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puoighiog the new offense by fine and
imprisonment, as penaltics entirely

distinet from those intlicted for bizumy |

or plurual marrivge. Under this new
provision, & may who bud married two
or more women, but who hud esased
td live with all of them but ove, in the
gexunl relation of husband and wife,
might be convicted of and punished for
the unlawlul **cohubitation with more
than oue woman," uccording to the
coustruction thut shouid be given to
this one word **enbabit.”?

1f Utah were 2 Btate, ita inhabitants
might reasonably he required to sub-
mit to the interpretation of their own
laws by their owo tribupals. But
Utah is net a State. 1t i3 a Territory
of the Upited States. The inbabitants
do not make the judges, sud they did
not make the laws in guestion, To
deoy to them n]]l means of having the
rulings of the Jocal t)luclgeux on.acts of
Cougress revised by the Supreme Contt
of the United States, when 1l:ose rul-
ings affect their dearest civil and re-
ligious rights, i8 neltber reusonuble,
politle, huinune or just.

It i= o very remarkable circutpstanc®
that Copygress should have created a
new ofteuse by u statute desizned to
apply to a very pecoliar and unpreced-
ented condition of social avd domestic
relations witbout any levislative dell-
nition of the ofience. When aew leg-
jslation i8 resorted to in rcrard to
crimes that bave lony bad a setlled
meaning, such as burzlury, thett,nrson,
forgery, and the like, it way weli be
left tojudieial interpretation to deter-
miuve in particular cases whether the
fncts proved in evidence:coustitnte
the crime. But wheu it is intended to
make an entire)y Dew crime or misde-
meanor,to give po legislatlve detinition
of it, and to discribe it by o single
word whalch admits of different mean-
ings, 18 certaluly very extraordipary.
Inthe so-called **Edmunds uct,’’ the
meabing ol the word ‘*cohabitation”
or “eochahit’? was left entirely to judic-
ial interpretatioun; and the conse-
quence hap been thatin the territoriul
courts of Utah tbis word has received
an juterprewntion so strained,artiflcial,
and arbitrary, that presecutions under
this section of the statule have become
perseentions, and men have been con-

victed and puulsied for cou-
cduct thaut was not only inno-
cent, but was of such 4

nuture that a mau would have been

nilly of the grestest moral wroug if
ﬁe had omitted or vegleeted to do the
very things for which he bas been sent
to the penitentiiry. But thisis not the
worst of it, Ior by omitting to provide
for the n)&pcllate jurisdietion of the
Supreme Court of the Upited States,
iu cases arising under this 3d section
of the Kdwunds act, Congress left the
persotis who might !)e convicted in the
territorial courts without any possi-
ble means ©of testing the correctness of
hefr rullngs bf'l the Judgment of the

THE DESERET INEWS.

It would seem to be a very pliin
roposition that when a statuie, deal-
oz with marital relations aod wakiug
polygamouns  unions bigamy, creates
4 gepurste offense ot cohobitation with
mwore thun oue womap, it must bave
meant to devounce the conduct ofa
man who lives with more thap one
womau o sexuval imtercourse. Co-
babitation of a2 1nan with two women,
or the dwelling o the same house with
two women withoutsexuui lutercourse
with either of them, couid not he rea-
songbly held to be an offense ip detor-
minioy the meaning of u penal statute,
fol withoni the fuct of sexnul inter-
course there could be uwolhing to pun-
isir. Thonsands of men iv ail conmu-
nities dwell vuder the same roof with
more thau one woman, neeesaarily sond
funocently. But the 3rd section of the
fHdmuuds ect’! bas been very strange-
ly construed. It hus been held that
cohabitation dees notmean the dwell-
fogin the sawme tenement with more
thah one wowen; that it does not nean
the llving in sexus! intercourse with
more than oue woman ; but that it means
every kind of ussociuuon. slthough
limfted to acts of mere kindoess aod
to pecuniary support, provided the
wowmnen baye al somp L;me peen united
fu marriase with the man who is pro-
recuted.

