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SECRETARY NOBLE ON "MQRMON"?tioni of the declaration forbidding

AFFAIRS.

BECRETARY NoOBLE .touclies on
the “*Mormon?’ queslion in much
the snme mnapner as the President
does.  8till he avoids the rock of
religious belief on which the Presi-
deut runs headlong. He deais with
practices, and while he does not

sauetion the measures proposed for | without n {est onth against polygnmy.”’

further assaults upon the “Mor-
mons,’’ he favors the retentlon of
the present laws, a0 as to give time
to sce whether the professions in re-
gatd to those pr;act.lces were made
in good Mmith. There is little to ob-
Ject to In these remarks, takiug the
Hecretarys posilion into consldern-
tion.

Bot he mentiouns the fact thutldepark'tl
“the revelation coptaining poly- I main of fact and ]BW_, and wandered
ag | into the donbtful field of mental

gamy remnins  unchapoged,??
though this was a matler with
which the Government had any-
thing to do. It has beeu ajleged

! polygamy. He uays:

“What js expected because of these
proccedibgs is, no donbt, a removal of
the Utah Comnnission; the preserva-
tionn ot the elective franchise to the
members of the church in all the
States ainl Territories, where they may
be and & test oath may be reguired of
them; = restoration of the property of
the Chtreb; and possibly the adinis-
dion of Utah te Statehoml with or

If these expectations entered into
the prepavation and adoption of tho
manifesto, they are not known to
the people who participated 1o the
work. It is all mews tous. We|
‘belleve it I8 so to our friends in this
Territory, 1t Is always unsafe to
hazard oplofous about motives. The
Becretaryof the Interior has in this
from the rigzhtful do-

apeculation. The ‘“Mormons?? have
simply ceaged the practice of ploral
marriage and mnde a public an-

against the “Mormon?®? Choreh that | bouncement of Lhe fact, a8 a submis-
it seeks to counirol the State. Pass- [sion to laws which have heen de-
ing by the untruthfulness of the | cinred copstitutional by the court of
charge, is it any more proper for the | last resort. They have done so
Blate to seek to control the Church? | without any dvflned expeclation of

Revelation, doctrine, prineiple,
crecd are the peculiar province of

the Church. The BState has no!

powers in relation to them. The
Constitution forbids Congress io in-
terfere with Lthe “free exercize” of
veligion. The leglslatorsand jurists
who have given the widest scope to
the powers of Congress in relation
to religious practices, hnve conced-
ed that in matters of faith and wor-

results.

If after all this, the disfranchine-
ment which has been threatened
ngainst Jaw obeylug " “Mormons??
shall be effected, it will be proof be-
yond question to the ‘*Mormons”
that all the oulcry ngainst polygamy
has been insincere,and made to cover
a deeper Jdesign which i8 political In
lts character and wicked in its pur-
pose. e certainly hope that this

ship Congress is entirely power-
Icas.

Revelation may be belleved in ar
tibfeun. while it does not affect the
heliever to the extent of infraction
of the secular law. If God givesn
revelation, God aloue ean change or
revoke it. 1f people believe God
has given n revelation, they must

believe He has revoked it, before it|

will be changed, in their understand-
fug. Ti they determine to comply
with the laws of theland and do so
in good faith, their convictions uf
the rightfulnesa of their faith or or
the wrongfulness of the law cannot
be lawfully called In question.

That the people of Utah have de-
teymined to comply with the laws
forbidding polygamy we thiok is
beyond reasonable question.
their eourse is not yet sufficient to
convince the skeptical, we think it
will do so iu time and that even
Becretary Noble will he eom
to say it 13 enough.”?

But lie has some personal notlons | since the date of their last report.
rspecting the purpose ¢f the adop- prsjqerpt Wandrufl, in his declars-

{ “Mormon people geuerally.

ir|

will not Le accomplished, and we
believe that hope is shared by the

THOSE “FORTY CASES.”

Tie telegraphic synopeis of the
report of the Becretary of the Inter-
for, published in Mounday evening’s
NEwS, says he refers L0 & gonversa-
{tion held by him with Delegate
John T. Caine, in reference to n
letter writtem by the Delegate and
contatning the Declnration made by
President Woodruff on the plural
marrlage guaestion, and the Becre-
tary adds:

“In the couversation which took |
place when this letter was delivered,
it was objected that JMr. Caine and the
President of the Church wonld have

to mesot the specification of forty cases
witli more than a general demial.”

These ‘‘forty cases” mentioned by |

|

prolauly entered into polygnmy

o9

tion, denied that either forly or any
number of persons in Utah, had
entered into polygamy during the
period specifled, nnd the Becretary
of the Interlor says the “apecifica-
tion** will have to be mel with
“more than a general denpfal.??

We would like to know whi,
The Utah Commission entered »
general  charge. It  scarcely
amounted even to that. ‘They sxafd
the registrars had reported to them
nbuut forty cases of persons whom
they had reason to believe had gone
into polygnmy since the date men-
tioned. It will be seen that this
was very craftily put. Nospecifica-
tions were made. No pames were
given by the Commissioners. No
places or dates were -mentioned.
The Commission did not even atale
what were Lhe reasons for ‘suppos-
ing that these unnamed persona hiid
broken the Inw against polygamy.
[t was a.blind accusation and =
lapie excusefor making it,. We do
not think the Commission believed
it, and we are sure that if they had
been in possession of any evidente
to substantiate it, ihe proofs would
have been in the hands of the Proee-
cutiug Attorney and United Btates
Marshal iz a very short time, and
the suspected individuals wontd
hive been arrested. There ls no
language atrong enough to charac-
terize the jpeftable meanness of the
cuuningly devised and unsupported
story.

Why, then, should the burden of
proof be placed upnn President
Woudrufl” and Delegate Caine, who
simply desy what the Commission
only half affirm? Ave they to be
required to prove a negatjve? Un
the contrary, should not the Coni-
mission be required lo prove the nf-
firmative? They asserf,others deny,
nud they should bring forward the
evldence, if they have auy, tojusti-
fy their assertion, And Becretary
Nobleshould certainly know better
than to ask the gentlemen who
shoply meet a geperal allegation
with a genernl deninl, to disprove
something for whicl: not the shad-
ow of an ntom of proof has been
adduced.

But there is somethiug more to
this bald assertion, made for 5 pui-
pose by the Utah Commission. In -
the conversation with Delegale
Caine, the Becretary of the In-
terior admitted thut the Commirsion
should produce the names of the

| Becrotary Nobles are those reported | persons alleged te have thus broken
pelled'b_y the Uiah Commission as having | the law, that the facts might be

elicites. And he authorized the
Delegate to make foraral application
for those unmey, This may not by



