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METHODIST “RESOLUTIONS.”

A Mgraomsgr Coofelence in
Utah would oot be cownpl te with-
out some reference of a hostile
character to the " Mormon”’ Church,
by which it desiguates the Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints.
Omitting this would e like pliyiog
“Hamlet” with the Prince of Den-
wark left out. Bo of course some
resclutions were passed at the re-
cent couclave ju this .city, denunci-
atory of the ‘“Mormons? and call-
ing their Chureh such pet unmes as
to hell-preachning itinerant Metho-
diste ex horters ure familiar. =)

We do not care to reproduce them,
There is nothing new thereln. They
were prepared aml preseated by a
conscienceless creature who cadpes
cullections in (irdeu, and who sig-
nalized his coming totuat“iberal?’
city by paiming off upon the people,
us his nwun, the rhetori¢ of a reli-
ginus mountebank in the Ensl, who
bad favored the ‘““Mormons® with
some of his Lrimstone verbiage,
This person was thoroughly exposedl
in the Ogden Siandard. but with the
‘icheek’’ of his tribe was nothing
dnunted at the revelation of his reli-
gious theft.

The “soul-blinding errors and
conscience-searing superatitions, the
priestly Jespotisms and stipeudi-
aried  subserviency ?—terms fluny
at ““Mormonism®’ by this self-suffi-
clont iittle plagiarist, might be re-
turned to the source from whenee
they came with telling effect, if we
cared to retaliate.  For If these
Christian?’ assatlants of other he-
lievers in Christ were not -fatipen-
diarvied,” they never would have
hmi  gufficient iulerest in  Lhe
fapul-Minded,” in Utah or else.
where, to LML A fioger or ralse a
volce or steal a sermon for their en-
lightetment. And as to  “can-
soience se (ring superstitions,?’ there
18 noue in the listory of the
world woguni, in usonsense and
error and terrible effuets, to the
“only belisve’” heresy by which
slethodism has helped to fortify siu
and nid old Satan in deceiving mau-
kini. But we will uot Wwaste words
on such vituperative expuneats of
“Uhristian® piety. '

However, we will jusf draw atten-
tion to another essential to a Ukl
Methodist Couference, which al-
wauys goes hand in hand with lis
nad throwing at the **Mormona.»
It in embmiied fn the fellowing
whizh we take friin the ‘‘resolu-
tions.”?

“We can but be grieved il the pau-
city of our sollestions when eompared
wiLi our atrengih as a church.”
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“We recommend that at every point
where we have work, the missionary
claims be fearlesaly presented and col-
lectionstaken accordingly.”

Huw pathetic! This ““paucity of
colleotivns® is grievous. Let us
snivell “‘Collections must be taken
accordingly. [Pass round the platel®”
¢ Stependinried subserviency,?’
coupled with **fearlessly taken col-
lections”? uud added to invec
tives ugainst ‘Mormonism,”’ ought
to e powerful and s.tisfactory in
the promulgation of Utnli Method-
ism. ‘“Let us prey!”’
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ANTI-“MORMON" TRIAL BY JURY.

The Bioux City Jowrnal of the
23rcd ult. coutaias a leng account of
ap interview with J. I". Wilson, U.
8. marshal of Idaho, who had ar-
rived nt that place with four ‘Mor-
mons,’’ sentenced for infraction of
he Edmuuds act to various terms of

imprisonment of from fifteen to

twenty-four months,

According to the Journa! he told
some pretty tall stories of **Mormou”!
life in Idnho, such as newspiper re-
porters love. These we do not pro
pose to retail. They are of the usual
style of romaneeson this hackpeyed
suhject aml are n mixtire of a modi-
cum of truth with a mass of fictlon.

But the marshal iuformed the
pewspaper representutive in regard
to the manneriu which ** Morigous’?
are genvicted in ldahe, and one
it i worthy of notice.  Said
Maeshal Wilsou:

“] find the only sure way (0. convict
a polygamist on such evidence as we
can Usually get, 1« to pick a jury from
among the upostates, who hate 1he
Mormona very bilterly."”

That this is n choice bit of “open
confession® wliich the advocates of
the heauties of ‘trial by jury’?
should copy and swnd forth to an
ndmiring workl. is this the sort
of thing which the Mmthers of wvur
country embodied ia “the suprene
law of the land’’ as a guaraoty of
protection to persone accused of
crime?

»Ipn all criminal prosecutions the
nccused shall enjoy the right to a
specdy and public trial, by an impar-
tﬁ? jury of the Biate and district
~vherein the crime shall have been
committed,” ate.

8o says the Constitntion of the
United States. Trial by jury implies
impartiality. The very object an-d
intent of it are to secure fairness to
the nccused. The court, with nli ita

fuuctionaries, iz organized fur the

euforcement of the law.* The jury
is empaneled to protect the defend-
ant from the undue zenl of the prose-
cution, and at thesame timedenl out
justice according to the facts in evi-
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dence nod the luw as expounded by
the Judge.

A person charged with crime is
entitled to “a jury of his peers.*
They should be as neariy as possihle
from the class to which be belougs.
Under the old English law; a fur-
vigner on trinl was entitled to have
at lerst half of a jury composed of
his own enuntrymen. Challenges
are allowed for the express purpose
of eliminating from a jury all per-
rops who haveany bias foror against
the accused. They should be en-
tirely without prejuttice.

Courts often go to the excremne ot
excliding men who have become
familiar with the case t be tried
through reading the newspapers or
diseugsing ite bearings. This is
somotimes ¢arcied to the length of
ahaurdity and 8o as to shut out from
the jury hox every person of ordio-
ary intelligencs and juilgment. This
is an improper extreme in one ui-
rection.

To plade men on the jury whe
are known to have feelinge figainst
the deferniaut or the class to which
he belongs, 18 an equally improper
extreme in the other direction. Iu-
deed it is a yreater violation of the
vrineiples that underlie the, system
of trinl by jury. For, if it is better
that two guiity men escape than
one invgeent man be c:.rwicted,
then the greater guand ghould e
Maved agrinst thelpresence on the
panel of juross hlased against the ac.
cused,

Whether 1o Tdaho or in Utah,
srial by jury, accoritng to the long
est {Mlishied theory and Lhe argu-
ments iu its favor, has almost
ceased to exist. An impartial jury
of the district is well nigh an im-
possibility, whea a **Mormon® is it
peril under the anti-polygamy laws.
Men have been convicted agalnst
whom ne real evidence hus been
adduced. Suspicious ciroumistandes
—as depicted by a veliement and
prejudiced prosecuting officer, have
been made to answer for absent evi-
dence, and the jury bLeilly always
compose] of persons picked out be-
canse of their antipathy to the ciass
or eread to which the uccused is at-
tached, the odds are all the time
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against the Jdefendaut, and he i8 *

practienlly without ¢t frieud in
court? and deprived of that protec-
tion which he would have in “a
jury of his peers.”? His uttorney
imay be ever so able nnd earnest, bub
that eounts for Httle o1 netbiog with
a court and its officers and n Jury all
eaget to con vict.

It mny be claimed that it iz tare
that a really iooocent person
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