Accordiuy to the eonstructiou of the
territorial courts, a man may live inthe
sume.house with two or more strum-
pets, aud may have sexual tntercourse
with all of them; yety be is not indict-
able for nolawiol “*zohabitation” un-
der the 8d scction of the “Kdinuuds
act.’t That aection is held to bave re-
served all its terrors for the man who
has been unfted fu boly wedlock with
more than onc womau, acecording to u
system of retirions bellef thut cxtends
the relation through all eterunity; aud
if, in the belief that he owes 1o them
certuin duties 1k this life, he coutiuues
to cuarc for their welfure, allboush they
o longer stand to him in aoy but the
moral and spiritual relation In which
they all believe. he must zo to the
penitentiary. This is the most exquis-
ite reductio ed abswrdum thatl have
met with In my jaridical studies.

Let it be supposed that a conscien-
tious and religious mao bad jiunoceotly
marricd a woman who was within the
prebikited derrees of consappuiaity,
aud that the fuct had not been discov-
ered until after childreo bad been
boru. The marriaze would be invalid;
the children would be illegitimate;
Perhaps they would be offspring of un
ncestuous copnection. Will uny one
undertake to say that that man owed
no duties te that woman avd to his wo-
fortunate children? Would & law that
should congign him to the penitentiary,
unotbecause ne had married the woman,
but because he continned to provide

| “The causgea of division, :n Innguage not
distinguished fov 1la wmildnesd, are constant:
Iy, carnesily, und vohemently Jiscusscd
through 1he press. 1u Lhe hovsas of worshig,
court-houses, hotels, basiness places.on the
sirects, nnd in the socla! cirele, cngepdor-
mgan lutonse feeling of bitiernass. The
vigorous enforcement of the unpopular
laws againgt the people In Lhe mujom[v.w:lh
# prospect of rarther swmgent legslution,
dues pottend Lo #oothe or make then nore
aniiable.  Under the favorable conditions
existing for such & result, au outbreak of
vipleuce might b ensily provoked.

**“T'hera 18 no mtlilia kere to uppual Lo, as
there i2 in other well-ordared Slates, to sap-
press violencq, mudntaiu order, nid enforee
the law. Even with authority conferred ta
orgunizo u tnilnin foree, Iam of e opinion
thut with the feellug existing heve & belter
reliunee  for the preservution of tho
public peace would Le found in regolar
Lrugps.

*‘The atatement of the situation makes ap-
areut the need that muy ariso as. apy tine
or Lhe prompt use of astrong, well-disei.

phined, sud enicient niblitry force to aidihe
eivil power. Iwoeuld recounmend that such
a foree uf United States Lroops be placed
und kept in garrison in this '_I.urnl.urf'. uud
Hat such Juwas tuny be passed ns wil i
them s promptly uvailable to tke ehal au-
thunbes here uup(ln'easing vivlenee guell-
ing digorder, and aiding in the executiou of
LR process of thy courts us if thoy were the
| muhitia of the 'Tervitory. The exbibi-
tion of the strength of the arm  of
|v0\\'cr \'\'ill often obvisie the unecessity for
118 n4dg,”

I bave scey, in the course of my life,
a law of the United States exceuted in
a community where it was exceedingly
gupopular, where four-fiftbs of the
peopic belleved it io oe yuconstitu-
tiouwal, und where muuny felt itto be an
outraze upol thelr seose ot duty to
God aod thejr fellow-pmen. That peo-
Ple could have been pronounced as

‘bostile Lo the laws just us troly and
rigitfully as the Mormous can now be,
aud io wy judgment far wore correctly.
Suppose that siter the cuactinent of the
Fugitive Slave Luw in 1850, Presideut
Fillmore had stationed an army on
Boston Common to ald the marsbal jo
the enforcemcut of toat law, 1ts puus
would bave been in full 8ight of a Stute
Cupitol, ju which sat a Leglslutore
kpnown to be hostile to the exccution of
the obpoxious statute. There were
multitudes of ineo ready to follow the
iead of unybody in resisting the proceas
ot the Federul tribuuvais. Noiwlth-
slauding all this the Fresident ordered
no troops Lo Boston; the marshal ex-
ceuted process without the unid of the
ariny, and o]l he asked wus thatthe
local anthorities would prescrve the
geace of the streets, which was dooe

y 1he Btare militia.

