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Boston I'ndex, March 13.

THE MOERMON PROBLEM: A
REPLY.

The article on this subject, which we
copied from the Boston Index, having
been commented upon by Mr, Potter,
one of the editors, Mr. Curtis replies
to it as follows. We do not give Mr.

Potter’s article, becanse the main
points are quoted in Mr. Cuartis’ re-
ply. We do not endorse all the writer’s
sentiments, but we admire his manly
sital:lld for what he conceives to be the
right.

Editorsvf The Index:

Either Mr. Potter’s usually fair
and wise method of treating public
questions has deserted him in this dis-
cussion or my own native obtuseness
has become still more pronounced.
Though he disowns any special refer-
ence to my article in his own (Jndez,
Februur{uﬂs,) ﬁEt in view of the ad-
verse opinion he gives of my argument
in the beginning, and the ongmtiuu he
records to the proposed petition at the
close of his article, it seems proper
enough that I should interrogate his
reasonings. And this I shall do by
stating the principles on which my ap-
peal was-based, first noticing certain
points in Mr. Potter’s argument,

When he says, ‘‘There is no clear
right for national legislation against
polygamy as a crime, and no claim_ of
religious authority can invalidate that
right,”” he states what is perfectly com-
patible with the whole tenor of my ap-
peal. But the several other issues
which it was meant to bring out and
cmphasize he leaves untouched, He
makes some approach, however, to the
issue, in saying that **Congress has
ample right, moral and constitutional,
to legislate against polygamy in Utah,
as elsewhere, and to enforce its legis-
lation.” This is spoken in the present
tense, and without any condition or
proviso. I deny that Congress has this
right, until it shall have vindicated its
integrity and atoned for its past mis-
deeds by discharging its duty to the
commonwealth in effecting at once a
complete divorce between Church and
State. I also declare it to be a deplor-
able inconsistency in Congress to
legislate against polygamyas a crimein
Utah, when it has not the right todo it
in any one orall of the States, which is
the theory held. It believe it is Sena-
tor Hoar, of Massachusetts (whom
Mr. Potter does not name), who intro-
duced the “‘Supplementary Bill,” *‘two
features’ of which Mr. Potter takes to
be *‘of very questionable constitu-
tionality.”” These are the putting of
the church corporation into strange
hands and abolishing the Emigration
Fund Company. Is not this assailing
the Mormon Church? Does it not give
the animus, the intention, of the law?
Does it not give a meaningto the
words of Governor Murrﬂr, that it is
‘‘not ;(nulﬁgamy, but the Mormon hier-
archy’’ that must be made the point of
attack, and to the words of liberal pa-
pers like the Christian Union,—*‘The
power of the hierarchy must be broken;
that requires law, directed, however,
not against polygamy”? And what of
President Arthur’s proposal, with Jos-
eph Cook and his audience and their

for a backing. |

I must save, however, the ladies of
Utah the complimeént which Mr. Potter
has paid them in saying; **Nor does it
logically avail aught against this argu-
ment * * to argue that the Mormon
women who live in polygamous mar-
riage are in better material condition
than they were when peasants in Eur-
rope, and would not exchange their
new life for theold. The ne%ru’ﬂ con-
dition was doubtless raised gSuuth-
ern slavery above that te which he was
born in Africa; but this did not break
the moral appeal for his emancipation,
not for the purpose of sending him
back to Africa, but for opening o him
the opportunitics of civilized free-
dom.” Thank you. Frank and honest!
But what of the logic? These ‘*Mor-
mon women'’ you compare to the ne-
gro. Is the comparison a true one? The
negro was kidnapped or sold into sla-
very, and he welcomed his emancipa-
tion. The Mormon women fled from

our ‘‘civilized freedom,’” entered
nto the bondage of polygamy of their
own accord, and protest with all the
earnestness of their nature against
your purpose to release them from that
state. hey embraced Mormonism,
because they saw in it the. betterment
of their moral as well as material con-
dition. Besides, they were not alt
‘“‘neasants.’”” You labor under a greal
mistake. A large proportion were not.
My mother was not. But I should
have loved her none the less if she
were. I almost wish she had been. 1
visited her home in England. Isat in
the pew occupied by the family for
generations, and listened to the pastor
whoin her father and grandfather had
listened to. I knew then why it was
she became a Mormon. I observed the
customs of the country, saw the op-

ression of certain classes, saw In what
ow estimation man was held, and
more especially woman; and 1 Knew
then why it was that a stream of Mor-

mon emigration had steadily flowed |P

through these years. And I blessed
Mormonism for it.

