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s)me persons go so far as to advo-
cate the enactment eof a uniform
civil marriage law for the whole
Union. If Congress were to attempt
to pass such a law, it weuld be seen
whether the States would permit
and accept it or not. This we mere-
ly remark en passané.

Let us now inquire whether
“Mormon’ marriagés are religious
or civik. There are in this Terri-
tory two great classes of marriages,
s0 far 88 we know, and these class-
es are similar to the two previously
mentioned—eivil and rel‘gious. Of-
ficers of the civil law, such asjus-
tices of the peace, officiate in the
civil marriages,and aé¢credited min-
isters of religion officiate in the re-
ligious marriages. T'helatte: kind,
we have eévery reason to believe,
are very heavily in the majority,
most of the people in this region,
as nearly all over Christendom, be-
lieving in the religious nature of
marriage, and consequently strong-
ly desiring, when they are married,
to be married to persons of similar
religion, by accepted ministers of
religion, in a building devoted to
religious purposes, and according
to an acknowledged religious cere-
monial. This is especially notice-
able with members of the Churech

of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, |

or *‘Mormons,” as they are com-
monly designated by others. In-
deed, where a person rofessing to
be'a ““Mormon® marries a person
who is not of the same religion, the

former is eonsidered either an im-|

postor, er exceedingly weak in the
faith, which he need not be so con-
sidered if marriage was not regard-
ed as a religious affair.

Fora “Mormon” te be married
by . the ministers of any other
church than his own, where mar-
riage by his own is reasonably feas-
ible, is also considered a very de-
cided evidence of weakness of fﬂilh;
whieh eould hardly be the case if
marriage were not considered a part
of that religion. (1Y |

' These are evidences patent to
every person of intelligence. Bat

let ug bring the guestion a littie |

closer. -Let us refer to the only
competent autherities on the point,

the real witnesses in the case. Ask
any intelligent *“Mormon,” in good
standing in hischureh, wixather he

considers his own marriage a reli-
gious act, and he will answer yes
in every respect, so much so that
he believes that marriageaccording
to the law of God is the only real,
true, authoritative, perfeet, and
permaaent marriage that is con-
tracted on earth.  He will claim
that it is the prerngative . of
Heaven alone to authorize and
regulate the institution of mar-
riage, and that it is an institu
tion which is. the wvery . basis
of salvation, eternal life, eter-
nal kappiness, and eternal glory.
He wil] claim that whal are termed
civil marriages are merely human
arrangements, and made for only a
few short yearsat most; that real
marriage i3 a divine institution,
and,whenadministered in by divine
authority and in aecordance with
divine lgmr and lived up to accord-
ingly, i acfmtni'atarad'_ for all” time
and for all eternity, and is the di-
vine order of perfect liviug and ef
end less life. B ¥ -
Here, then, taking the only com-
petent earthly witnesses, the ‘““Mor-
mons” theaiselves, it is evident,
beyond controversy, that their
marriages are religious marriages,
and more religious than any other
of their acts if one religious act can
be more religious than another re-
ligious act. Therefore it may fairly
be cousidered as proved beyond re-
futation that marriage is esteemed
a3 a part of the “Mormon’ reli-
gion, an essential part of that re-
ligion, and as absolutely necessary,
sowetimeé or other, sooner or later,
to be religiously administered in
order to be valid or fully and finally
acceptable in the sight of Heaven.
If Congress, therefore, were to
make a law prohibiting * Mormoun”
marriages, it would be not only an
unconstitutional act, but an ac¢t of
gsheer persecution, persécution .in a
matter of the most sacréd character
and of the most intrinsic and ‘es-
sential religious importance. =
. At may be urged that, so far as
marriages wherein eune man and
one woman only are joined to each
other, Congress' has no objection,
and is not disposed tointerfere with
the “Mormons,” but that it ought
to prevent the ‘“‘Mormons” from

marrying oné man to ‘more than|

ope living woman as his wives at
one and the same time.

