes under
six headings which may be reduc-
ed to two general definitions, Disor-
derly or contemptuous behazior to-
wards the court, or disobedience
to its orders, The former is made
nishable by a fine not exceeding
200 or imprisonment not exceed-
ing five days, or both. The latter
may be punished as follows:

¢“When the contempt consists in
the omission to perform an act
which is yet in the power of the
person to perform, he may be im-

sed of the other

“Praveler;”? we say. |

imprisonment for life. |

be iuvflicted.”
iife in the ¢see under congideration
would certainly be both cruel and
unusual.
in a refusal of obedience to a

extent of imprisonment provided
by the same statule is one mouth,
(Compiled Laws, sec, 1682.)

have nothing to say on that point;
the Execators and their couusel
will no doubt take such a course as
seems best to them.
| tirey are not in the least cast down
because of their inearceration,
kuowing that tLhey are suffering

11:1 a just cause, and that
they huave the esympathy of
all just people of every ereed and

party.  ‘f'be order which sent them
to pricon is  well understood to be
{entirely unnecessary, based upon
the moest infamous falsehoods and
designed to favor cne of the most
wicked conspiracies ever concocted
to defeat the wisbes and Iinstrue-
tions of a deceased testator and
place his property in the reach ol &
pack of legal welves,

IS IT A CANARD?

ON Saturday evening, we publish-
ed a press dispatch centaining a
singular announcement; it was to
the eflfect that the ““Mormon”
question had assumed a position of
‘‘international importance.”” Ac-
cording to the telegram, the Secre~
tary of =tate has preépared a letter
to the representatives of the Unit-
ed States in European countries,
instructing them to present before
| the Governments to which they are
accredited the subject of ‘““Mor-
mon’’ emigration, explaining that
all persons ‘‘who come to this eoun-
| try with the design of affiliating
with the ‘Mormon’ Chureh” do so
with ““the avowed intention of be-
coming criminals,

In a case of persistence
per-
emptory writ of mandamus, the |

There are means by which this
Imatter can be reviewed, but we

Imprisenment for

Imuﬂtrjr.

report has been sent over the
WIres, '

[t is difficult to believe that a
man with a brain like Becretary
Evaris’ would eommit himselfl to
such woopsense as this alleged
letter purports to contain. Lo is
absurd 10 puppose that any Karo-
pean Governmentl would undertake
Lo establish an loquisition fer the
purpose of deternmining ‘the religi.
vas falih of all intending emigrants
irom its shores, It i8 equally ab-
surd to assume that aill “*Mor-
mons” who emigrate to Utab in-
tennd to break thbe lawe of the
Uunited Btates. And the ‘““member
vf the cabinet who said that the
administration did pot econsider
“Mormon” immigrants &8 any
wiore euntitled to respeet than so

many persous who had been con-

victed of felony,” must have been
ol icted with temporary insanity,

I'he basis of this reported attempt
to prevent ‘Mormon” immmigration

is a fallacy. There is no intent in

the hearts of the great bulk of our |

emigrants to do anything that may
be reasonably cousirued into & vio-
tation of law, and to view them in

the light of convicted felons argues |

a strange obliguityy of vision,
['here are no imwigrants who land
at Castle Garden that have stronger
iutentions to become law-abiding
citizens of the United States than
the class complained of, and Lhe
Government would be sadly blind
tu its own interest if it were to al-
tempt avy such ridiculous proceed-
1LE as o aVvemaph Yo prevent their
landing on American soil,  Every
*Mormon” who comes from a for-
eign shore and takes the oath
of allegiance to this Government
is an audition to the wealth of the
The *“Mormon” emi-
grants are pronounced by English
uflicials the best that leave the pert

Meanwhile |

of laverpool, by American officials
the best 1hat enter the harbor of
New York.

ILf the Government desires infor-
mation “*as to the manner in which
the ranks of the Mormon Chureh

are recruited,’”” it can be obtained

without giving the poor consuls
any trouble to collect it. Our Elders
£0 out 1o the different nations, al
Lheir own expense, when required,
to preach the gospel of Christ as
they understand it, They call upon
the people to repent and be baptiz-
ed in the name of Jesus Christ for
the remission of sins. Upon those
who comply they lay their hands
that the Holy Ghest may be im-
parted. The ecouverts are instruct-
ed that God bas commeunced to
galther his people from all ma-
tions to builda wup Zion, and

|

that  the present gathering place
and bosom of the Church are
iu Utah. The desire to emigrate at
once takes possession of them, and
either by their own means or by
the assistance of friends in this

'cuunt,rs, they leave their native
| lands to ideuntify themselves with

the Church at headquarters. When
inquired of, our Elders explain our
views On the mariiage question.
Undoubtedly most of their converts
believe that plural marriage, as

| practised by the patriarchs aund the

good men and women held up as
palterus in the Bible, isright in the

| sight of God, But their intentions

concerning it, »s forbidden by an
enactment of Qongress, are not to
be defined either by a BSecretary of
State or any other person, and in
most if not all instacces, are unde-~
fined even to the emigrants them-
gelves, They come here to
serve God and worship him
ia the place they believe
to be appointed by him for the ga-
thering plage, under the freedom
guaranteed by the constitution of
the country of their choice. No

They are fur-|one has the right to assume that

trasted with one wife,therefore it is | mission to the Sandwich Islands,iprisoned until he have per-|ther instructed to eall on the “con-!they intend to violate the Act of

|'