I look at this question from the
stand-point of Liberalism, which is
one ufp principal, honor, consistency.
I look on Congress as the representa-
tive of the wisdom and integrity of
this nation, and on its acts as the wit-
nesses to its virtuous will and high en-
deavor. The Mormon problem I hold
to be complex, and that its solution is
imposible, if otherwise considered.
The fact should never be absent from

the mind that Mormonism is begotten

of this lgEIlEl‘ﬂ.tiﬂIl, was cast in the
mould of its habitudes of thought aad
practice. ‘The world first, our nation
next, are responsible, But this for-
mula is capable of a more definite ex-
pression.
of appeal in judging of the character
of a people—law, creed, and custom—
which declare the civil, religious, and
social bent or aspirations of a com-
munity. There is always a greater or
less approximation to oneness in these
three. The methods tried in the past
for making them one have led to
despotism, civil and ecclesiastical,
the principle being always the
same,—the use of arbitrary power
in the person of King or priest,
constituting either a monarchy or a
theocracy. Welive in a transition age,
when the democratic idea, the sov-
erelgnty of the individual or of reason,
is extending its sway over men’s
minds. The experiment of a demo-
cracy, a government by the people, 1s
now in progress. Dut where are we?
The questions which it behooves every
one to ask are: Have we a democratic
constitution? What is our creed? Is
there any disparity in the Erlncip]e

and conflict in the spirit, of these two?
and from which do the the customs
and relations of man’s life derive their
sanction? And so, when a practice is
arraigned as antogonistic Lo the general
welfare, the most natural question to
ask is, Does government, religion, or
society give any countenance to the
deprecated evil? By which is it sue-
cored the most? These are the ques-
tions which a patriot and reformer will
put to himsclf before choosing his
course of action, before casting his
vote for any public measure. It is be-
cause these questions are not answered
that legislation and reforms so often
prove abortive.

Now, polygamy, in the community in
which it exists, finds its support in the
Church which commends it and in the
civil power which allows it. But we
must look elsewhere for the spirit that
created the Church and for the example
that gave encouragement to the civil
power. In other words, I find in the
practice of government, the teachings
of religion, the habits of society, the
ex lﬂulzlmun of this so-called anomaly
in vtah.

1. Christianity, which is the religion
of the civilized world, is in essence,
and has been in fact throughout most
of its history, theocratic. The majorit

of Christians, the Catholics, still
rigidly adhere to this primitive {dea of
a government of God on earth. And
Protestants yield a reluctant,wavering,
or joint allegiance to the civil power.
Many Protestants of learning and in-
fluence openly advocate a union of
Church and State. Christianity,
Catholic and Prostenant, assumes lord-
ship over the question of marriage,
making grudgingly and against its will,
and often unconsciously, concessions
from time to time to the State. And
now, loud protests are being heard
from nearly every quarter against this
invasion of church prerogative. In
respect to marriage, the Catholic re-
cognizes the validity of none solemniz-
ed outside of its communion, while
both Catholic and Protestant derive the
institution and sanction of marriage
from the revealed will of God. A union
ef the sexes not sealed by Bible or
priest is prostitution. The Shakers
condemn marriage on the same high
uuimgea.cha.ble authority.

