-
e
[

e

Q78 .

s

—ﬂ——-ﬁl-——_._'__-_

THE DESERET NEWS.

JdJune 4

i
r
=

EDITORIALS.

“«CONOLUSIVE” TESTIMONY.

N

BEVERAL papers are making com-
ments on the Miles cuse, but few of
them seem te have taken the trou-
ble to investigate it, The "““Mor.
mon’’ question, however, is alwayé

a tempting subject to a certain

class of editors, and their rashness
in plunging into it is only equalled
by their
its merits. The
Bulletin, referring to the fiial,
makes a number of very
foolish remarks betraying a lament-

able lack ef knowledyge of the mat-
ter. We make the following ex-

tract:

San Franeciecu

““The jury in the Miles case were

not long in considering their ver-
dict. 'Ten minutes sufficed for
them to make up their minds The
testimony was c¢Jear, and convie-
tion appeared almost certain from
the time the jury were impaneled,
There was the utmost difficulty in
obtaining a jury, and the numbe:
of challenges for bias was almosl
unprecedented in any trial, The
only hope for the defendant was in
raising the issue that the firs
marriage must be  conclusively
proved before the victim ol ur:

pelygamsus marrisge was allowed
to tagkethe stand. ['his appears o
have been overrnled by the court,
and Miss Oweun was allowed to tes

tify. Her testimony of the proceed

ings at the Eudowme=nt House wa

conclusive of the firat marriage,and
also that of her own, With the
uncontradicted evidence of two
marriages before them, there wa-
no course left to the jury but te re-
turn a verdictof gulliy.”

The reason that the jury required
no time for deliberation was not
in consequence of the plainnes:

of the evidence, bLul vecaus
their wverdict was “a firegou
cohclusion,” as the Bulletin

tacitly admits in the remark that
ficonviction appeared almoust cer-
tain from the time thejury wers
impanel-d.,” Was (hOis1u coOnse
quence of the testimony? None
had been introduced. Why, then,
was couvietion ‘‘almost certain”
before a single wituess was placeo
on the stand? Simply because the
defendant was w be iried, not by «
jury of his peers, but by a body o
men picked out and chosen fo
their Encwn aniagouism o
h:m &nd his religion, Whai
ceused the  great  difficuity
in obtaining a  jury, aoc¢
why was the number of ¢hallenges
“almost uanprecedented?” The
answer 1a, because no one buf the
defendant’s political and religious
oppouents were permitted to serve
on the jury. We go further thau
the Buuetin, and say such a course
was entirely anprecedeuted. And i
will be a very bad precedent L0 es-
tablish in any country. It Tre-
mains to be seen whether it will be
sustained by competent judicial
authority. Such proceedings were
never knowa before and ought
never tobe Enown again. A religi-
ous test was applied, in violation o)
a weli Knowan constivutional prohi
bition, aud jurors were notonly
roade to answer under nath in re-
gard to facts which might tend tu
their own depreciation, but in re-
ference to their religious belief,

The Bulletin speaks of the testi-
mony of the chief witness in
relation to proceedings in the
Endowment House, as ‘‘concla-
sive of the first marriage.” What
was her testimony? INothing
more than that sbe saw the lady iu
that house on the day she was her-
gelf married to the defendant.
Scores of people were there also.
Marriage is only one among a8 num-
ber of ceremonies . frequently per-
formed there without marriage or
being connected therewith, Not
another soul but the witness, who
in testifying wae carrying out hes
admitted vow of vengeance againmst
the accused, saw the alleged firsi
wife at that place, and not even
that willing witness saw any cere-
mony performed beiween that lady
and the defendant. Very ““conclu-
sive evidence,” cerbinly.

