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Congress. In this Territory our popula-
tion is in excess of that number. No Ter-
ritory has ever applied for admission into
the Union with so many advantages as
ours. In 1789, the Federal Constitution
was adopted, and we became a consoli-
dated Republic. This was 89 years ago.
We have lived in this country upwards
of one-third of that time. It might be
thought, then, that with such a length-
ened experience and advantages, with
such capacity for self-government, with
such a developed and lightly taxed Ter-
ritory, with such good order and free-
dom from debt, that Utah would be wel-
comed into the union of states. Why
are we not? Because we are "Mormons."
That embodies the whole reason. If we
were split up into factions, if we were
fighting, party against party, if drink-
ing saloons and houses of ill fame were
through all our settlements, and if we
were heavily in debt, not having even
the requisite population, and were not
"Mormons," we would be admitted into
the union of states. What is the rea-
son assigned for it? "We do not want
to countenance polygamy. If we admit
Utah, we sanction, to a certain extent,
polygamy." This is the reason assigned.
Suppose, for instance, that one man of
every ten among these "Mormons" is a
polygamist, are there any more than
that? If there are I do not know it. I
have never taken the census, but in the
range of my personal acquaintance, as |
have scanned them, I think that there
are not one-tenth of the men in this Ter-
ritory who have attained their majority
who are polygamists. And we will say
there are 150,000 people in the Terri-
tory, how many of them are men? If
we apply the same rule of ascertaining
this that we do to other communities—
and it will not apply to ours be-
cause our children are in excess; but

as it is, we will apply the same rule
and divide 150,000 by five; how many
does it leave? Thirty thousand. We will
say there are thirty thousand men in
Utah Territory who have attained their
majority, and one-tenth of this num-
ber are polygamists, What do we have
left? Three thousand men. And for
three thousand men, the Congress of
the United States say that the bulk of
the people shall not have their political
rights. Does it not seem as though by
the action of Congress in this respect,
that they are uplifting a doctrine com-
paratively obscure, when you take into
consideration the forty millions of peo-
ple that live under the flag of the United
States—and giving it national impor-
tance? This is one of the most extraor-
dinary instances of fatuity that I ever
recollect reading of in any history; yet
such a thing is done, and this is the only
reason that can be truthfully and cor-
rectly assigned for the refusal, on the
part of the nation, of admitting Utah as
a State. In spite of all we can say and do,
there seems to be a determination to give
this doctrine of plural marriage a na-
tional and a worldwide importance, like
everything else connected with this peo-
ple. It has been advertised and talked
of as though it might be the practice of
twenty millions of people, instead of that
of three or four thousand men.

Now, I say that we have to teach the
world a lesson in this direction. A people
patiently pursuing their course, with-
out murmuring, without rebelling, with-
out rising in riotings, when receiving a
denial of their legitimate and constitu-
tional rights. Such a spectacle as this is
worthy of admiration, especially when it
is understood that not an officer within
the confines of our Territory can hold
an office of Federal appointment, if it