2, Our government is not in prin-
ciple a theocracy; but there exists a
union between Church and State, that
gives to the theocratic idea moral and
material aid and support. Though the
Constitution of the United States is
democratic, the constitutions of the
several States are in a sense theocratic.
And, then, the theory and practice of
the genera'l government are at war, its
actions contradicting its principles. On
the subject of marriage, its attitude is

Though warriage is supp.sed to be
regulated by law, it is notclear what
law, whether civil or ecclesiastical, or
whether State or national, though each
State claims exclusive jurisdiction. The
common law even is of mixed origin,
and is in force nn]g as suits the
pleasure, ivhe will, of the States separ-

ately. |
3. Mnnugamy is said to be the custom
of civilized society. Perhaps it would

be better to call it the theory, though
that even would be far from tiue.
There are other customs and other
theories to which it would be the worst
of follies to close our eyes, some of
which customs are allowed, and even
regulated by law, as the social evil for
instance. Liberals were startled, or
professed to be, at the revelations
made not long since of the spread of
free-lovism. But ‘‘free love’’ is not the
worst form of the evil it Eug'gesta, for
the reason that it is avowed, and ap-
eals to science for its justiﬂmtiﬂn.
here are heathen populations wastin
away under the ravages introduce
among them by our so-called civiliza-
tion. Did not Mr. T. W. Higginson
quote Chunder Sen in proof of this in
Boston the other day? DBut are these
the sole ravages, ‘‘brandy and beer,”’or
even the typical ones? e know bet-
ter. Is there not a more ‘‘dreadful
oison,’’ for whose manufacture our
civilization has, if not the monopoly,
and endless variety of patents unknown
to the most barbarous people? I my-
self have been among Indian tribes,
who were strangers to certain vices
and diseases until introduced by our
advanced guard of civilization. Not
by the Mormons; for the Ssun shines not
on a community freer from syphilitic
taint or venereal complaint. Even the
savage, with his dull lﬁé‘ceptiuns,lnﬂkﬂ
on Mormonism on this account alone
as a ‘‘thing ot beauty,’” an oasis amid

the desert.

There are three standards | P

Yes, the question has its relevancy:
What is the comparative morality of
Mormon and Gentile communities? Are
there not wide-spread evils in our
monogamic society, that put even
olygamy, as conceived by an outsider,
to the blush? If the capital of our na-
tion is thick sown with seraglios, if

one of compromise and equivocation. |¥

not a few members of the Congress
that passed the anti-polygzamy law are
pluralists in practice, does it signify
nothing? Then, the question may be
asked if ulygam])j is a malum per se, a
crime in itself? oes Mormon polyg-
amy tend to the degradationof woman?
Does it debase man? David practised
it rather extensively, and yet he is re-
arded worthy of the world’s homage.
lis spirit, as I read in one of the most
szu r works in Christendom, KAing
twid, is the soul of our modern piety!
If it had nothing to do with the making
of the man, it certainly did not, as far
as we know, unmake him.

I am not a retainer for the cause of
polygamy or Mormonism. Polygamy
18 a transitional form of marrlage, and
belongs to the past. Monogamy is the
ideal of an adt;uuﬂillg ci:ilizatiuu.

I do not say that the Mormons are
right, but that the United States gov-
ernment is wrong. 1 advise not that
this question be dropped or postponed,
but that it be settled on principles of
justice, equity, and fair play. John
Stuart Mill, a mind of no ¢ommon
mould, thought the United. States
could afford to let the Mormons car
out their experiment unmolested,
think it would be a thousand times
better to do that than to continue in
the course now being pursued. I think
it the duty of Liberalism to see to it, in |
as far as lies in its power, that, in the |
extirpation of polygamy, example
shall count for more than precept. 1
see how easy it is to draw up an indict-
ment against Mormonism. It requires
neither skill nor courage, for the
reasons that the power of Congress
over the Territories is supposed to be
so absolute, and that Christendom is
ready to agfluud any affront whatever
offered to this new, upstart cornmunity. |
But where is the statesman that dares
stand up in the national legislature,
and propose an amendment to the Con-
stitution for the complete, separation
of Church and State? It would prob-
ably cost him many votes. He would
most likely fail of re-election, But to
his name would come praises from the
lips of the unborn future. What was
the fate of the amendment in 1876 to
forbid States appropriating funds for
sectarian purposes? After various
amendments, one being *‘‘this article
shall not be construed to prohibit the
reading of the Bible in any school or
institution,” it was defeated, and for
reasons implied in the remark of one,
a senator, that he preferred “‘leaving
the States to manage their domestic in-
stitutions as the people of each State
may choose.”” If religion and marriage
are ‘‘domestic institutions” in Mas-
sachusetts, Illinois, Wyoming, Nevada,
wltF not in Utah?