But Governor Wess savs that Utah
bas no wititia, or none that he dore or-
gapize or could rely upon. e therefore
culls for & portion of the arwy to aid
the civil anthorities in the execation of

for ber and her children after the mar-
rizge bad been found to be invalid, be
anything but u» barbarows enactment?

highest tritunal in the lund. Notbiug
conld be more cruel in operation, con-
gidering all the circtmstauces, al-
though it was doubticss an uninten-
tional oversight. I am fur from jm-
utiny to Congress any delibcrate jn-
ifference to the dictates of justice in
the cases of the unfortunate Mormons
who hiad to dotermine whatthey should
do with their wives and children, and
who, do whatever they wleht, would
be exposed to foreed and arbitrary
constructions of the law by the tinal
rulings of .the territorial courts. But
it is nonethe less my duty to point out
this omission apd to urge that 1t be
remedicd without forther detay.

But now it i8 Decessary forme Lo ¢x-
pluin how it has come about that citi-
zens of Utah, of irreproachable lives,
many of whom are the most consider-
uble and the most worthy inbahitants
of the Territory, men 10 whom the
Territory largely owesits prosperity,
men perfectly loyal to the Federul
Goverement and bopestly 1eaning to
obey its laws, are now noderpgolog
vunishment in the pepiteotiary be-
cuuse they would not violate theircon-
vietiong of religious and morel duty.
Letit be distinctly understood that
these men #re not undergoing punish-
went a8 bigamists, 'They have not
been proseciited aadcenvicted for hav-
ing married more thun one wife. They
have been prosecuted and coovicted
ior the sepalate offence which consists
in cehabiting with more thau one
wotan; and they are :suﬁerinzTr unish-
ment a5 felons npoua }udicizl inter-

retation of this offence which is per-

ectly arbitrary and uonatural without
unny means of procuring a revisiop of
that rul,n¢ 1o the hlﬁhest branch of the
Federal judiciary. By this forced con-
styuction of the statute they are pun-
jsued for acting according to their
convictions of relgious and moral
dnty; a result which Congress could
not have intended, or which, i it was
intended, Congress could not counstl-
tutionally eifect.

“Tetuo one say that I am underfak-
inra defence of polyzamy, Let no
one say that I am disposed to set up
rcligions beliefs or individunl convic-
tions ol thelaw of God agaivst the Jaw
of the land. There is, I repeat, but
oue measure of the civil obligations of
men Lo civil gociety, whatever may be
their religlous beliefs. To obey the
requirenients imposed by the suthorlty
‘of the lepislative power is the first
duty of whe citizen, and wothing baot a
guccessful revoluticn wihich over-
tbrows the authority can absolve Lim
{rom that doty. DBut under pur system
of zovernmenk that authority is not an
upHmited one; and one of the most
iinportant of its limitatlons 1s thut
which forbids Congress irom maiking

‘any law prohibiting the free exercise(©

of religion. The construction given to
the 3d section of the Edmunds act by
the territorial courts of Utah makes it
violate directly and palpably the frst
amendment of the Constitutlon.

Would uot 2 conrt, which should so
jnteypret the doubtiol langunge of o
statute 48 10 punish that man for dis-
charging a plain duty of moral oblige-
tiou, be justly ameuvable to censure {or
bhaviug made o forced and uureasonn-
ble coustructivn? )

Tauke unptber illustration: Illlcit
sexual intercourse i8 an offense
agafnst the law; the offspringof such
intercourse are bastards. Neverthe-
less, does o man owe 0o duties toa
woman who has been his wijstress, and
to an illegitimate child that she may
have borne nim? And if he discharges
that duty 10 the mother and to fhe
child, accordiuy to the dictates of
his copscience, is he to be sent to the
penitentiary?