Not so fast, Remember, Congress
has no right to interfere with
““Mormon” marriages, not because
they are “Mormon’ marriages, but
because they are religious ceremo-

nies,because marriage is an integral
part of the ‘*Mormon® religion,and
of the very highest importance in
the estimation of the “Mormons”
themselves. Congress cannot pro-
hibit “Mormon’” marriages without
prohibiting the free exercise of their
religion by the “Mormons’ 1n its
most essential charaeteristics.. In
such prohibitien the (lonstitution
positively forbids Congress to in-
dulge. f

We have said that if there is ene
religious act ef the “Mormons”’
more religious than auother, it is
the act ef marriage, and for the
sake of comparison we may say If
one ‘““‘Mormon'’ marriage is more
religious than another, it i3 the
marriage of a man to a second or a
third wife, or,in common phraseel-
ogy, plural marriage.  This plural
marriage, to an intelligent, consei-
entious, and faithful “glnr_mnﬂ,‘”is
an institution of the most sacred
character, involving the most sa-
cred responsibilities. Aecordingly,
it. is considered that to obtain a
second wife a man should not only
be a ‘*Mormen,” but be a worthy
and faithful and true “Mormonr.”
It is right enough that a manought
to be all these to enjoy the high
privilege of having one wife, but to
be aceounted eligible to the privi-
lege of having more than one wife,
a mun ought to be especially wor-
thy, because of the greater respon-
sibilities involyed and the greater
power given into his hands and the
greater opportunities placed within
his reach for good or evil as he shall
be dispesed to aequit himself, or
shall suffer himself to be led,

|
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perfectly immaterial te that body

The “Mormons” claim that their
practice of plural marriage is by es-
pecial permission and command-
ment ef Heaven, and is fully as
binding upon them as is any other
divine doctrine -or prineciple.. But
it is nothing to Congress whether
the ‘““Mormons” have béen permit-
ted or commanded by heaven er
not to practise plural marriage.
That is a matter which concerns
themseives slone as human crea-
tures. It lies between them aud
their God, and Congress has n
right to step in between.
But farther, if the “Mormons’’
merely  believe it to be their reli-
gious duty to practise plural mar-
riage, independent of any special
_m&n(ia;turj’ revelation from heaven
to them uapon the subject, then
plural marriage becomes a part of
their religion, a part of the exer-
cise of their religion, and this Con-
gress is espeeially forbidden to pro-
bibit. So faras the right of Con-
gress fo prohibit js concerned, it is

whether or not the “Mormons”
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surprise is that men of intelligence
otherwise should ever presume to
present such limping apologies for
argument.

Marriage is honorable in all. It
Is the grand portal of jegitimate life,
of real and true life. It.is the very
liverty of the Gospel. In it the
very highest-human happiness and
the most perfect human develop-
ment may be found. We might
say that in it; an@in itonly, divine
life, divinedevelopment anddivine
happiness may be found. Jesus
said, ““Sufler little children to come
unto me, and forbid them not, for
of suchy is the kingdom of heaven,”
and only by marriage can there be
legitimately any little children to
be suflered to go to Jesus and be-
come a prototypical part of the
kKingdom of heaven. So that mar-
riage is so elearly of a religious na-
ture that it furnishes, that it alone
furnishes,; the very finest and most
acceptable material for the kingdom
of heaven, according to the testi-
mony of Jesus Christ himself, the
great author and finisher of the
Christian faith.

The conditien of marriage should
be counsidered as net only eminent-
ly of areliglous nature, but likewise
so far from being destructive to life,
liberty and happiness, that it is
the very 'way of life, liberty, and
happiness. We may therefore
boldly deelare that in no condition
on earth is there so much life, lib-
erty, and happiness atteinable, so
much of perfect human and divine
development within reach, as in
the marriage relation, and that the
pursuit of these desirable things
through this relation is not onl
guaranteed by the Constitution,
but: is beartily to be commended
by all intelligent people. .« =

Again it may be said that this is
true enough of marriage on the
monogami¢ plan, but it is not true
of marriage of a plurality of wives,
Why not? 1f one woman by mar-
ringe with a man finds life, liberty, |
happiness, and perfect feminine
developmenty, why should not an- |
other woeman find the same bless-
ings by that man? There is no |
valid reason why she should not.

In contradistinetion to the eharge |
of the Chief Justice,and to the|
assertions of many others, we earn-
estly  contend that “Mormon”
plural marriage is a religious act,
that it does not infringe upon the
constitutional liberties of any eiti-
zens, and that therefore Congress
has no constitutional right to pre-
hibit the free exercise of that part,
any more than of any other 'parts,
of the ‘‘Mormon’ religion. This,
we believe, is a position which can-
not be rationally overthrown.

have had any revelation or com-
mandment from God upon the sub-
jeet. If the ‘*Mormons” accept
plural marriage as a part of their
religion, in goed faith, and so main-
tain, that is amply sufficient teo
guarantee: them perfect immunity
from eonstitutional Congressional
prohibitien ' teuching such mar-
riages. . o1 _ |