The greatest criminal in this case is
the United States. ‘‘The India outcast,
making theft and murder a part of his
religious observance,” is lessa crim-
inal. So is the Hindu sect, burning
its widows alive. If polygamy is a
crime, the nation is chﬂ.rgeab{e with
cumpl’imty in the deed; and the greater
it makes the crime to be, the more it
magnifies its own guilt. The greatest
crime known to the Constitution is
falsity to the oath of office, or should
be. And every senator and represen-
tative that abets or connives at the un-
ion of Church and State in any form
violates his pledge to his conscience,
his people, and his—well, that’s
enough. W]:ly should there be an as-
sociation formed to secure, in the fun-
damental law of the land, a recognition
of “Almighty God,” ‘“‘the Lord Jesus
Christ,” and ‘‘the Bible?” Let not
our heart be troubled, for they are
already there. A man, to be a slave,
need not wear manacles or brandmark.
Be not surprised if I call at T%e Index
office to ask you to sign a petition, be-
fore many days have passed,

T. W. Curris.

———l - ——————
MORMONISM.

The following is the closing article of
a series of twelve which have appeared
in the columns of the Greely Tribune,
from the pen of Capt. D.Boyd,who has
caused quite a furore against himself
by his manly stand in defence of an
unpopular maligned people, but has
also caused much admiration and ap-
plause from the fair-minded and just,
for his bravery and good sense:

I have before called attention to the
fact that the Mormons have had man
foreign apologists, buf, so far as
know, no American, except the late
Judge Black. To my certain know-
ledge, many well-informed, fair-mind-
ed Americans entertain the same views
about the Mormons as does the writer.
But they stand in awe of public
opinion. Of course, it would be polit-
ical suicide for one who should dare to
raise his finger against this insane on-
rush of popular frenzy. What cowards
political expectations make of the able,
ambitious portion of the citizens of the
Republic!

hoever has the hardihood to speak
out, (unwelcome truth!) stands from
hencetorth branded in the public esti-
mation as a fool. It was the same kind
of public opinion which stood by and
applauded the murder of Joe Smith and
his brother Hyram, and drove the Mor-
mons from the bosom fof civilization
into the howling wilderness; as that

rison through the streets of Boston
with a rope around his waist, and rot-
ten-egged Wendell Phillips, The same
unreasonable blind fury, I say, because
there is not one in a thousand now
howling against the Mormons who
could give a reason for the clamor they
are making. They simply take it for
granted that a custom which is newly
adopted and contrary to their own
must not be tolerated, whether it con-
cerns themselves or not,

Before clﬂsiuﬁ, it is right that my
exact position be understood. I am
asked, *‘Do I believe polygamy right?”’
1f by this it is meant, do I believe that
it would be right for a man who is
married ina monogamous community
to take a second wile without the full,
free and cordial consent of the first
one, then I say, most emphatically, no!
because it would be a breach of the
most sacred of contracts. Besides, 1
shall go farther, and say that it would,
in my opinion, be very impruadent
counsel for any wife to give or any
husband to take. The bell that would
ring the announcement of the second
marriage must be the death knell of
the love which was supposed to make
sacred the first. But, in the second
case, 1t would be an imprudence about
which it was nobody’s business but the
partics concerned. If we are to legislate
to prevent imprudent marriages, where
shall we end? That many—perhaps
most of the marriages which take place
under our eyes, can only result in
misery, is patent to the observation of
all but the parties concerned. Still, it
seems to be taken for granted that the
contract is sacred, provided each is so
sufficiently under the influence of a
frenzy called love as to blind them to
the defects of each other. Admitting
that love is the flower of life, it may
soon, in some cases does soon, fade
without ripening into the noble fruit-
age of {rlendship, nourished and mna-
tured by mutual needs finding mutual
satisfaction.