Let u correspondiug question be put
in relation to the Mormon husbands of
plural wives whom thev married before
there was any law in ttah prolibiting
such marridges. No incestuous, uo
ilicit, no irnnoral stain rests npey the
orizinal copnection. It was puorely
volustury. Now add the further ele-
ment that, accordlng to the religjons
Lelief of all the parties, the marriages
ure entered into for time and for eter-

i)rocess. But why is this vecessury?
je knows of no armed orgaunization
{er the purpose of resisting the laws,
aud doea not belleve that anysuch now
exists. Ile might Lave learned that
non-resislance 1.))- physicnl force is one
of the fundamental doctrines of the
religious fuith of the Monnous; that
they put their trust in God and ljs

rovideace, and vot lu the rm of flesh.
‘I'nisg is the graud reasou why he finds
‘*socicty pesaceable’ 1n that Territory.
and that'*no outbreuks huve occurredy'’
since he went there. He will tind it so
to the end. Nevertheless he.suys,
what is perfectly true, but it has be-
conle 80 unnecessarily because of the
policy that bas been porsued, that
there 1s an inflamed stule of teeling
between the Mormon majority and the
Gentlle minority, upd tbat, **under
favorable condiuions existing for such
a result, ap outhresk of viclence muy
be casily provoked.” I bave no doubt
of it; but the provocation will never
come from the Mormons. A brutal
deputy marshal cun ataoy time provoke
zn outhreak of individual violeuce,
[Juman ntture cannot beut everything.
Men canpot bear to have thelr wives
and slsters nnd daughbters treated as I
bave too much reasen to belivve Mor-
moh women of UJiah have beeo treated
by ¥ederal ofticials, or by men clajm-

nity, copstituting a religious bond of
never-ending obligation. The wmar-
riages become civilly void by a subse-
queut statote, and the husband is made

is not prosecuted fur the higamy, but
he is prosecuted for **cobabitiog® with
more than ope woman, whentbe whole
‘‘cohabitation’ consisted solely in
discharging towards the women duties
of plain religious and moral obligation.
It ls difticult to write or to think of
such outrageous Pervcrsious ot justice
aud preserve one's equanimity,

GOVERNOR WEST'S MILITANT RECOM-
MENDATION DEMOLISUED.

regd with astonishment. He ealls for

of his report:

I know of no armed orguunlzstion for the
purpose of opposing the lawful autnorities
orrcsisunglillw enforcement of the laws,
nor do I believe aay such uow exs518. Tha
proecss out of tho courts is et with no
phyeical reastance, und soc:ely is peace-
ible, and no ouLbyeaks have oceurred aince
Icume Lo the Territery, It i true, how-
erer, thal o large majyrity of the people
stouly and stubboraly uflivm, pnbhely and

rivatelv, that the enforegment of eertaio
Pa.wu s destructive of ihdir rights as free
men, an asspull upon their religion, and nn
ipvasion ot tho =anclity of their homes.
The mmorily, with equal yvigor and open-
ness, proclanm that the pracuces of Lhese
peopleare hmmoral; thai they are disloyan
10 the Governmest, and thal their sttivade
of detlance tolhe Juws iulerferce with the
adyaucomeni und Brosperity uf the Terri-
tory, and inflicts injury epon 4l of ita intel-

sl

It follows necessarily that the people
here, with o bitierness of feeling, ure Ji-
vided as they arc nowhere clso in the coun:
miil The diviaon 18 clonr, distinet nod pal-
pable.

hable to punishment for bigamy. Hel

ing 10 be such. These things, Mr.
Secreinry, deserve close scrutiny be-
fore an army I8 seot to Utah to pre-
vent outbrenks of violence. With un-
accountyble stupldity and careless-
ness the British government suflered
the religious prejudices of the native
troops of India 1o be violated und
shocked by an unbecessary require-
ment of digcipline. The Sepoy rebel-
ion was the conseqguence, Who gave
{ that provocation? I allude to this in-
cldent becuuse 1t tesches a preat les-
sopn; but at the same time I aum per-
suaded that npthing whatever is needed
to reconcile the whole Mormon popu-
lation of Utub to a cheerful feeling to-
wards this Government, but to open

I now pass to oxe of Govervor | freely the avenue to the Bupreme Court
Wecst's recommendations,which [ have | of the United pStates for every con-

struction of the lnws that affeet!tneir

an urmy in the tollowing pardrraphs of | peace, and in the meaptime to pursue

towuards them a policy, whlch, while
it shall be flrm,will also be humane. I
cannot permit myself to doubt that it
is the wish.of the executive to pursue
auch a policy.