The truth is, tue defendant was
convicted on the strength of popu-
lar rumor. It was commonly
talked of in the community that
John Miles had married two wives
—at first, report said three—on the
same day. That was the chief
‘‘gvidence’ that brought a verdiot

of guilty. We hear of asimil-rin |itis protected.

ignorance concernipg

e

Iiff case, Whatever may be the
facts, the evidence adduced was

insufficient to convict the
accuzed.  Buot “common fame”
bad attached gullt to the

defendant, and we are reliably in-

formed that the grounds on which |

some of the jury held out for a ver-
dict of guilty,was the reputation ot
the prisoner. |

Is it not time that this way of
trying an accused person was put a
stop to? Ir itis to grow Into a cus-
tom, what innocent defendant will
ve safc? Whatever opinion might
be formed of the person at bar, and
however dark the clouds of guspi-
cion that had gathered around his
head, it was the duty of the jury to
copsider the evidence adduced at
the trial and that alone, and
from the sworn  testimony, not
from outside considerations, they
must be convinced bDeyond a
reasonable doubt or they had no
rigtllt tqumnuunudi a i:erdlut of
gullty., 1f a defendant pular-
iy charged with cattle nteaﬁgg,hhut
8 no proof that he is guiliy of rob-
bing & train; and & coramon report
that & man has married two wives
on the same day is no Jlegal evi-
dence that he is guilty of bigamy
or polygamy,

As & further proof of the ignor
ance of editors in handling **Mor-
won’ matters, we take the follow-
ing from the sawme article in the

Bulletin:

**There is no excuse for this de-
‘fendant, The polygamous marriage
was not consummated untilOgiober
last, two years after the passage ol
the statute by Coongress.

The-law that Miles is accuased ol
breaking was passed in 1862, more
than sixteen instead of two years
vefore the alleged dual marrlage
And are we to understand from toe
Bullelin that if it had only been one
year after its passage that the wed-
ing took place, Miles would have
oeen excusable? The Bulletin says
iurther:

““The attitude of one of the Mor-
mon elders in refusiug to give lesti-
mony, inicates a spirit of hostility
to the United States Government.”

What a terrible strain editors are
put Lo in under:aking to make Lae
‘Mormons’’ appear *‘hostile to the
Government!” A euricus and im-
pertinent attorney, a sori of legal
‘Peeping Tom,” whe had boastied
¢hat he would have the secrel re-
igious ceremowuies of the “Mor-
mon” Church exposed in open
sourt, undertook to badger an hou-
orable gentlemwan on the wilness
stand anpd force him to divalge
things which he considered himself
celigiousiy and sacrediy bouod w
xeep secret, and which bhad no
more bearing upen the case &l
var than the Masonie eigno of dis-
tress, or the cut of a Masous’s apron.

The witness déclined to answer,
snd O ye goda and little fishes!
.hat refusal *‘indicated a spirit oi
nostility to the Uniled Slales
Government.” To what de-perate
~traits are small-brained auol-
““Mormons® reduced, when they
wish to stir up the powers that be
against a doctrine which they can-
wot  refute by argument, and &
people whom they eannot counvicl
of evil by any fair, legitimate or
constitutional method! If the
conviction in the Miles case is a
*‘vigtory for the prosecution,’” it is
a victory over the established rights
of the humblest person accused o)
crime, and over the plainest priu-
ciples of constitutioual law. Il
not yet assured, but it it Wwere,
it would be no triumph to a just
and honorable officer or tribunal,
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ORIME AND RELIGIOUS
BELIEF.

EVER since the uews was receiv« 0
of the tragedy at Pocasset, when
Freeman, the Adventist, crazeo by
fanaticism, Kkilled his own chilo
under the mistaken belief that he
was required of God to offer her up
as a sacrifice, we have been expect

log to see attempts by goose-brained
writers to draw a parallel betweew
tbat homicide under a ‘“‘religious”
impulse, and the ‘““Mormon” prac

tice of polygamy under the claim
of a divine commandment. We
are not disappointed. It afforded »
good opportunity for those wh

jump at every chance to cast a dar
at “*Mormonism,” but who canno:
see the armor of truth with whicen
They have com

fluence at work in the recent Bhurts) menced the attack. But they only

succeed ip showing their own ‘im-
becility.