Butit may be asked in conster-
nation by some parties, isa man to
be guaranteed ¥mmunity from
Congressional interference in every
thing which he may elaim is in-
cluded in the free exercise of his
religion? Yes he is, when su¢h

 free exercise of his religion, what-

ever it may be, does not infringe
upon the ecommon liberties guaran-
teed to all citizens. This is the
-only ' eonstitutional limit. to the
free exercise of his religion. If the |
| Chief Justice had only properly

never have introduced :iuto his
charge to the jury, in comnection
with religi
utterly irrelevant cases of the Hin-
doo mother ecasting her new-born
babe into  the Ganges, the Fiji
islander leaving his aged and hLelp-
less parent -in the woods to starve
or be devoured, or the placing of
the Hindoo widow upen the funeral
pileé of her deceased husband, to be
consumed with his corpse. All
these things are murder, or equiva-
lent’ thereto. Theyv are not the
pursuit of 'life and liberty. They
are the pursuit of death, and conse-
quently are destructive to life and
liberty. Therefore they could not
be permitted in the United States,
so far asthe jurisdiction of Congress
is concerned,; even though they!
were to be ¢laimed as included in
the free exercis of religion,;becatse |
they woud prevent | ersmig’ friim
enjoving the free exerciss of Liieir!
religion.” By mo fair or aceeptable
process of reasoning ‘could such
restrictive and destruetive acts be
placed as parallel with and equal
to **Mormon’’ plural marriage, or

as haviogany claims to beincluded
in the free exercise of religion. The

| Nobody’s.

Consequently all “Mormon® men

‘knowledge of the poseible, and in-

‘considered this limit, he would |

ous plural marriages, the [ plural marriage? One may say, that
the liberties of the first wife and |

lessen the amount of meanus which

We willexamine the possible ob-
jection that plaral marriages are
opposed to liberties constitutionally
guaranteed. If a- man marries a
wife, whose constitutional liberties
does he thereby infrings upon?
Nobody’s. If he marries a second
wife whose constitutional liberties
does he thereby infringe upoin?
If he marries a third
‘wife, whose constitutional liberties
‘does he thereby Infringe wpon?
Nobody’s. |

In the first place itis well enough
known that plural marriages are a
part of the ‘“Mormon” religion.

and women are married with the

deed probable, ' contingency of
their individual donnection with
such marriages, if they do not im-
mediately enter upon such plural
‘marriage union.

In the next place we would ask
again, and more explicitly, 'whose |
liberties are infringed ‘upon by

.those of the children. In what
way? If there were no second or
third wife and their children,there
would be more of the husband’s
goods to be enjoyed bythe first wife
and her ¢hildren.

O, that is the line of argument !
Then it-is a very selfish one. But
we will pursue it to its logieal issue,
There shall be no second or third
wife, because such wife or wives,
and her or their ehildren, would

‘might come into the hauds of the
first wife and her children. By the,
same reasoning, there should be no
second . child, because the second
would Jessen the amount of this
‘world’s goods that might come/into
the hands of the first child. This
policy is extensively practised in
portions of thece United States,and
the results are not life, liberty and
| happinesg; but baby farming, infan-
ticide, abortion, feeticide, lust, and
debilitated femininity. "Again, by
‘the same reasoning, men should

her husband of some of this world’s
goods to support herself. This sort
of policy, too, is extensively carried
out in various parts of the United
States, and the results are not life,
liberty, and happiness, but licence,
lust, seduction, illegitimacy, pros-
titution, ‘debauchery, and, if per-
sued " to the end, depopulation,

verse of the purpose of the first
great eommandment {o increase
and multiply and replenish the

never yet been revoked.

Nq._sv we have herein set forth, so
that it eannot be rationally contro-
verted, that eivil and religious lib-

citizens; that it was the great con-
trolling princinle of the American
Revolution; that it is the funda
mental principle vpon which the
Federal Union was founded; that it
is the grand characteristic and
standing boast of the American
system of republican government,
in direct and designed corrective or
counterbalancing oppesition to the
Old World restrictive policy of
government; that the Constitution
expressly guarantees the free exer-
¢ise of religion to all, so far as the
action of Congress is concerned;
that the exercise of religion neces-
sarily means religious acts; that
marriage is regarded by most if not
all Christian people as an essential-
ly religious act; Lhat it has been so
regarded for ages; that civil mar-
riagé in Christendom is a very
modcrn institution; that the ““Mor-
mon'” people especially regard
marriage as a pre-eminently sacred,

y | religious, and divine institution;