ANOTHER RECOMMENDATION
CONBIDERED,

Apother of the Governor’s recom-
meundstions is that the Constitution be
so amended as to prohibit every State
from ever establishing or alowing
polygamy. TERis is the same project
thai bas been proposed by the Judi-
clary Conmitiee of the preseut House
of Representatives. be (Governor
advocates 1t because, among other
reasons, it would xive potice to all
emigrants who are Mormons that they
cau hever, by becoming the najority
of people in auy State of thiz Uuvion,
catablish polygamy o such State.
There i8 no necessity whatever jor
guch an Amendment, and its sgitation

————

would be gntirely inexpedient. No
State 15 likely to come under Mormon
control. No Siate will ever be likely
to adniv anything but monogawy as o
lawiul relation. lor purposes of no-
tice to foreigners comiag here
froin other countries, such an
amendment of the Xederal Con-
stitution i3 wbolly ubpbpecessary.
They know bvow that no State
tolerutes polygainy, and that the Fed-
erul Goveruent does not now allow
of it 10 the Terrhiorles. Dut the con-
clusive objeetivn to the proposed
ameudment, aside from 1ts being yo-
Decessary, §s that the regulation of
| the marriage relation is one of those
| thiuga that belony in the mass of pow-
2rs exXpressly reserved 10 the States by
the 10th Amendroent, and the smend-
ing power docs not extend to the de-
privation of auy one of those powers,
in the cuse of uny HState, without ity
coascut, even alvhongh every Slate in
the Union sbould adopt the Ameuod-
mvnt excepting one that might refuse.
Therc is not n State in the Union that
would consent to'surrender to Cou-
gresd ils power to regulute the dowes-
tic institution of marriage. Certainly
uo State ever'should consent 1o do so0.9

I have now o very few observations
tu make upon the recentreportof “‘the
Utah Commission.” This, 1 under-
stand, is a hody of Federal OIchrs'
appointed under the *'Edmunds act,’
and cbharged with the duty of carrying
out such disfranchisement of polyg-
amists, bigamists, ana men cehabijting
with more Lian one worman,aud women
cobabiviug with such men, as is direct-
ed by that act. 1 do not find that the
law uunder which these oflicers were
appoluted maRkes it thelr doty to rec-
ommend legislation, but perhaps there
:.uu.{ be scinething in Lheir instiuctions
wiich requires them to doso. By this
a8 it may, the importance and value of
their recommeudations are what 1 pre-
sumec to be of chiet conseghence to the
Sccretary of the Interior, to the Presi-
dent, und to Congress, There is ope
thiug very prominent iu their report to
whileb I deslre to ievite your special
attention. They brand tne Mormon
population of Utah as “*relicious fanut-
1e8;"? and tiiey say that *‘tne Govern-
ment bos to deal with a people who are
wohderfully superslitious aod fanatic-
ally devoted to thelr system of relix-
fen.’” This is put forward as u kind of
motive for additionul leeisistion, and
48 a reason for not vxpecting that
polygamy will be suddenly or-speedily
exterminated.