Freeman plupged a Eknife into
his little daughter’s side and killed

e

impassioned judgment ghould pro-
nounee the verdict,

But whatever may be the pun~
ishment meted out to the fapatical

her. He ciaimed that he was re-
i;uirud to do this by the Almighty.

t is generally admitted that he
was gincere. Hae really believed
that it was his duty to perform this
unlawful and unnatural act. The

question is, should that belief or]

the claim of a religious obligation
exempt him from the action of the
law? And the shallow-minded an-
u-‘““Mormon’ cries out, “If a Lat-

ter-day Saint may practice polyga-
my under the pleaof religion, may
not Adventist offer haman sag-
rifices on the ground of religion?”’

It would seem that the guestion
requites no answer. There is noth-
ing in common bElween the two
things which it altempts to associ-
ate, They are in complete opposi-
tion to each other. They are otal-
ly unlike in essence and effect, Oue
desiroys life, the other produces it.
One is & wroug in itself, the other
¢an only be coosirued into a wroug
by edicts based on mistaken opinion,
shedding bioud, except judicially,is
forbivden of Gud and I8 a eriwue
against the iwaividual and agaiovs:
sociely., Plural woarriage has nevet
veen forbidden of God, but on the
coutrary, bas been countleuanceud
and commwanded by Hiw, and it is
uol a crimne aguiusy the person nor
agalust the commupity. The same
divine law that said, **Thou shalt
do no murder,” and Lhe same volce
that pronounced ithe dealh penaity
fur that crime, directed and pro-
vided for the . practice of plural
muairiage aud coonfirmed blessiog
aud houor upon 1Is supporiers auu
iheir pusterivy, 18 offspring.

Because a devol. e of auy failh
may not Kill or steal, or commit
all Ollense sgalost person or pro-
perty uuder the plea of religious
veliefy, does i1t fuliuw Lhat notnlog
may oo doue under Lbal plea thal
Jdoes not comport with the views of
the majoriy? 1vu might as well ve
argued thal wonasticism should be
punizhed by the law, a8 Lhat poly-
gay shuuld be s0 treated. lu-
Jeed, there would be wmore show of
vonsistency ia legal suppression vl
the rformer then or the iacter, For,
whilo iv Is conum y Lo genersl cus-
wm and pupular epinion, it 18 op
posed tu Lhe 1AaWs Ol nature aud the
divipe fist agaivst ‘‘forbidding tu
marry.” Bulit is a matler with
which c¢ivil governwent has no-
thing to do unless 1t is enforceu
agalust the will of the iadividual.
i1 & man chovses voluntarily 10 eun-
ter & wunuslery aud remain celi-
Dale, ur a woman (o enlber a nuu-
uery aud do lEewlse, the religivus
avis O vouib, iucluding thelr seli-
castigalivns aud sevele penances
are leit free aud uncoudemned by
the law. I'he reasvn ls, because
their peculiar dolugs are not 1o
fringements upon the rights ol
otbhera, L'nesame rule holds good,
wglenlly, iu the practice of **Mus-
mon’ marriage,

I'be sumiow reasoner says: “li
murder, uncer the plea of religion,
is punishable by iaw, pulygam)
under that plea 18 &i80 pullshavie
oy law.” Why not continue Lhe
absurdity aud say baptism, anu
circumeision, and revival antics,
and peniteutial flagellation, ana
spirit lavocation, under the plea i
religion, are also punishavle by
law? The same 1ule that «Xempts
them from the control of the Suate,
would, ir consistently exteuded,
also exempt there.som our religious
plural murringes. Buat when the
searned Judyges of the highest eourt

-{in the land adopt such sophisms s

appear iu their decision on polyga-

{wmy, and can see no diflerence be-

vween Thuggism and the Suttee
and plural marriage as subjects for
legal activm,there 1s no wonder that
simpler folks fall into similar errors
and exhibit equal mentsl blind-
Rness. |