that they regard plural marriage, at
least equally with monogamic mar-
riage, as & sacred, religious, and di-
vine ipstitution; that the limit of
the free exercise of religion is where
it would infringe upon the common
constitutional liberties of eitizens;
that plaral marriage does not in-
frimge in the least upon those com-
mon -constitutional liberties, but
that itrather encourages, promotes
akd maintains those liberties; and
that eonsequently any congression-
al enactment prohibitory of the free
exercise of religious marriage, whe-
ther 'munu?mic or plural, is a gross
vielatien of the Constitution of the
United States, and of the grand
dominating principle of the Ameri-
can government—the liberty of the
people.
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EDITORIAL NOTES.

——The announcement of Chief
Justice Waite, that under ne cir-

cumstances will he be a candidate
for the Presidency of the United
States, appearsto be generally com-
mended throughout the country.
He cannot obtain a more honorable
office under the constitution than
the one he has, and it may well
satisfy any prudent man’s ambi-
tion.
of offices, more than others, the in-
cumbents of which should keep
outside of the excitements of politi-
cal ambitions, it is the judicial.

——An effort is under way in
New Jersey to establish the old
Enuglish field sport of fox-hunting.
Three or four hunts of the kind
have already been bad, and Mr,
Bergh has got into a controversy
with the patrons and admirers of
the sport, ,

A young woman was dis-
charged frem service in a house in
Paris, and she went and drowned

herself in the river Seine, where-
upon L' Opinione suggests that

——

snicides are becoming moite fashion-
able than marriages in Paris.

——=Maryland has an amendment
to her constitation, restricting the

removal of trials, and Judge Gil-
mor in ‘charging the grand jury
recently at Ballimore, expressed
the opinion that the gamblers, po-
licy venders, and violators of the
Sunday law would be compelled to
mend their ways, as they could
not now ran away from the juris-!
diction of the eriminal court, and
they need expect nothing less than
the full penalty of the law, also if
they were-brought into court a
rsecond time they weuld certalnly
be snet to prison.

——R. W. Baylor, one of Mosby’s
men, and Col. James F. Keegan,

an ex-U, 8. officer, had an affair of
honor near Eidgemoor, Delaware,
the other day, Baylor receiving a
fleshwound, and then friends inter-
fering. The officers of the law are

provides a' whipping of thirty

not marry, for a wife will deprive

stripes, and three montbsimprison-
ment for fhe offence.

earth, a commandment which has |

erty is the birthright of American |

Besides, if there is one class |

gshe did it to be in the fashion, as|

after the belligerents, and the law|:
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THERE is no business where suc-
cess depends more upon Labor Sav-

death, and desolation, the very re- | ing inventions than yours, and in
|

. THE
WAGON-& MACHINE
DEPARTMENT

Z.C. M. L.

Can be found a Large Varietv of
Stock which we desire to reduce
this season, to accomplish which
we shall sell cheap, all the best
styles of

Mowers, Reapers,
AND

Combined Machines,

LY & REVOLVING HAY RAKES

FREIGHT,

PARM AND LIGHT WAGONS,

Gang Plows,
Seed Drills,
Scrapers,
Railroad Plows,
Garden Iirﬂls.
School Bells,

WAGON TIMBER AND REPATRS

Machine Extras,
Horse Collars,
Cider Mills.
Harness,
Fan Mills

-

WE ARE ALSO AGENTS FOR

Whitman’s Threshing Machines,
all sizes. Wheeler’s Railway and
Sweep Power Machines, all sizee,
Dederick - Perpetual and cother
Hay Presses. Leffel's Turbine
Wheels and Bookwalter Upright

- Engine' and Boiler.  Blandy's
Saw Mill and Portable Engine.
Munson’s  Portable Grist Mill
and Machinery.  Howe’s and
Babeock’s  Eurcks  Smutter.
Shingle Mills.  Molasses Mills.
Hay Seales. ' Feed Mills. Fvap-
orators. fFieé’d'- Hollers. Bdtmg
Cloth, Ete,

We keep a full supply "of the Well Trie-
and Popular

STUDEBAER WAGONS,

ALL NSIZES,

WHICH WE WARRANT TO STAND

Secondo none inthe Terrtory

FARM PLOWS,
EHarrow Teeth, Ete.
i ; —-...,n'— : : -
(GENERAL AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS )
>~ Now is the Chance,
as this Department will
be condensed and Moved
as soon as Possible.

H. B. CLAWSON,
. Wﬁi

Salt Lake City, 1975.