Individuals who differ from each
other on uny subject of religion, may
call each other ‘‘faunatics' jt they are
so disposed. But a government which
undertakes to treat apy portion of jts
snbjects as *“*fapatics,” or to shape ils
mesdures towirds them on the assnmp-
tion thut they are “*wonderfully supg-
stitious,' is on the high rosd to relyg-
fous persecution, and will sooner or
later end at thut goal. It I had an op-
portunitwio do sa, 1 should ke 1o ask
the Hou. Comimissioners to bc good
enough, a8 public oficers or Govern-
ment advisers, to detioe *“fapaticiam?®’
and ‘'superstition.’* I rather think
that the ¢flort would end in the sort of
detipition that makes “‘orthodoxy my
doxy, aud heterodoxy your doxy.” 1
kuow of no attitude, tone, or assuwp-
tion that ean be adopted by the Gov-
ernmeant of the Unlted States towards
the relizious beliels of any persous who
are subject to its authority, excepting
to ackuowledge their absointe an
equal right tw hiold any religious opin-
ions that they see #it to hold, subject
only to the right of the civil power to
centrol those actions whiclh are forbid-
den by reason of the fact that the pub-
lic welfare requires that they be not al-
lowed. I imugine that a statute, direct-
ed agalnst certain relivioniste, and
agswming that they are “fapatics,”
would wear an aspect that most men
of sense would congider ridiculous. If
ibe prohibited conduct hus tis origin in
4 religlous beliel, we muay pupish the
conduct because itis hurtiul to soclety.
But if we mingle with the epactment
or the policy, the idea that the religious
belief is a “*fanaticism,”” we shall 1ne-
vitably end ln doing what we huve no
rieht to do.

The Commissioners recommend the
enactment of faws which will “forbid
the immigration of all alicos juto the
UOnijted States who are polygemists, or
who uphold polygatny by their profes-
sion.’” The Goverror, too, tavors laws
that *‘will put a stop to this Immigra-
tion [of N ormons]p until this people
hecome snbmissive and recoguize their
respousibilities under the taw.” I can
conceive of no way 1B which this can
be done, excepting to pass a luw stu-
tioning otficers it our ports of entry,

every allen who snhall offer to land,
whether e or she holds that polygamy
is o relution sanctioned by his or her
religious belief. If the snswer i an
wflirmative one, the immigrant must be
turned back. Socha law, if it should
be enacted, must at ouce he subjected
to # jodicial test of its eonstitutional
validity.

But there is wo necessity for, or
gense, or expediency iu, attempting to
check this fmmigration. While the
Mormons who coine bere from abroad,
naturally go to Utub, when they arrive
there they know, nud they have known
| before, that polygamy 1s prohibited

there by law, They become a charge
| to nobody but those of their own {aith
who choose to uid them by well con-
ducted systems of ﬁ.dvuuciuli]n part of
tbeir travelllng expenses. They are al-
most always thrﬁty and judustrious
pecple, capable very soon of taking
care of themsselves. They are people
whose immigranon it 1s not desirable
to discouraze for uny ressou bt their
relizious faith; and when we oace en-
ter upun the policy of discrimiugting

and authorizing them to interrogate |
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against the rellgious faith of immi-
grantd who are of the sume races as
ourselves, where do our stutesmen and
legisiutors suppose that we shall stop?

TALE POLICY HECOMMENDED LY MR,

CURTIS.

I ean conceive of 1 policy very differ-
ent from that which has been foliowed
of lute, and §s now proposed to be
supplemented by still more strincent
menstresy aod | will sketeh oue that
would, as I believe, strongly tend to
bring polygamy to an end.

1st, Men who married plural wives
before there was any luw probibiting
such ueions, but who, siuee that law
went into operation, have conflped their
sexyul relutions to one ol their wives,
should not o¢ prosecuted or punished
it uff under that section of the statute
which wukes polygay bizamy so loog
a8 they maintuin with ull of their wives
but one, no other thun the relution of

rotecting friends. Belief, or the pro-
esslon of bellef, in the eternity of the
moral aud spiritual Ue 1y a pericetly
untit aud jmproper matter to be inter-
fered with by the civil power.

2d, Men wbo muarried plurul wires
after sueh unions were probibitea by
law sbould be requnired, after couvig-
Llion of Higamy, t0 give Becurlly that
they will conifue their sexuul relatiop
to oue of their wives, and.that womun
should be registered as the admitted
wife of that man.