The question as to the extent of
Freeman’s guiil is one for the jury
vefore whom be will be tried, The
law agaionst such acts as his stauus
undisputed. It was divinely for-
wulated in the earliest ages. Lt 1=
stamped upon the soul of man, It
8 establisued ia all nations, It is
well known and uuniversally ac-
Enowledged. 1tis avsolutely ne-
cessary for the welfare and protec-
+won of socviety. Freeman has bro-
gen the law of God and man and is
vow sulbject Lo its penalty, But
-nlightened jusiice will determine
‘he*extent of his guilt by judging
f the conditiou of his mind at the
ame of the dreadful act, and by
~veighing all the attending circum
stauvces and prompling motives,
Popular apger and general execra-
tion of the deed sbouid have no
vearing upon the decision, but un-

destroyer of his own flesh and
blood,there is no relation orshadow
of similarity between his' lawless
violence, and the practice of plural
marriage, under established la-
tions, "And the fact that he makes
the same plea of a divine command
for his bloodshed as we do for our
marriage syetem, establishes mno
more connection or likemess be-
them, than between murder and
celibacy, nor furnisbhes any moie
logical reason for punishing polyg-
amists than for putting iuto a luns-
tic asylum the newspaper writers
who attempt to draw such absurd
parallels and such ridiculous con-
clugions,
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| ‘‘learned fools” unfit for the
duties, cares and struggles of life
‘and suited only foreating out ofthe
| publie erib, We mustsay ‘shat we
fully agree with his ideas in thig
regpect, True education does not
conslst simply of book learning or
the cramming of the mind with
theories and rules, Boysshould b
tanght eomething which will make
them unseful and productive to th
community, and girls should " be
instructed in househoid duties,that
‘they may be something more than |
mere ornaments of society. But he
Wwho says Brigham Youbg was op-
posed to the geperal diftusiou of the
Enowledge that is usually imparted
in schools, grossly misrepresents
his actions and teachings, b
The present leaders of the “*Mor.
mon’’ Chureh,with President John
Taylor as & notable example, are

EDUCATI N :N UraH.

THE |ate President Brigham Young
nas frequently bren accused by his
epemies of hostility to education.
Every impecunious lecturer obn
Utah affairs who has passed reund
the plate in eastern c¢lties, and
filled his pockets with the contri-
butions of beuevolent wvietims,
whose sympathies have been ex-
¢ited by absurd stories of the ab.
sence of schools in this Territory,
bas made capital oat of the aileged

opposition of theé “Mormon’’ lead- _
" |mind, the ceurse taken by men

ers to the cause of edueation.
Here it 1s well known that Pre-
gident Young was an earpest advo-

cate of practical iustruetion for the
youth ef both sexes. He not only
urged this upon the people, bu:
spent cousiderable means fo aid in
the goed work. The Brigham
Young Academy at Provo has re-
velved frequent mention in this
paper as an institution established
by his bounty. There is another
educational establishment found-
ed by him which 1is destined
to accomplish graud results, but
which is not named so often.  We
refer to the Brigham Young Col-.
lege, at Logan, Cache County.
Chis institution is yet in its in-
cipiency, althoangh it is in workir
order, and is aceomplishing mu
for the beuefit of our youth. It is
orgauvized with a President and
Board of Directors, and is supported
by an endownent from President
oung of a large tract of valuable
land in Cache Valley. At present
it bas no building of its own, but
occupies a commoudious structure,
reunted from Logan Cifty Corpora
tiom, in which is held a b
School, with Miss Ida L. Cook as
principal, The academic year com-
mences on the first Monday in Sep-
tember, and closes at the end of
Juve' It has already prepared sev-
eral teachers for District Behools in
the County, and under its accom-
plisbed prineipal, who isa thorough

disciplivarian a8 well as an
eXx perienced preceptor, it is
an institution of which

che people of the north have occa-
sion torbé proud. The scholars are
required to pay a portion of the tu

(tivn expenses; the rest is paid ous
of the rund raised by rentai of the
land seferred to. Much of this has
not yet been productive of revenue,

But each succeeding year brings
more of it under ecultivation and
adds to the opportunities of the
College for useluloess, As poon u8
circumstances will permit a suil-
able buiiding will be erected, unao
the plans of the founder will be
carriea out mose fully.