Itis to be remembered that poly-
gamy is nowhere cﬂm&ulsnry. while
monogamy always is. here permit-
ted, pruden;lpenplc would never con-
tract plur marriage so long
as human nature remains es-
sentially as it is, with its love, its
hate, and its jealously. VEIT prudent
people now deem it advisable not to
contract monogamic marriage. We
can but admire the audacity of the
man who has the courage to marry half
a duzenduf 150111:1]1&11 in an age when so
many drea ¢ supporting of one,
Who, of the two, huﬁdg in hlggher esti-
mation the worth of woman—the man
who fears to marry one, lest her sever-
al good-for-nothingness and extrava-

nce bring him to poverty, or the

lormon, who counts the numbers of
his wives among his riches? It would
be well worth our while to study care-
fully this problem of Mormon econo-
mics. It would seem that among them
neither father nor mother sighs when
the new-born babe happens to bea
girl. They seem to regard the little
stranger as a desirable acquisition
likely to become a useful member o
society.

To characterize as unwise the at-
tempt to suffuse pulggnmy in Utah is
not the same as to advocate the repeal
of all laws against polygamy among
&gnple .who believe in monogamy.

hile I believe that a pmhig?turr
liguor law is both wise and practicable
in Greeley, 1 would not believe that a
prohibitory liquor law enacted by Con-
gress for Wyoming would be either
wise er practicable. A prohibitery
liquor law would be practicable in
Utah, and an anti-polygamous law in
Wyoming, because they would each be
in accordance with the sentiment of
the people. But the sentiment in fa-
vor of pilural marriage is more deeply
rooted in the minds of the people of
Utah than 1s that of the right to sell
intoxicating liguors in Wyoming. The
people of the latter Territary do not
regard the use of intoxicants as a re-
ligious act The case would be paral-
lel should Congress pass a law forbid-
ding the use of wine in the sacrament
of the Lord’s sSupper. By the way,the
Mormons only use water, and make of
it a commemorative feast, celebrated
every Sabbath.

This is the fundamental difficul
that besets attempts to get rid of poly-
gamy in Utah. It is woven into the
warp and woof of the Mormon relig-
ion. This will be admitted by all who
have studied the subject. The writer
had a conversation with Miss Faith-
full, when here last week, on this sub-
ject. She says that polygamy is in-
Era.mnd in their religion and there is no

ope of curing them of the one with-
out converting them from the other.
The women will argue in favor of poly-
gamy from one end of the week to I.Ee
other and there is no hope of convine-
ing them by argument. She then asked
me what was my remedy. 1 replied,
only the slow growth of general know-
ledge—the light of science and litera-
ture brmg:;ﬁf on a more perfect day,
under the influence of which the ghosts
of superstition shall pale and fade
away. But how slowly the light of grow-
ing knowledge quenches the outlines
of these ghosts, the student of human
progress knows full well. They will
not down at the scourge of the perse-
cutor, but vanish at the cock crow of
science. The best missionaries to send
to Utah would be lecturers who would
let religion severely alone, and who
could awake among the people an in-
terest in science and literature. Then
send them Huxley’s Lay Sermons,
Darwin’s Ori?n of Species, Tyndall’s
Fragments of Science and Spencer’s
Sucmlﬂ-%y. To these add Shakespeare’s

lays, Tennyson’s poems, Dickens’,

hackerey’s and George Eliot’s novels,

and not a few standard histories. With

which murdered Lovejoy, dragged Gar- | these and the induced disposition to

read them,Mormon superstition would
vanish, and, no doubt, with it poly-
gamy. But the induced disposi-
tion to read them! ‘‘Aye, there’s
the rub!” Their priesthood would
fight them, tooth and nail, as every
other priesthood has fought them and
is fighting them. Still, thnre is this in
favor of the Mormons: They are a
Feoplg remarkable for their patience in
istening to opinions hostile to their
own. A lecturer can notonly go anyv-
where in Utah and be unmolested in
attacking their most cherished opin-
ions, but will ever be accorded an at-
tentive hearing, Who has ever heard
of a Mormon mob rotten-egging a lec-
turer from the platform? Surely there,
is hope for a people so patient as this.
D. Boyp.
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VIEWS IN RELATION TO
MEXICO.