3d. Neither of the above clusses of
ren should he prosecuted or molested
under the 3d sectiou of the statnte for
unlawiul conabitation on nccount of
sy associstion with the plorul wives
thut is not sexuul, or ou account of uny
recograition or profession of the relix-
fous und moratl tie which the parties all
helleve to be for time aud for cternity.

4ih, In order to have the 3d section
of the Ldwunds act, jn cases where
convictions have been had under it, re-
cejve construction hy the Sopreme
Court of the Untted States, provision
for that purpose should b: made at
once by fuw,

Oth. Lo order to carry out this policy,
let there be detuiled from the Depart-
ment of Justice, some suitable person
as special counsel to- proceed to Utah
uuder proper jnstroctions, anthorizing
him to take charge of ull presecutions
under the Edmunds sct now pending,
or that may be 1nstituted for one year,
with authority 1o direct the district at-
torney 10 such eases, and to sapervise
the sdministration of 1he Jaw under
the control of the Attorney-Generul.

The zdoption of such a course us
tbis wonld supersede all necessity for
measurés respecting the Mormon
Chuzrch, or respecting immigration or
the employment of a milllary force;
and it would, aided hy known differ-
ences of bellel umong the Mormons in
reeaird to plural warriage, put an end
to ‘polyjmmy In no very lopg tiwe. For
it is beyond questiou that, while the
older Mormous belleve plural marrisge
to be a religlous duty when circum-
atanecs favor it, tne youhger members
of the denomination regurd it as. pér-
witted but not required by tlhe Divine
law, and consequently very tew of the
rounger men have murried wore than
oue wife. We bave only to exercise a
little patience avd refraim from perge-
cution, and we may look towee polyy-
umy die o natural death ut vo very dis-
tant day. We do not need to modify
the law thut mukes polygamy bigumy';
and all taat we have to do, in regard to
“*‘conabitation,” is to allow tbe Su-
preme Court to do what Congress has
never done, to define the mesning of
Lbe word.

I beg, Mr. Secretary, to be expiicitly
underatood, thut, In making this suy-
gestion of o beiter foucy towards the
Mormons of Utah, I express my own
opintons only, without uny prompting
from awy quuarter. My volce may be
the voiee of one crying ion the wiider-
ness, I am eonscious that I huve wery
littie power of any kind; still jess have
I any political inflgence, But while I
have stiength to utter my protest
agafnst the policy that has been for
some Lime pursued I shall pot ceasc to
utter it. I Jook upon that policy, and
the further measures that are proposed
in the same direction, as & buge mia-
take. Toine it scems very plain that
we are preparing to heve on our bands
1 probiem quite as formidable as Lhat
which bas LongI: troubled the British
zoveroment 1o Iveland, but for differ-
ent reasous #nd on u smaller scale,
Tie patacea of distrunchisement of the
Mermon people of Utab, aond the sug-
gested project of abolishing the Terr‘i-
torial Leglslature and governing the
Territory by a Federal Commigsion,ure
kindred mezsures, tending dirvectly to
the establishment of a pro-consular
syatem and the removal of every ves-
tige of home role. Such u system would
doubtless afford magnillcént oppartu-
nities for plunder; sod this Govern-
meut chunot expect to be so fortunate
Ak not to have it8 powers wielded at
times by men who will be quite cupable
of making the most of such opportuni-
ties, espeeially if the despolling of the
Mormon Chureh should be enacted 1nto
2 law aod made an exuimnple for other
spolintions, Add to ull this the pres-
ence of ,‘‘a strong, well-dlsciplfued.
ang eflicient military torce to ald the
civll power,” and the work of making
our Ireland will be complete.

I am, Mr. Secretary, with great re-
spect, Your obedient servant,

Gro. TickNoR CURTIA.

e

Mr. Arthuor Shurtleff, Puarker,
Dakota writes that be suffered for two
years with a Jame kuoee, which was
entirely cured by the use of St. Jucobs
Oil. He considers it 2 most wonder=
fulremedy, It conquers paln,