As aslep in advance the Direct-
ors have secured the services ol
Brother C. H. M. Agramonte, who
will open another department in
the College at the beginning of the
new Jderm. In addition to the
studies in the regular course, he
will give instruction in vocal mu.
si¢, analysis of language, nataura)
philosophy, history and the mod-
orn laugusges, including Spanish,
for which we understand he 18
thoroughly competent. Other im-
provements will be added in due
time, so that the Brigham Young
College at Logan will become a
Unpiversity in which

schools may finish their education.

it has .been frequently alleged

with a sneer that Brigham Young’s
ideas of instruction for the youth
was ‘““teaching boys how 10 saw ofl
the end, of a board, and the girls
how to sweep a room.”” We admit
that his theory of eduecation in-
cluded those useful branches of
practical knowledge. He deprecat-
ed the system oi so-called educa-
tion which turnsout an army of

advanced |
students from our northern District |

earnest advocates of educalioun for
the entite communily. They sus-
taln it by word and deed. %mlm;
their ipfluence its importance jg

growing in the estimation :
claseea of the people;and impr
ments in the methods of instraect
and increase in the facilitles th
for, are observable all over the
ritory, Bul tbey clearly perce

the necessity of encouraging the
employment of teachers of vur own
faith in preference to those who
are opposed to it, We are with
them in this, fully aud entirely,
Any other course would be ex-
tremely foolish and !nmhnkte';i 4
and if anythiug were wanting to
make this clear

_an ordinary

‘whom some of our people bave en-
couraged as teachers is amply suffi-
cient, After Hﬁmﬂiﬁ& enough
‘means to leave this Territory for a-
while,they have devoled their ener.
gies to circulating sbroad the most
abominable falseboods ia regard
the Territory and the people, and
to the publication of such mon
atmmq&l.;t_.mth- that the only w
der is they can fiud 1 y one sin
enough to give credit 1o them al
money to their propagators.
such persons fit to act as precepto
of the youth of any community?
They are unworthy of recoguiiion
by any ludividual of any creed Who
retains a particle of self respect,
and men of influence in this com-
munity would ve sadly lacking in
}their duty if they were to give con-
fidence and support to beings so
degraded aud cont. mptible, -
be *Moimon” leaders are and i
alweys have been sustalners of the
cause of education. They must be,
or act in practical denial of the
religion they are endeavoring to
promulgate, which inciudes all
branches of Jesrning among its es-
nm:lt:: u;ig:llgplas. dBut. they are
aund sho opposed to those pro-
iessed educators who would train
our children away froma the path
marked out by the God of their fa-
thers,and while eager for mouney in
payment or leadiog them astray,
wou!d brand them before the w
with a name of infamy. Sach W
stitutio s as thuse established by
the munificence of our late Presi-
dent will teach correct, prioncipl
and train up consistent evucato s 0
our own faith, and, we cordia ly en
dorse them, and hope they will
multipiied thtuugﬁpueﬁ-; the [lerri-
tory. . 1 rr‘i
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THE “WICKED” IMLfATORS OF
THE PATRIARCHS.

R

A

REFERENOCE has already beeu made
in these columuns toa review of the
decision of the Supreme Courtin
the Reynolds case, by *‘An Oid.
Lawyer” of New York. We give
below an extract from the pamph-
let containing his argument, and
may quote from it further on other
occasions. The fine vein of irony
that runs through these psragraphs

i
is particularly sharp, and will com- i
mend itself to all who are familiar 1
with the situation in Utah, and ;

understand the shallow pretence of
plety and purity which is put forth
by the prominent champions of
+Xtreme measurea agalost the
‘*“Mormons.”

Between official and individual
knowledyge thereis a debatable Jand
free to juadicial discretion. A court
may Enew much that it does not
Euow, and not know much that it
kEnows. The court, in Lthe case in
guestion, may have preferred to be
ignorant of the fact that the plain-
tif in error was one of &
lacge community, the legal  sta-
tus of whose members would
be determined by the con-
clusion to which it should arrive