Hubert II." Bancroft, the historian,
recently made an extensive tour of
Mexico. On his return to San Fran-
cisco he was interviewed by a San
Francisco Chronicle reporter. It is
quite interesting, but too lengthy for
publication in our columns in full. We
insert the following extract, however:

WOES OF THE WORKING PEOPLE.

“What is the present conditi
the lower classes?‘»‘: ndition of
In the

“Pitiable in the extreme.
cities they.are the servant of servants;
in the country they are bound by habit,
by family ties and debt to haciendas
and mines in a state of peonage or prac-
tical serfdom. Of course there are
grades. The lowest are a reproach to
humanity. They are tar worse off as
participants of this quality of Europe-
an civilization than were their ances-
tors under aboriginal regime. Among
them are some of the poorest and most
abject creatures on earth. They are
thinly or but partially clad, and the
men, beside cotton jackets and panta-
loons, wearing hats and sanda s, and
the women and children going barefoot.
A grade or two higher we find the
serape and rebozo. The poorest live
on whatever they can pick up in the
way of food, and at night huddle in
huts or adooe apartments, or sleep on
the ground or pavement. Among them
are all sorts of deformities and diseases
and they are forced to labor of the
most degrading kind. In the cities
they are made to take the place of
trucks, and in the mines of machinery.
They are made to carry througch gﬂ
streets and along the highways boxes
and packages of merchandise
weighing from 150 to 400 pounds, to
say nothing about stones, heavy tim-
bers and adobes for buildin » water,
earthern and wooden ware, urniture,
coffins, offal, ete. It filled me with hu-
mility and shame to see the image—not
ot 1;15' Maker, but of myself—thus de-
based, and saddest of was to con-
sider the lives of little children. Not
that the mothers were unkind to them.

On the contrary, their affection and de-

;gtic:; wert?t iremarfkahl%a but they have
nception of what

call the comforts of life.” e yone

“And yet they say those
good workers. Lasid people are

‘“*None better. There are among
them, of course, idlers, lazy vaga-
bonds, who stand like statues nl?%iﬂle
day long by the wayside and rot there
Or petrily there before they will raise a
hand to provide themselves with food.
But as a rule there are no ple on
earth who will do more work for less
money. It is a significant fact that
three are no Chinamen to speak of in
Mexico; that in scattering themselves
over the earth the Mongolians avoid
this place as they would a place of
pestilence. They cannot compete with
the Mexican peons either in the amount.
or quality of labor or economy in liv-
imz. And the negroes of the United
States are beside them a lazy lot, with
dull, stolid brain and no small feeding
powers,"”’

BUILDING UP A MIDDLE CLASS.
‘‘Are the laboring classes difficult to

faith with

ty | get along with?”?

“*By no means. Kee
them, pay them promptly as you pro-
mise, and they will serve you fully and
acknowledge mastership as by divine
right. They have been so tau ht; they
have been drilled for centuries in the
school of servility; the first lesson of
manhnnd_theihare yet to learn.”
ﬁ;‘i;?ut is likely to be their final des-

*“That depends upon the circumstan-
ces attending development during the
next two or three generations. If a
large and superior foreign population
flocks in, the native Mexicans will be
overwhelmed thrust aside, to some ex-
tent absorbed, and for the rest extir-
pated. Jf those who enter from
abroad come as teachers in the several
arts and industnmes rather than usurp-
ers of the soil, many of the present in-
habitants will be educated and im-
proved into an intelligent and substan-
tial middle class. Indeed, every day
this class is growing, rapidl hecoming
larger and .-511;ru:::r11;:.'-;#.';1*f and, indeed, this

is the’'most hopeful feature of the re-
public.”

“You regard the prosperity of this
class as essential to t

the]ﬂa.ting?" € prosperity of
‘‘Most decidedly. The primary nec-
cessity of the Mexican npa.tiun?h-dar
is notforeign population or forei

capital, but an educated and thriigt‘}
middle class, made up from its own
people. The intelligent rulers through-
out the republic understand this per-
fectly. They know that a peaceable
and permanent Government can-
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